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" itself to the Muslim League and the Mahasablha. Nowhérg in any section of the
" Thé.firsL objective precondition of revolution has maturcd in India.

“usual’ increase in thé needs and misery of the exploited masses, Even before.

~Revolution on the Indian Horizon.

_ India, a vasptsub—continent'of 350 million people, possesses many in-
teresting problens. The main interest aroused by all these problems is that
they are presenting themselves {of irmediate solution. Upon their solupibn
pends the welfare not only of the millions of inhabitants of Tndia, but

:400'm111ion“more_in China and scores of other millions in the near east as
well as the Indies. And to the north of India the vaststretches of .the USSR |

will also be shaken to their foundations by'the Indian events. And India is.
on the verge of a revolutionary situation. Let us consideéer this from a pure- .
ly scientific standpoint. ‘ Lo S

What are the marks of a revolutionary situation ? All the revolutions
of past history, commencing particularly with tie bourgeois revolutions at
‘the time of the ref rmation and coming.down to rost recent times have
shown that three objective conditions are prerequisite to revolution. .

Revolutionary Situation.

~The first is an all embracing economic and political crisis affecting.
both the exploiters and the exploited. This is already seen, beyond any
questiop of doubt, in India. Not only is there the general dislocation due

- to the<g§r; but in addition, Japanese impérialists are at the very gates of

India, or more properly within it, wecause Burma is really nothing but a )
geograptical division of India. .The first condition of a revolutionary situa-
tion'is therefore present. Not-only do the exploited riot wish to continue
‘with the old rule, but the exploiters are unable to continue ruling as be--
fore. There is political crisis everywhere. The British imperialists find
themselves unable to continue with the old policies of Churchill and the
Governor General -Amery.- They have been obliged to call in 4 "left" stooge,

" gtafford Cripps. Between'Amefy and Cripps a conflict arises as .to the best R
" method of keeping India in subjection. Lewis Johnson appears for American =~ . - -

imperialism, and between Johnson and ‘Cripps, despite 2ll their honied words,
another conflict-rages under the surface. The would bé- "junior partner" of
British imperialism, the Indian bourgeoisie, is in a state of crisis. This

is expressed in a three sided conflict between Gandhi, Nehru, and Bose. The
“centrist and reformist supports of imperialism Tind themselves in a-state of
tdeological crisis. Conflicts of policy arise within and between the Sta- =~ _ :
linists, the Royists, and the Trotskyites. This governmental crisis spreads

ruling class or its hangers on, is there a-sense of political seeurity. -No- =
where is there such a working unity as would permit the old rule to continue. °

toa

The sécond prerequisite of a revolutionary situation is the more than -

the war this condition was growing: Even before the war the masses of -
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prolrtarlars and peasants werc experiencing th effects of the decay of ca-
pitalicr upon their owr bedies. And to this gcn“ral and increasing niscry

~ has beeh supwr—aﬂde Ahe dislocating effects of war cconony, CONs crlptlon,
_et qctera.! Even before the war, and for a very long pariod, tl.z artisan

I clase ;orn\rly so important in Indian economy was beiny d=classed and shoved
back uynn' vhe already over C: owded abrleultural cconony-. Mo pasitive figures
are availakle on th it p.cnomenom gince the
to be true that this cordition bas bewn accizlerated. And in addition to all
this the toiling masses of India are confronted with military dictatorship
"within and,mllitary attack without . The second condltlon is t erexore Iully
. present. ' ' '

The . third prerequlslte for a revolutlonary situation is the more than
“ustal increase in the activity of the masses as a result of the two forego-
ing conditions. This is already present,, altAough not to Lhie same extent as’
the two preceding condltlons, and for reasons that we shall touch upor later
" in connection with another circumstance. However, three incidents may be
.mentioned to” show the existence of this third precondition. First 1s the
faot that, despite the Stalinists and Roylsts, the city‘proletariaL parti-
cularly of Bombay, has conducted militant strike struggles since the begin-
ning -of the war. The second is the growlng strength of the Kisan Sangls
"{peasants' committees). The coriposition .of trese will Le nioticed -later, but .
 suffice it to say at the present mome:it t‘rqes conmittees are growing both
" in number and in action. This is particuliarly true of the provirce of Dengal.
. The third, and one of the most imporiant and symdolic features-is the follow-
ing: Chakravorti Ragavopalacﬁallar is one of the leaders of the extreme
right wing in the Indian MNational Congress. At a recent nmeeting of the
working committee of that hody he nade a motlorn to accept ‘the progosals. of
the Muslim Leéague with regard to tne partition of India. This was defeated,
‘one of the main opponents being Neéhiru. When Rejagopalachariar got off the
train at Bombay re was met by thousands staging a black flag demonstration
against~him. In other words 1t was a spontaneous expresglon of disapproval.
in the form of-a‘demcnstratlon by large city masses. It is further signifi-
cant that Nehru, who was also present, beceme infuriated and tore some of
" the banners from the hands of the demoh;Lr tors. The third }recondltlon of
revolution is therefore rapxﬂlv maturing botlr in the 01tles and on the
countryside. : :

4 Harxian Party Needed.

Bud tbe hlStOFJ of all 1rev1ouq revolutionary situations shiows that in
~addition to what may be called ihe objéctive preconditions, tlcre must also
be present what may be called for tue purpose of this %rtleee, a subjective
precondltlon. That 1s -the existence of _a revolutionary paxty mltf a sclen-

" tific program and mass influence sufficient to unite the various revolutlon-
" ary factors in an onslaught on tre.ruling classes. rrhls does not yet exist’
in India. It.will probably be more proper ‘to say that the elements for it

war, but it certalnl" may be taken.

NEWS Page 3
urdoubiedly exist in India in scattered form, but have not beer un 1ted. hnd
since a ﬂevolutlonary will to power can only be exprassed by a revelutionary
political organ;zatlon, it is true to say that this pracondition does not
exict. The creation of siich an organization. in the shortest pocsilie tiue is
‘the prime necessity for a successful Indizn revolutior. Béfore we consider
nre steps to be taken to form sich a paruvy it is necessary that we examine
lie broad social donditions. ex1°t11g in India. This st be done for iwo

reacons. First to aetermlue Wn&b would constluute a scientific program for
the Indian revolution. Because merely to get together certain people who
swear allegiance to the word "revolution" or even "proletarian revolutiont,
o without a definite and detailed program, .means the formation of a swarp, and
‘e - not a revolutionary political party. . and secondly it is only. in the consider-

© ation of the specific conditions of India that it is kos¢1b1e to gather to-
o . pether a 'unified prol: tarlan political force, and to discern what obotacles,
o objective and subiective, there are in the way of such establlshment. We

‘ " therefore turn in the nekt paragraphs to a general analysis of Indian ‘soclal
forces, returning at the end to an svaluation of the po‘"ntxal forces for a
: r;vplut;onars party Qf_t,e Indian proletariat.,

INTERNATIONAL

classes in Imdia.

" The. class structure of India is as xollows. at the very top is to he
‘found the Enclisht finhance capl talists, ruling through thelr ‘bureaucratic
- agents in India, centared at New Delhi. Brnglish capital, at the tme-of the
Fast Indlan Campany,’ selzcd Upon: - Ingian - eonomy and evdeavoree, from that time
on to make Indlan\econony serve as a feeder of raw materials. It made use of
1ts_pollulcal power Lo disrupt any pessibility of Indian corpetition. It ’
destroyed Indian handi-crafts by, factory cqnpetltloﬂ, as so brilliantly des-
cribed by Marx. In order to hr‘ir-o the products of the dentatlors to the sea, -
British capital, of course, had to develope railways. But. it strove by all
means, including prlmarll 1L° tariff powers, and its céntrol over native -
rulers, to prevent formation of Indian industries, and th ersfore of an Indian
industrial bourgeoisie. It las succeeded in this fairly well. This is shown
by the fact that in the whole vast country there is only one significant
steel work, that ofTata Brothers at Jomsledpur and within the past few vears
~ Tata Brothers have also been conpelled, by the.ecoromic crisis to permit the
“infiltration of English finance capital into their énterprise. The only
. . other olgnxficant Indian bourgeoisie are to be found in the textile industry.
Ve The predoninance. of Eug 1lsh capital is shown L0 some extent. by the following:
o in Sir M. Visvesvarva's work, entitled "Reconstiructiing Indial ne'givesﬁﬁO’_
nulllon pounds as being ~Fe?l°t°FCd as Indian Cdf;tul and 417 million pounds .
reslstered as English capltxl He also calls attention to the fact that much -
of the capital registered as Indian is only so in appegrance, having been
creglstercd by English capitalists 1n_Ind1a. Put even taking the ahove f;gureS"
‘as absolute, .the proportion of English capital to Indian ig seen to be 7 to 1.°

eu
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Imperialism in India.

~ . . . . .
Recently English capital has besn challenged by American finance capi-
Lal.-significant'in this connhection is the invasion by gtandard 0il Company
of India some few Yyears agc and its waging of a priee var againct Royal
Dutch Shell right un Indian s031l: ginne the war and since tle peril to
British rule in India, Amsrican firance capital and ive government have en-
" deavored to take advaniage of England’s cricis. It lLas secretly encouraged
the Nehru group in the lndian;National.Congressf_Concrete,eyidence'of'this
can be found ir ‘the pro-American orientation of the Indian Nationalists in
‘this country, as for instance thic publishers of jndian News on the west o
coast. ' Co : : .

. English imperialism hac one sincle aim. That is to hold India as a
colony, at all costs. Before the threatened invasion. of India the policy orf
Churchill and Amery was dominant, tlat is a policy of brute force, But with
the ‘Japanese at tie gates of India,. and with Eritain assailed on other "
fronts, this policy threatened to lead to ine irmediate triumgh of Japan.

. Therefore, Cripps was trotted out. The policy of Cripps was to lihe up the

~ Indian bourgeoisie for the "defense" of India against Japanese imperialiom,
‘and to.promise them something after the war. It is sirnificant that even in
England's extremety he did not dare Lo even promise dominion status, much.
less independencc. The promise vas of dohinion status if all the impertant -
sections of Indian life were in favor of tl'is. Cripps, the lawyer for the-
Jahor bureaucrats,. and therefore willing of fice woy for tre irperialists,
maneuvered 8o as to get suppert frow uie Tndian fourseoisie and =t the same
time de-lare ro definite promise could e made yrcause the Muslins and the
princes would net agroe.to dominion status for India. He was not able to get
‘a complete declaration of support. Nehru and Lils follovers balked because
they were to be excluded from any control over "defense", bub at the same -
time lLehru declared that the Indian Mational Congress would go abhcad with a
fight against the Jupanese imperialists. 5o thai Cripps obtained much of what .
“he went to India for. At the same time Nehru's refusal to completely capitu~ .
late was undoubtedly due to Lewis Jotnson, spicial American onivoy to India

. for USA. The object, of course, of this gontleman was to marisuvsr SO as to |

~ ‘save India from the Japancse and to permit suct a form of Indian government
as would break English political moncpoly. S o

Immediately under the English finance capitalists come the Indian .
princes, the rylers of the so-called native states. For all purposes whatso~
ever these are nothing but vicereys for Englis!h: imperialism. At the court
of cach one is a Eritish rosident whose word is law. Since 1857, the time
of the Sepoy rebellion, there has not been a murmir from the princes. In
return for their holding down the-Indian nasses under truly medicval con-.
‘ditions the English .allow the princes a tremendous amount oit luxury and the
- possession of enormous strips of land. They play no independent role in
politics whatsoever. - ' e R

*
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. particularly Roy and Dutt (1922) one would be led to think of-it as an 1h-
‘derendent bourceoisiev Tre truth is that is is neither. It has specific

of Indian economic and political Wistory. When the @iiglish conguered India

-capitalism, in the form of ‘merchant. capital and also pgsséséﬁ?gfofﬂﬁﬁeatﬁ;;_NWM*;h;
- wealtl derived from feudal sources, who possessed the potenttality of becom- ‘

t'.

the main factors giving rise to the peculiar ph:enomenon: of Gandhism._Unable

‘partners tas come witlin the riost recent past when the Indian bourgeoisie,

. Jawaharlal Nehru. There is no essential class difference between Gandhi and
“Nehiru.. Gandhi represents the bourgeoisie morc-oriented'upon'the.seniéfeudal

~ ‘Paged
The next class to be consideréd is the Indian Bourgeoisie. By some
this class has been referred to as a compredor bourgeoisie. By others, .

peculiarities all its own, whicl can only be understeod by a brief survey

there were in existence what might be called the germs of Indian-industrial’

ing the industrial capitalists. [ut the seizure by the East India Company,
and later by general English'capitdl, of the dominating positions inm in-
dustry, compelled. the Indian dourgeolsie to restrict themsclves almost sole-"
1ly: to.the textile industry. Unable, for the abovementioned reasons, 1o re=
invest their money. in indusprialfungértakings,.Lhe_lndianvﬁdurgeoisie was
campelled to invest it on-‘the land,  and mostly in ustrious loans to the
peasantry: These circumstances Wave molded the Indian bourg?oisic, and are -

to expand, linked up witl: a hackward, scmi-feudal systom of agriculture, the
ideology of the Incdian bourgeoisic vas ‘characteristically oxpressed itself
in a most reactionary social philosoply. Av .every phase of revolutionary
‘activity in Indian life Gaadhism bas shown itself to be an integral part of
the British imperialist government. The only hreak in these  two objective

fearing to see its possessions destroyed for thc benefit .of Rritish imperi-. S

alism, has come out through Gandhi against a ccorched eartl: policy and PRRES

against armed resistance to Japanese imperialism. : o -
‘Gandhism., B

, ‘ Opposed to the backward expression of the ideology of ‘the bourgeoisie
by Gandhism there has come forward a representative of the same class,

exploitation of the peasants. Jehiru is. a more cultured, more moderni zed
expression of the interests of the urban bourreoisie: "Also Netru has re-
--ceived the silent support of pmerican imperialism, whick would rathier see
~an -India independent of fngland and dependent upon American finance capitali
But in all essontials Nehiru and Gandni are two fingers of the same hand. The_
very gondibions of lifc of the Indian bourgcoisic make it nothing else than -
- a tool of imperialism, and it is absolutely excluded from the leadership.of
any serious movement against imperialism. - ' e

'~ This is conclusively showm in practice by tie example of Bose. Re-

presenting the upper stratum of. the Ihdian petty-bour geoisic, Subhas Chandra
. Bose was for a long .time the enfant terrible of the Indian Yational Congress..,
He was at odds not only with Gandhi but also with Nehrus But the. ideology of
Bose-and_the class that he represented: was cssentially that Of-M%nnghianéi

\
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in.China, and the result has been the same. Nationalistic in the petty-bour-
geois sinse to the core, having no reliancs upon any mass upheaval of the
Indian pgople, Rose inevitably became the tool of ‘Japanese imperialism wipkﬁvu
its demagbéignslbéin "Asia for thoAsiatics®. A triple example of Gandhi,.
Nchru and-Bosgiconclusively demonstrates that thé only role in any scetion
“of the colonigl bourgecoisie can be to- support one or anoth¢r imperialism,

" but néver to act as an independent forcc. . - - ) -
ﬂ . ' e .

Before leaving the subject of the Indien bourgeoisie a.short word as to
‘the role of the Liberal Federation and its best known represantative, Sir Tej
Bahadur Sapru. This gentlemen broke into print most brilliantly just before
. Cripps went.to India. His Federation is the product of ~ split from the
Indian National Congress zbout 1929. A section.of the Indian bourgeoisie
found even Gandhi .too strong for their Anglicism and formed the Liberal
Federation. When these veritable lickspittles of Eritish imperialism have to
address Churchill with a request that something be done one can uriderstand
- the pressure brought to bear upon them and the forces that are boiling be-
" neath ‘the Indian bourgeoisie. - R o

The Peasantry. = . .

. The peasantry forms the vast majority of ‘tha Indian population. In.1922,
. it ‘comprised 287 million out of 319 million population. In order to under- '
stand the peeculiar problems in India-it is‘nebessary_to know the land system
of India., Irherited from the fzudal past, British imperialism, for reasons
of its own, retained the system of govarmmental ownership of land. There are
two forms of payment of taxes, which reughly 1s the same as rent. In.one’

‘form, and the most predominant, the land is lezsed - to large landlords knoan_';

as zamindars} whd; in-turn; leas¢ and sub-lcase it to- the actual peasants
known as ryiotwars. In another form the land is lcased direetly to the

ryiotwars by the statc. In eithier instance' the turden upen the ultimate tiller

“of the soil is tremendously heavy. The break up -of the artisan class, which
has been forced upon the land, has added to the pressure upon the poorear
peasantry. In addition, the dzvelopment of capitalism in agriculture, and
the break up of the former natural cconmy in favor of 4 markst economy, has
resulted in pauperization of the vastImﬂsSQS'ofﬂthE'pcasantry. Contrary to

" bourgeois writers, the poverty of the Indian masses is not.due to natural,.

. -but to social conditions., In 1911 the density per square mile of- the popu-

" lation of the various countries was as follews: India 177, Englaiid 620, )
Germany 332, France 124, Belgium €6€, Japan A00. It cen thus be semn that the
so-called "over population" of India is a relative and social rather than an
absolute and natural condition. Dr. H. H. Manr, director of agriculture in

Bombay made a study of the average holdings of peasant families in' two repre-—

'sentative Poona villages, "Ovér a long period I have found the following
. trend: In 1771 the average holding was 40 acres; 1818, 17 4 acrcs; 1820-1840 -
-14 acres; 1915, 7 acres. Other studies stow that this trund is characteristic
. for Indian agriculture. In Bengal the cultivated area works out at 2.2 acres

"f"per'agricultural worker. It is not surprising that Bengal haS;been;%he—m@ch\ ;;”
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rebellious against imperialism of any section of India. The
stratification of the Indian peasantry shows the following: approximately
10 million landlords, including feudal lords, princes, bourgeois landlords :
~ and the upper stratem of the peasantry. 38.million landle3s,agricultural
workers; ‘173 million poor peasants. .These {igures are only approximate but .- .=
 ase substantiated by the figures of Dr. Mann who in his examination of the: i‘,ﬁ“f
‘ Poona.peasantry fo,nd that there were eight well to do fsmilies out of '103; s
28 families maintained themgelves by working their own land and working-out-‘_§'¢,vj
“side and 67 families who were in. an unsound economic condition, below even
".the very minimum standard of living, even though they worked- their own land
" and worked ou tside as well. In India a handful of princes’ and capitalist . ,
~ landlords own millions of acres of the best land; millions of Indian peasantry = .

" each; 1921 there were 10,969. -In ‘the latter yewr 947 of the industrial ard

" figures other than for establ ishments employing over 20 or over 50 workers,
" although' in many cases workers embraced in this category worked in very larg

“’}Vgeﬁeral employment. is very high. '

own or work anywhere from 2to 7-acres, and are constantly in debt to village
usurers, agents of the ciiy capitalists, paying interest sometimes as high

" as. 120% per year. One cannot fail but to be reminded of the classic words
‘of Robert Clive when he said: "when I think of the marvelous riches of that

country and the comparatively small part sthich I took away, I am astonighed
at my own moderation', . This peasantry, ¢xploited even worse-in many instances
than the city workers is scattered into 630 thousand villages. This latter

‘figure in itself shows that the peasantry is incapable of acting as an

independent force. It must follow some class in the cities. Since we have
seen that the Indian bourgeoisie i's tied up with imperialialism, and'is
furthermore tied up with the usuridus exploitation of the peasantry itself, -
it is palpablethatthe Indian bourgeoisie cannot lead an agrarian rcvolution.
And yet solution of the agrarian problem is absolutely essential to the
problem of India. ' ' R : o

| THE WOPKING CLASS |

We thus come to the final questionis there an-Indian proletariat, and

. can. it .rally behind itself the vast masses.of the Indian countryside for a-

national revolution? In India there are approximately 20 million proletarians:
in industry.. There are approximatcly 32 million to 38 million agricultural
proletarians. A persual of these figures demolishes the claim that there is-
no. numerical foundatikn for the.leadership by .the proletariat of the Indian .

" revolution, But there are other figures that are still more significant.

As in every other country.where capitalism has established a hold the trend
is towards the massing of the workers in.large enterprises. Unfortunately =
. we do not have bery extensive statistics on this but the.cdnsus of 1911 shows
that in that year there were 7,113:establistments employing over 20 workers. -

- plantatim workers worked 'in establishments employing over 30 wprkers;,-lnf@{v
- these larger establishments there were many textile millg employing thousands
.of workers and the Tata Steel Works employing about 15,000 workers. Un~ - =

fortunately all the statistics which we have at-hand do not give any accutaté;

_ mechanized plants. . On the plantations. producing jute, tea, and rubber:




INTERNATI\,NAL NEWS : o - . 'Page 8

Wwhat are the condltlons of these workers? An inquiry was made by the

4 - . Bombay labor office in the first quarter of the century into the budgets of

- 274% working class famllles in Bombay. - This inquiry revealed vhe follow1ng
interssting facts: 1. 56% of the income went for fcod. 2. Even so "the
reneral condition is that of the maxinum of c :reale allowsd by the famine
" code, tut less that the diet prescribed in the Bombay Gacl Manualls Tt is
very significant that the Indian pro*etaaiat {s wors=a off than the irhabitant
of the gael and Just ‘the same in standard of 1living-as. e faminc siricken
oersan.. 3. 97% these families were found living in ovcrcrowdcd single *
'rooms, in many cases there being more than one family to-a room. The exist-
" ence of corners of rooms for families is a well establlsned fact.» 4. It was
also found that 47% were - in dcbt. ' : ’

: . In the same perlod the proflts of the: Bombay m111 owners, English and
_Indlan,amounted to 153 million’ rupee as compared with total salaries and:

. wages of 78 million.. When one takes into con31deratlon the large salaries

: allowed to English. and Indian managers, the rate of exploitation of the

- 8ndLan proletarlaL 1s geen to be qtaggerlng. .

. A 1arce prOportlon of. thls proletarJaL is conoentramed in Bonb
'Calcutta, Madraa, and other cities. it has a’ militent tradition, d has o
engaged many times in v1o1ent confllct both with the bourgeoisie and the -

' .gOVcrnment.

SlALINISM

The forces’ enaeavorlng to lead the proletarldL are as follows. The
.“Stallnlsts, known as the Communist Party of India. This party formed in 1928
deserves no special méntion. It has followed every turn-of the Stalinist
‘burocracy, and, although still’ influential, -is rapidly losing the support of
“the disillusioned Indian. proletdrlat. Partlcularly is this the case since.
its volte face after the nazi invasion of the 7##. ‘Formerly it had proclaimed
the fight of Britain to be an imperialist conflict; since. June 22,1941, the
imperialist confllct has become a progressive war, not only with regsrd to
" the Sovietlnion, but with regard to English 1rmcr1a11qm. Such startling
changes hﬁNc becn a little too much for the ‘haxvc" Indlan worker-

_ Expclled from Lhc SLallntcrn because of. hls belief in: thc revolutlonary :
"potentlalltles ‘of the Indian bourgc0131c, M.N. Roy has gone more and more.
"steadily to the right until now he has formed an Indian Peopl cs’ Party;

which endeavors to base itself upon the.-Indian Labor burcaucragy, and is v

more pro-war and more toadyish to English .imperialism than even the Indlan
* ‘bourgeoisie: Thi's group has connectlons with the lobor buFEIHCI“CV; but no

‘mass roots. - : .

 THE TRCTSKYITE

“ . One of the msin obstacles to t“c fo atiqn of an Indian. Marxist Party
.¢omes from thecentrists, the so-called BOlShé3¥E1E5P1n1St Party. But thelr

:’ vprogr3mut1c documents as publlshed in the Americair"4th Internatlonal"
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’ organ of the Canonites ‘and the "New International® organ of the Schachtmannltes

reveal the centrist nature of the party. In the: first. place they do not clearl*"

bring out the necessity of the immediate seizure of the land by the peasantry..
- .'In this connection they pose as their main slogan for India -:a -constituent.
~assembly. By this they now play ‘into the hands of Nel:ru and the Amcrlcan

imperialists. The slogan of immediate action rust ‘be the formation of workers"‘3

‘soviets and peasants' cormittees and the immediate steps toward the estab-

1lshment of a proletarian dictatorship. Thesa errors are rooted ‘in the - )
1nternat10nal attitude of this centrist group. .One section apparently is with
‘the -Cannonites in holding to the erroneous view that Stalinism as such should "
bs supported until victory against -the Nazis is assured. Another sectlon

is apparently with. Schachtmann in being for révolutionary defeatism in the B
Soviet Union as well as elsewherc. When either or both of these theories arc '
transplanted to Indian soil thgy must result in eentrism 'in India as well.
One cannot be a centrist interne tlonally and 2 revolutlonlst natlonally.

o "'NEEDANEWPARTY :

Scattered in all the organlzatlons mcntloncd abovc as well as isolated
and unconnected are the elements of a real Marxist Party in India. The logic
of events drives towards the unification of these elements, but a principle
of clarification, not reform, is-essential. ‘There can be a successful Indian

" revolution if there is a party. There must be a party it there is to be an

Indian revelution., In the compllcated situation which we have described in

' the foregoing pages a telling blow hbs been dealt to the ultra lefts who deny
the necessity of a party. The will to power of the Indian proletariat cannot
succeed by being expressed spontanesouly. Pattlcularly is this true ‘in the .

welter of conflicting classes, ideologies, and parties in India. Oonly a pea-,

sant war combined with a city war can lead to a successful Indian revolution.
Such a revolution, a social revolutlon with an agrarian first phase, can

only be led by the. proletariat. ~The proletariat can. only express its revolu-
“tionary will through an organization: which has a‘real rwvolutlonary program
and is dlsc1p11ned This can only bz a party, a Marxist Part

1 .
Only two unSLions Femain. The first lS, rlven a parsy, can.thEre be a -

~successful Indian revolution? One realized, of course, that Marxism is not

an insurance policy and that no one cen guarantc~ the sucecess of revolution

in India at any particular time.But the objective preconditions are there and -
these objective preconditions ery out that if ‘the English and princes and - - =

- bourgeoisie are driven into the sea, and the Japanc"“ imperialists kept out,.f :

the Indian revolution can be established and. extended. This can only be done.
through a proletarien dlctaLorshlp. The reason for. this iz that an agrarian -
phase of the social revolution will inevitably meét the rcsistance of the
Indian-bourgeoisie, whose money is directly tied up in the cxp101ua*1on of .
the peasantry. To crush this resistance the political and .economic power ofo
the Indian bourgeoisie must be smashed. Whatever name it is called by this
. means the dictatorship of the proletariat. . . L ‘ Lo

o~ * ‘L J
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. The only other question is the practical question - how is an Indian = -
farxist Party to be formed?, It must be formed’from:the elements present in -~
- India, but it must also have the assistance. of the international: revolutionary -
- proYetariat. This will be done. -When this question is answered’'ln the affirm=-
“ative the'means for its solution canlbe‘WQrked.oht'comparatively'easily even -

#

':,:underxthe'difficult conditions of war time.

'THE PFOLETARI AN REVOLUTION

Many readers of.Liﬁing’Marxién‘wili,_of_cdurse, queStion'phé two main.

_theses of~this'article.";Can-lndiavproceed to Lhe_proletarian:revolutioh_based e

on itsfpresenﬁ.eddnomic levels?. The Revolutionary wOrkers'League answers
~ this guestion in the affirmative. ~The Indian revolution will go through 2
"mnationalist!- phase but  there will be only one revolution, a social (pro-
letarian) rvolution. . If the revolution is arrested at the nationalist (bours .
gevbis) phase, then i1 can only retrogress, it can hot,solﬁe-eVen.one'of'the.
problems of the bourgeois revolutions o R '
v ~ whatever nindependent" a&ction a country like -India can take in present
. times is conditioned only By the struggle amongst the imperialists. Shrewd -
‘colonial politiciansvéan achieve a SEMBLANCE of independent action by util-
izing this friction amongst the great powers.. But under ‘modern Imperialism -
‘the colonial nations; in the last analysis, can be and nusi be only puppets -
for the imperialists. Any thought of developing sn independent and modern
home_economy‘is'a'p,re‘daydfepm.~»Imperialism_will develop the colonial areds .
but only up to a point. In othéer’ words, it is ‘IMPOSSIBLE for ‘colonial ‘areas -
"-"such’'as India - 1o progress under capitalist relations even one step further
today. A political revolution in India will change not one vmit’the'deciding‘

factor of imperialistvdominatidnrregardless of wiich imperialist will dominate

~and Imperialism will never_permitfany'furthep development, (tc any 1arge'aegfhe)
of the potentialities ¢f Indian.eccnomy: Only-a proletarian revolution -

:world'wide in content, althbugh'it-is‘naLional~in-the‘s¢nse thiat it must often

occurs in one national area at a time = only a social revoluticn that ‘destroys .

‘capitalism will change all this.

© Thi’s swestion will no doubt be arguad. Can such an undeveloped country,
" with such a small "A-my" fight imperialism? No - not s an isolated unit.

The Soviet Union maintained itself; after the Octuber Revolutinn, despite the -
.onslaught of world imperialism, With the aid of the warkérs of all-countries.
" 'a proletarian revolution cven in- the most backward .country is assured of ‘suc~ .~
 cess, provided it has a Marxian leadership. - S S

Finally the question ‘of the Party. ‘This point has been” discussed by
. .the ultra-lefts for years. The bourgeois apparatus_iS'tremendously1welle '
. knit. Besides its army it has a raft of trained professional politicians, °
~millions of propagandists who go by the names of schoél—te&Che?S;'néwspabefL
editors; priests, rsbbig, radio announcers, shd so.forth. It has thousands
ofiptq'essionalﬁclgbsv-uAmerican Legi¢n,'Daughbers'ofvthe American Revoluti

oo

‘.

- Thomas' -.who confuse and demoralize labor at every step.
.untrained novices can give effective leadership again
scope ‘is a sheer piepdrean. Trained workers, versed in ©

‘Marxian International (the Fourth Communist Inte!
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“fighting the revolution. And-worse than all it has Lhoﬁsands_bfﬁﬂidb6r3

lieuténants of capital" within labor's ranks - the Greens, Lewig', Browders,

To think that -
nst a movement of this:
_ _ : , he science of . ©
Marxism, fighting daily the class enery and:learning-all_itsﬂprinéipleS"ahd-'-'
tactics- - only .such a well-knit revolutionary party, a new_RevqutiOﬁafy‘: g

rnaticnsl) can supply sutha}j:

leadership, for the_mass-upSurge that will wipe out exploitatiin of mankind.




