; W g ' . ;zu
N AT e A 1309?7

tr’ PR

D(fvm&

COMMUNIST LEAGUE
Indian Section Of
T HE FOURTH lNTH%NATlONA

Og%q/é& ﬂaﬁ B /&Ozzmﬁ&n | g_}{/,,,

O@M CLLDBLEN. P,é AL,Z/ eLen.. OQO

~

= i — NUMBER: 3: . JUNE : 1977,,

*k CONEENTS -%+* : — ‘\
| 1..Mati nal Question Sy T Aee s e . qurﬂd Jhaveri. ‘ 1.y \
9..Discugsion notes  on Party Proqramme..“”"”“”"“””. vl
3, .Discussion notes ;2; on Party P:o;r&mme"”""“"”" 1.0

4. . Discussicn ntes 2 8; Lbanges in the sectinn of the InliaaBBourgces
~)i5iCe «ea.ohrad Jhaveri.
5, .Discussicn notes g :4; Towards a methodm&nglcal criticism f the
itndian otalinists theory of two gtages of Revolution and their
programmatic concertion of the Indian Rev-lution. B

fet

..M acussion notes #5; Gunner Myrdal  and Transitoonal Programme

on ayrarian quostlon. 11-18
Ve )1ocu031on n:tes ;6; Transitional Programme of Indian Revelution
Leon Trotsky on Transitional Brogrammo. 13
J..Discussion notes ;7; Notes on the [ransitional Programme On I‘ >
: ‘ 4.15

a'1aquy gues t1~n.

9,.Critical notes M yhe Programme of CPMH ;adopted at Calcutta- 14-17
Tounding Congress. ..3hrad Jhaveri...

L. Juetter of 9Tst May'77 from com, Somendra tn e Axvae 1219

11, .Rerort  of come. Rashid on the rarliament Elecction and the

cther activities jin Kerala.. 19
._——-——*"_—’—- ———— "
Roaquestessa s I cwEend RELUESL, coieneenens Roaqu: st
C mrales,
As per the decision of the last € Cthe C3 has
Eorwardel the Jocuments as the. firdst ingtaliaait. o initiate
Q the woitten discussiin on much necled Farty Fyooram, Fleasc
\\\ ahaoe GLLyour ecfforts to sentd your cotributions. The ball :
AN o S B }
1S *in UASIte Y ——a nnj‘r"’ o agi 0 36 60 K L Z/




National Question in India

Nation is a historical category belonging to the epoch of ascendent capitalism,
Modern nation or a nationality-in-formation is the product of capitalisy. The advent
of a modern natien-state 1is historically associated with ~gising capitalism, The
historical process of destruction of feudalism and its replacement by development of
capitalism was at the same time a process of the constitution of the peoples into nations.
Hence on a global-historical scale, the victory of capitalism over feudalism has been
linked up with national movements.

Under capitalisu, commodity production becomes universal., In fact, the generali-
zation of caumodity production is one of the most salient features of capitalist mode
of production, T[he bourgeoisie, as a class, had to capture home market for such gepe-
ralization, Complete victory of commodity production on a capitalist basis over alY
previous modes of productjion rccuired politically united territories whose population
speaks a single language, whose unity and unhindered dovelopment arc the most impor tant
conditions for genuinely free and extensive commerce and exchange on.a scale convhen -
surate with modern capitalism. This was theo economic foundation for national movaments
and for formation of nationalitics and nations,

The tendency, therefore, of every national movement is towards the formation of
national states under which those recquirements of modern capitalism are best satisfied
The national stata what theorefore typical and normal for the capitalist poriod.

Historico-cconamically, thc self-determination of nations meant the political
scparation of their nations from alien national bodies and the formation of an indepen
dent national stato, This right of sclf-determination of nations mcant that only the
nation itsolf t has the right to determine its own destiny, that no other nation has
the right to interfere forcibly in the lifc of nation, to destroy 3chools and other
instituions, to violate its habits and custoums, to repress its language or curtail its
rights.

Formation of Eastern European States and Czar’s Russia showed that states of mixed
national composition are possible., Thesc were called sulti-national states. Marxist
tradition during earlier period of development of Marxist policy on National Question
at the beginning of this century, cspecially as cleborated by Karl Kautsky and Lenirn,
regarded multi-national states as abnormal exclusively in the senso of lack of con-
formity with what is best adapted to the recquireanents of developing capitalism.

The intcernal congtitution of such states was for some reason or other remained abnor-
mal or underdeveloped,

Revolutionary Marxist tradition has always hold that national auestien in
general and the right of national sclf-determination is a demoeratic question and not
a socialist principle. But netional guestion: or a national struygle for national
independence andfor independent development of a nation or a nationality or struugle
of an p oppressed nation or a naticnalitv is part of th: cless struggle anid irrespece
tive of its motive forces and because of its sccial content s progressive. As
Leon Trotsky had stresscd the national struggle is ong of the most labyrinthine
and complex struggles. But it is at the same time onc of the extremcly important
formed of th. class strugglc, )

Phat is why Marxists, sincce t'o beginning of this Century, made right of national
self-deteradnation an intoegral part of their prograwme. The mnior factoer rosponsible
for inclusion of t s dumand in a party prograsac was the fact thet with uneven deve-
lop.ent of cumpetitive capitalism resulting into world imperialist systau with nati-
national opprussion occured during the epoch of capitalism,

Leninist tradition held that the struggles of onpressed nations nosscssed
progressive historic significance. ihis tradition made a distinction betweon nationa-
lis. of the bourgcoisic of tho oppreossod nation and nationalism of the oppreosscd masscs
of this oppressed nation. While th. nationalism of the bourgeoisic is a means for
subordinating and dececiving the masses, that of masses is the clementary cxpression
of their just and progrossive hatred for the most skillful, capable and wmtiless of
their oppressors, - the imperialists. Lenir taught that the prolotariat dons not have
the right Lo turn its back on this kind of nati-nalism, It m st demons trate in
practicc that il is th most consistont and devoled fightfor the national liberation,
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The Russian Rovolution discloséd a new pattern so far as motive forces for the
solution of this question are conccrned., Bacause of her historic belatedness, Russia
becamce a state of many nationalitics. As Leon Irotsky has pointed out the whole deve-
lopment of a belated nation gets a contradictory and c~mbined character., Hiatoric
extremes predaminate in such a society. The tasks of one class are shouldered off upon
another. In the national sphere also, the uprooting of medieval remnants fell to the
lot of the proletariat. [o secure their national 1liberation and cultural salvation
from great Russian Czarism, the oppressed natjonalities were compelled to link their
fate with that of the working class.

In Russia, therefore, the national upsurge, like the agrarian, poured into the
channel of October Reveolution. The resolute struggle of the Bolghavik Party for the
right of self-determination of oppresscd nationalities im Russia facilitated in the
extreme the conquest of power by the proletariat,. As Leon Trotsky summed it up in
mid-I939, it was as if the proletarian rovolution had sugked in the damocratic problems
above all, the agrarian and national preoblems, giving ito the Russian Revolution a
combinaed character, ' :

Basing himself on thn experionces of Russian Royvolution of I9I7 in the light of
Lonin’s policy on the national quustion, Leon Trotsky observed that this subordi-
nation of belated national revolutions to(the revolution of the prclotariat follows
a law which is valid throughout the wrld. According to him, if in the last century,
the fundamental problem of wars and revolutjons was still to guarcntee a national
market to the productive forces, the problem of our centurv was to free the . productive
forces from thc national boudaries which have become iron fetturs upon them. + In his
analysis, viewed fram a broad historic sensce, the national rovolutions of the East are -
only stages of the world revolution of the proletariat , just as the natiopal movema ts
of Russia became stepping stones to the Joviet dictatorship.

Leon Trotsky fought strenuously against stalin and stalinist parties on the
question of charactor of the bourygeoisic of the colonial and semi-colonial nations.
True to the classical Leninist heritage, his theory of Parmanent Revolution as applied
to colonial and scmi-colonial countries, refused to embellish colonial and somi-
colonial bourgooisie with rovolutionary mission simply becauso the struggles of tho
oppressed nations had progressive significance.,  His erjticisu of 3talin’s policy
on national guestion concentrated on 3talin’s and Jtalini st parties’ (I) failure to un-

lorstand the permanent character of the revolution in an impexialist epoch, (2)pedantic se
schematization of the course of dovelopment and (3) chopping up of the living and combine
ed procecss into dead stages imagined to be necossarily scparated in time ,etc.,Trotsky, d
drawing from the experience of throe Russian Revolutions and later second Chinese Revolu-
tion of 1925-1927,stxessed that bourgeoisie of backward acuntries from the days of its
milk teeth grows up as an agent of foreign capital ,and not with standing its envious h
hatred of forelgn capital,alwgys does and always will in every decisivo situation tum up
in tho same camp with it.True to the Leninist spirit of early Comintern days of #nd,
World Congross ,he, especially during Chincse oventas of 1925.1927,advocated and vchementd
1§ fought for complete Independence of proletarian policy on national Quaestion and of the
Marxist Leninist Party, ' . : :

In India prior to August 15,1947, the national quesﬁion asgumed the most significant
aspect of winning political Independence from British imperialism.While national question
had wany facets,winning of politjcal independence was thq most relevant aspect.

The National Question onl the agrarian question are two of the mest important tasks of
a bourgeois-demooratic revolution in a backward or historically belatedly emerging multi-
national country.They are intertwined.But in India ,prior to August I5,1947,even though
agrarian unrcst hal oeccurrcd often in explosive forms,at least since late twenties,natic-
nal question,in the scnse of achioving pnlitical in-dependence,occupic! the front place
and comman:lod prbority. : ’ ‘

Since the First World War,a broad baserl multi-c}ass national movement for indcpenden
ce doveloped simultancuusly with the consolidation and oxpansion of multinational boura
geoisie in India in several important areas of iniustrial and financial activities

Stalinized Communist movement in India pursuced a faulty Menshevik policy on the nati-
onal question in ceneral and national independence struggle anl naticnal bourgeoisie and
its leadership of the national mrvoment in particular.This pclicy was never consistent
and was dictated by Stalin to suit ever-changing diplomatic necds of the Soviet bureaucr-
acy,Its r 1icy at the time of 1942 Quit India Movement is the most glaring illustration
of this opportunism.Like its sister party luring the Great Second Chinesec Revolution of
1925.1927,5talinist commnist party of India ,never consistently pursuel at all indepen-
dent proletarion class policy on national question and national liberation strugglelIt



It nover consistently maintained class indopendence of itself as a boninist party.As a
rosult ,it could never,as envisaged by correct Leninist policy,wrest lcadership of Aev-
eloping mass struggle for independence from the hands of comprominist,vacillating ytimid
and conciliationist Indian bourgeoidie.As a result ,the leadership of the multi-c;ass
national movement for freedam from national oppression remained in the hands of multi-
national Indian bourgeoisie.

Ad a result ,in India ,national revolution ;in the sense of winning political indepen-
dence from alien imperialist yule,could not beeome a stepping stome to the soviots,

The achicvement of formal politlcal independence on August 15,1947,44d not exhaust the
national question in India,

The way in which it was achieved by the multi-national bourgeois leadership gave rise
to a host of new problems ,partition of the Indian sub-continent on religious lines into
two separwte multi-natjonal states-India and Pakistan-exacerbatcd communal tensions,gave
risa to the problem of displaced persoms,loft ungolved the problem of saveral nationali-
ties ,divided peoples of ome distinct natiomality. -Bengaliseinto iphabitanta of two sep-
arate states based on religion ctec..In tho immediate contact these problems’ occupied m-
ch attemtdon of new bourgeois regime in Iniia.

In addition ,the problem of break up of feudal or princely states and their administ-
rative and socio-political integration into the mainstream of bourgeois state and socie
oty for facilitating rapid oxpansion of home market cried for urqent solution,

The theory problem of nationalities and the reorganigation of states alao romained &
tO be t!’(Ckled ™

Wh&le~roviewinq the evolution of naticnal question in India and Indian bourgooisio s
attempts to solve its various aspects,it is esgantial to remember that the theory of
Permenent, Rgvolution does not say that a boutqgoiaie of . a bagkward gcountry will never
undertake or succeed in this or that or any particnlar task of a national or agrarian
question.What it teaches is that in the ghanged qlpbgl context,bourgepisie of a back~
ward nation will not be ip a position to solve in a consistently bourgeois~democratic
manner the national or the agrarian question.Moreover this valid historical generaliza-
tion drawn by Lonin and Txoksky from the revplptiona:y experience. of. 20th.gentury does
not automatically enauxe victoxry of the proletariat over the historic progess Much
depends on the peliay of a chinist combat party on theao two wuestions.

Deriving the revolutionary character of the bourgeoisio of a colonial or backward
country from the so¢io-economic content. of tho natjonal or the agrarian Question which
of course ia bourguois-democratic,Stalinist . of all hues,were led to supporting cne or
the other hourgeois formation on one or the. othe: aspect of the national or agrarian
question instead of evolving and pursuing 1ndopendant Marxist rovolutionary proletarian
politics.The programmatic error of Staliniqt lios ip "i1ts methodologically incorrect
abstract identification of socio~-occonmic cantent of ‘a problem of a bourgeois-democratic
revolution in a backward country with its motive. forces.In his struggles againat Mengh~
cvikm,Lenin had consistently refused. to commit this error of a progrmmatic character.
This proyrmmatic error rosulting from the mathonIOgical ‘confusion over the dialectical
relationship between the socio-econamic content and the motive forcee of problems of a
bourgeois-demoeratic revolution in a backward country '4n the current period leads the
stalinist parties of all varieties to practioe claas colhaboration on every question,
Jtalinism approaches all such quastions in isclatiop and abstractly.kt tears asunder
such problems from their concrete global and national coptext of dying capitalism and
changed allignment of class forces and on the question of motive forces ,viecws them as
1f thoy are the same as they ware whon bourgeois dystem was on rise «It refuses to zeen-
¢nise the changes that have taken placa om a glqbal scale in the glaobal gapitalist eco=-
romy as woll as class corrclation of forces,

National question in India did not follow the same route of develnrment a3 the Briti
sh and French naticnalism did.Nationalism in India grew and gathered momentum undor the
conditions of foreign imperialist rule.The peculiar preblem of nationalities ~md aation-
al or relirious minorities was a consequence of peculiar historical development of India
undey British Imperialist Rulec.

Capitalism ,as a historical force ,in its imperialist fom ,assuwncd a contradictory
role,To the extent that for its owm ends of gammering social surplus for capital accumu-
lation,destruction of foudal socicty was undortaken by it,it has a progressive effect,
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But to the oxtent that the very same aims required maintcnance of somi-feudal eloments as
& prop for its rule of subjuyation,imperialism retained them and becamo- yeactionary.

In India,Indian feudalism was econamically and politically debilitated by British Cap-
italism,British Imperialism unified India economically and administratively through the
introduction of capitalist economic foms,creation of a network éf médern means of comme
unjcation and single centralized stato apparatus,All thesc factors wore vital for the
developmont and consolidation of a loose fragmonted and balkanized medieval population in
to a modem neation, . . ‘ '

But at tho same time (British imperjalist ' 1 &
policy of "Divide and Rule”,its strategy of
encouraging and supporting communal and other conservative forces in the ;ountry through
creation of spocial gommunal and other ocme*ituencics,isstitutions and interosts conside-
rably accentuated the anti-national divigions in Indian society, ‘
o ]

- Moxgoyer such a policy gave sustanamnce to artificial formation of.addio-relig ous
catmgories like Muslims,3ikhs and Doprossed olasses.Theso are national'minorifiesiwhich
do not speak the same lanquagq,diq net oogupy dofinilte territory and did not exhibit com-
mon life patterns.Thoy are dispersed over the whole territory of India,Thoy did not cons-
tituto a nation.The only exceptions were peoples inhabiting 8ind, Baluchistan,tho North-

West Frontier,otq.,whqre_higtor1c§11y-¥gplims.éqnstitgtgdldistinct nationalities,

In Indié,thé entire QrobessIOf growth éf nqtionalities and nafional minorities has bee
en marked by unevenness because of tho unoven developmont of capitalist pongtration under
British rule and of independent growth of capitalism einge 1947.Bengalis,Gujaratis,Andhr-

as,Malayalis, tho Karnatskis, the Marathas, etg,,grew at an unevén pace

This biatoric uneven development of verious reulens and various nationalities inhibe
iting these regions. has been geeatly accentuated by the growth of capitalism espocially
after 1947, India seventhough territorislly yeduced ,{s still'a vagt eauntry having sube
continental diamensions.lf consists 'of vast regions which are vastly dissimilar in every
rospectaTheir oconamic and socioncultural development ig uneven,Thus unavenness of growth
hg;;reaultod.into widespread regional digparties hetweon various nationalities in all the
spherges. . o, THPE P L e RS T e

o India,under the British imperialism,wag a conglomeration.of arktificially cre
vated aduinistrative units,lhese units ar provincos wore not majnly linguistic entities
embodying tho aspirations of natjonalities inhabiting these 'arpas’ 4yThoge drtifiqial admi -
ni:tiative borders were to be rocast and Indfa to be mide a federntion of various natjon-
a as. . . : FERRLLLN L SR FPLE A I ST

. Under the constitution of Indja ,exclusive powor of admitting or establishing now
states, increasing or diminishing thelr area or area of extont atates,altering its bound-
arjes,otc.,vested in the parlimment alonesthe states of the federation hava only the riuk
ht to mere exprossion of views on such proppeed changes.No unit. representing paticnality
inhabiting it wes glven apy choice in. the matter whon Unjon was formed.Thus. in Indtla ,
union is not an indestryctible wnion comppsed of tho: ipdestructible etates,t; India ,
union is indestructible while statey are destrugtible.Maorcovey ,under various provisions
of the constitutiong reyional autonomy of these states can be curtailed gven noymal pepe-
efu) time, » L R A B IR

Canstitutional position om mnetional question historically roflects two important tre-
nds JFirst of all ,it reflects the subtle shift in the stand of Indjan National Congress
after 1947.While formerly it stood for right of socession,after 1947,cbjective rouuiroemen-
ts of bourgeoisie in India for largest possible teryitorial frame-work for its home mark-
ot,compelled it to emphasize unity at the expense of diversity and scparation.Debates in
the Congtituept Assombly on the question of right of state units to secode,om the questi-
on of Hindi as a state language,on the cuestion of Centre and state reolations show that
overriding consideration was unity.Atleast on four vital arcas where national quostion
tends to be reflected in the constitutional sphere,this secoms to be tho case.Overriding
legislative authority was given te the centre even for itoms in the concurrent list,Then
emergency provisions also work against the principle cf self-determinations3c also in case
e of financial emergency.lastly Centre is given dircective issuing powers to sce that its
lows are implemented by the States,.

[}

Secondly ,the constitution mercly sanctifiocs the fact since I935 that constituent
units as mainly representing nationalities were not sovercigmeNor their union into a
federgtion voluntary., The multi-national Indian union and the state is not a voluntary
union of cmergent nationalities having right to separate.
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Communist party of India (Marx1st) overlooks these aspects in its discussions
on the Naticnal question, ‘ ‘

At the time of thc commentment of the constitution, there. were 8§ part A states,
8 part B states, and 10 part C states, These states were farmed by inteyration of
former Indian princely states of about 600 units, 216 of which had a population of a
little over 19 millions and merged in provinces, 61 of which having about 7 million
people pondt@tuted centrally administcred areag while 275 with a population of about
35 million were intograted to create new 4dministrative units.

In 1956, after much struggles ‘apd undnr Qcanomia compu151ons, Indian bourge-
oisia xeorganizud states on an alm¢st linqqiat'erbaaiu.;,;r

Lanquage problem is an 1ntegral pnxh’ ';*Qngl px@hlqw Qn India -t _has
4complex aspects bacause of sevaral hlstorioal factors. ‘Tha' survivals of - o{d cglonial
order still persist in cultural sphare, The‘qrs#ter emphasiu 4n unjity lcads to more
¢mphasis on centre and towards foreible 1mposit;on .of. one: solo langgage as the only
language of the stato. This emphasis leads to. ngplqtanae to’ jyst claims of the
natiopalist and linguistie groups wh1¢h are just oxelwing /. The cpnflicts betwee
multi-national and multi®lingual reqionq} SApenen| ~ﬁ}po often legﬁ to 1inQU1stT
outbursts, Tho belated awakening of some trihea undg; ﬁrocesq of nationakisties<

in formation alsocgive risc to the questiop of" trib*l ddalects. and thelr preservotion
and furthor development, Imperalist rejimc's ;anguago and eduoat;ona} policy left th e
problems of cradiocation of mass jllitaeraey, of }ow level of enlture oven amongst the
bulk of litcratis, of inadeouato dgvelepment of" qy@ty,Indignllangpaqg nnd dialﬂct to
¥H&E be tackled by the successor Indivn hoqxgeoiﬁ xeqima. Y

The constitution of India in. Arti 10 343(}) provides for the adOption of
Hindl in Devnagari seript for 15 yearaufr@q g 6. .50 « The usge of English mag be

extonded further. This provision was adeptod by 4. mqjqrity ‘of ¢nc vote only,. * Vehement
opposition over thc queation of d;udi waa Yoignd dq;;nq ;ho constituent Assemblv Dobatos/

A s¢t of conbtitutional provisions 1n”5;t1qlqp za ¢nd SQ provido safcquards
and rights on the language quostion.. Thass prqvigigns constigute a conatderable
gdrance on the part of the Indien boqrjeois;e towaxdg a‘ ratianal solution of the
language quastion, But they leave wmgh’ Qut. oﬁ th?gy #@opo. The most 1mportant is of

' gourse thequestion pf tribhh dialqats, Th#s .Zﬁb¥€W hqs hean 1argely'neqlocted

Eight scheduho to the constitution enumqratua 15 1dnquggos. These languages
are spken roughly by 83.13% while la%yapgak thozq{tha; are not ipcluded,  These are
gemerally literary and very backward. langnaces, o N paiaon de tre can he found for
this schedules It is not clear whathe;*iQQIQQiqp this list acoords tho language
in question any specipl or constitujonel gtg { rivilegoa. In any cageo, it is
an anachronism and necds to ka cempqu; L R P A &

e
“

India, thus, is a multilim;ual$kmu1 _vhitiéﬁqlﬂﬂﬁﬁtb‘yhéxo;gﬁgién boyrgooisie is
also multi- lipgual andmﬁdmulti-national., ,,;; i it i ‘f w‘_‘f*””;“' S

-y w2

Multi-nationaliiy of India as a statc h as somp paradoxical feqtures. ‘While
Rajasthani)especiallyMarwari, Gujarati and Pargis dominate corporate structure ani
ogpocially Marwari capital has of ¥ tg baen a dominant:factor in the indigenous sector
of modren beurgeois oconcmy in India, the state of. Rajasthdn, its placo of origin, is
one of the most backward states . fhough Hindi is sought to be inforcod as a national
languagc, the Northern Hindi speaking belt - continuos to 1ag behind many other states
of the Ipdian union in many areas of doyelopment.  The Hindi speaking peoplcs
inhabiting mainly u.p., m.p., Biher, Rajasthan, Himachal Pradesh , Haryan.: and Delhi
are not consolidated into a single nation, The Hindi spe-king people de not have
evon a conscious scnsce of having any national comppnity as Hindustanis, The process
of national consolidation at a macro level has not proceedoed far and docs not rest
on any ethnic or lunquistic basis but on a complcx of the aggreato econcmic and
political interosts of all the peoplos inhabiting the country of India Nations which
were formed in 19th century such as B nyalis, Merathas, Gujaratis, Oriyas, Telugus,
Tamils, c¢te. are highly developeds Even horo some natjional characteristics as languave
culturcm national consciousncess wmre strongly pronounced but in cesc of some nations,
others such as economic or herrotorical community arc waker. Maharashtra and west
Bengal arc the two most industrialist states but Maharashtrians and Bengalis havc little
control over the economy of their own states . The large industrial bases of these two
Axa
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states arc owned and controlled by other nationalities. In the dstribution of indust;}al
licenses, bank advances ctc; Maharashtra, West Bengal and Tamilnadu hold the front A
positions, The central burcaucracy is mainly mannced by people belonging mostly te five
states of Tamilnadu, west Bengal, Punjab, Maharashtra and Kerala, )
These facts show that so far not a single nationality has been able to dominag%
others and no partieular nationality on all India scalo is able to weild big stick,

The national policy of the party formly upholds and rests on thoe right of Xxggfﬂa
national self-determination. The party consistently advocates and agjtates for the wid
possible regional autonomy for «ach nationality, The rcorganisation of states in 1956 N
did not oxhaust the proboem. Tho problem is still togf crecate constituent units of such
size as arc ccononically feasible and adminigtrativcly manageable, The structurc and
functioning of such state unit must be such that the peoplc inhabating it could

grasp the admin$stratative process, ventilate their gricvances and ovimee real interost

and even participate in its activitics. PFor this adoption of regional language as a

means of communication is nacessary. a

Moroover such roorsjanisation of states shoned make provision acuainst their hiv
uneven and lopsided dovelopmont, Facilitgos fully werc to be provided to each nationali
of such racognized state, Adoguate conditions guch as mags literacy end mass education ™
freo and rich devolopment of regional language, etec. were to be created for cach nation-
ality to enable it tofrcely participate in devoeloping its distinet culturc and cultural
life, India, should bc a free voluntary co-operative upion of various equally

flourisling nationalities having a cammon gconomic structurc but varicgated cultural
patterns, A

For tho border rejyions and bribal bolts, the policy of the party aims at
terminating their isolation and estrangement, at helping them shed their pattriarchal
menner of life and lack of culture, at putting an end to thd r justifiable misbrust
towards higher cultureand economy of the contral regiops and peoples or adranced-
nationalities . On the border or boundary disputes and rosources dispute, tho party says
that these must be determined and decided by the local inhabitants Tjcmsclves on the
basis of their cconomic and social conditions, pational make-wp of the pupulation;cte.

There are several quostions which Maxist poliey on lanjuage question as part
of national question has to confront what attitud: a Leninist combat party should adont
towards didfercnt languages ? Should it strive for equality between them or a prodomi -
nance of fow or onc over the rest ? What treatment shouldbe meted out to backward and for
undeveloped languages ? Should tho party adopt numercal strength of the speakdrs of a
particular language as the main critérion in deciding the attitude to bo qdoptcd towards’
1t ? Which shall be the link lapguage ? What should be its states to the other 1anq?aqns?
Should it have some superior or privileged states ? Or be cqual ‘among oqgals 7 'How is
it to be choosen ? By means of a condituytional ukasc or throucth consensus of different
linguistic groups ? Should not its acceptance ke the result of the ngmon voluntary

consent of all ?

Trua tn Lenistst heritage, the party opposes any kind of privilege for any
lanyuayces The roquirumonts of economice exchange under gapitalism will themseivos decidle
which lanyuajye of the country iit is to the advamtage of the majority tq know nche_lt:f
intercst of comercial rclations ., These requircments will always compe;’tbg naflz?é . ﬁ?’
living in one state as long as they wish to live togethcr tostudy thehlanguag: : I;;ia
majority. It all deponds on the cxtent and rapidity of capitolist developmen n o f)d
Decision thus arrived at will be all thé former becausc it would then ha ve been ~dapte

volntarily,

that there is no neced for compulsory offid al language, It

Compulsory official laniuage involses use of clenents
feur firm

Thoe partyfpsays
oppeses the element of cocrédon, .
of cocreion. The party’s approach towards languaje aucstion rests on
foundations, Thesc arci- ) o ik R
(1) ;0 compulsory language (2) teaching in vurnaeulars (2) no vln]ntjfu Uf.xlﬂhto of
rijhts of minorities (4) no privileges of one language or the nation against the other.

Capitalist socicty is basci on competition o It is compotitive not only het?een
national but also between various nationalitics within the same countru, This lwnrsjtﬂ
inequaiity between werious nationalities and languaacs uf I“di;;tifzzygtiggoua£i§¥niiistic
" 5 3 i sAY 10oUS a onal 5 “ua S
uncvenness of development merk the relations betw on Y Al e <
groups in India, With the further development of capitalist, 4
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accentunted ., It is only after the socialist rovolution undc
dictatorship of the proletariat that languatfe question as well as nﬂti:nzgequostlon
will ultimately be solved as by product of socialist rev lution,
¥ 36 3 H X I A I KA W WX K
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Discussion Notes on Party Programne:-
National Question in India,

Our 1968 Party programme does not have a section on Hational Question in India
at all.This is surprising but none the less twue.Porhaps ,it is suggostive of the gene-
ral state of affairs provalent amongst Indian Marxists on the National Question.Paucity
of literaturoe -both Marxist as well as non-Marxistp on Nat*onal Quastion in India is too
notorious to necd any more stress hore. :

There are diverse reasons for this significant lacuna in the body of Marxist thou-
ght.3ome thought that National Question exhausted itself with achievement of formed poli-
tical Independence in August 1947.Scme further thought that with reorgenisation of states
on a linguistic basis in J956,Indjan bourgecisic did what it wag best for it to do and
sofle of the aspects of National Question were: rQIGQated to the peripheral considerations
ard it was agsumed that agrarjan’gquestion acquired prime importance singe I956 at least
if not earlier from 1947,Somo nén-prty leading Marxists thought that it might not be pru-
dent to support various nationalities movements often erupting in India on diverse issues
like border disputes ,river disputes ,formtion of separate states,as suchk movements
are often led by regional bourgeoisie to satigfy their narrow roegicnal roquirements and
to support them would tantamount to qiving such regional bouxgacisie and their aspira-
tions mighty impulse. , ,

It is therefore very much nocaasary that our party in its revised programme lay
barc,even in sketchy and tentative Outline ,elaments of a rovolutionary Marxist policy
on national question in India. ‘ : . : S

In early 1972,Com.Pankaj Roy attempted to pinpoint same cf the saliont features of
a revolutionary Marxist position on National Question 1n>1nd1a.Ta my Knowledge this was
the first systamatic though temtative approach ever made on’a party lovel,(sce Beview
Article Service by B for Members only.Critical Bomarks on Thg National Question in India
By ® Pankaj Roy. 6-2-1972, Mimeographed P-9,) Obviouly this was prompted by developments
in Bangla Desh, At that time even Fourth Intornational wag also inglined to the view that
in view of developments like Bangla Desh, nationalittes problems of Basque peoplo,Qubeck »
people ,Negroes and Chicanos and Puerta Ricans as well as Ukraintans,etc:.Nﬂtional quest-
ion was again coming to the.fore on the glebal scale.ﬁiae ComeLivio Maitan’s intervention
during Bangla Dash Debates at the 1971 December Bombay ﬂational Cdnforence of our party
(then 3WP) Notes in my file),

ComePankaj Roy’s contribution is coloured by those conorete circumstances.that
contribution also reflects the atate of knowledge at thﬂt time of the comrados and avai-
lability of literatura o national question. :

For example ,it did not pay adequate attention to the language question in India
as a part of national problen.Perhaps ,it sis not ‘thoroughly deal with the achievments of
Indjan bourgeocisie in solving some agspects of the national question.It did not draw their
implications for the class struggles as well as for further development of the national
question in India,

Roy’s contribution Aid not try to link up national question with theoory of
Pcrmanent Revolution as applicable to India.Nor did it assess the role of national quest-
ion que agrarian question,.

In addition,a ecorrect evalution ofrole of national question Qua 1947 independence
has to made so as to enable us to better characterize BAugust 15,1947 from a revolutionary
Marxist sociological perspective,Our 1968 party programme did charactorizo 1947 but intri
nsically,not a connection with national question.

For example,did the achievement of pnlitical independence exhaust National Question
in India? This is the crucual question,theory of permanent Revolution as applied to India
must seck to answer,.



(8)

If winning of formal ‘political independence from alien imperialist power was an impor-
tant ingredient of National Question prior to 1947,then (obviously thc answer to this-
quecation is in affirmative.But though themost important aspect of National Question in
India ,prior to August I5,1947,winning of formal political independence wag not the only °

aspegt of Nagiomal Quastion jay Igdaagﬁhe thomy rrobien of natiquittﬁs,tha eopgwna), RFow
blom OFf princely states,etc; cried for urgent aolutionS.

Furbhor ,cven though sugust 15,1947 ,socurcd a vast territorial home markot for
native bourgeoisie to expand palitically unhindercd,the way in which Awmust Is, 1947 was
achieved by and under the leadership of multi-national India Bourgeoisie,gave risc tn a
host of ncw aspects ofi National Question in both Inaia’ and Pakistan consequent on rarti-
tion of Indian sub-continent.lhese pﬁints nood to be oIaborated at 1eugth.rheir implica-~
tions have to be woighed carefully.

An adequet analysis of Indian bnurgeoisie from the viewpoint of 1ts nationality e
composition {g also neocessary,
Stalinist programme on National Quostinn hns to ba aaalysed.

24-4-"77 . TRy _ Sharad Jhaveri,

******ﬁ*********ti****i‘***ﬂ*’*
L bt dod R

Ajit Roy on thnf’haractox of qtate and the Indian bourgeOisie,
Ajit Roy’s contribution on this aubjedt age very ;ich and cmncrete
Roy calls into questin CPI(M)'s Jefinition of the Indian state,In my view
he is theonly authority exgdnting us »¥ho boint ‘out tﬁatnlandlard ¢lass asvsuch cannot be
a co-sharer.in state powar zd.the state has:tried sndilajgely succeeded in aliminating
semizfe“ddl land}ords«Roy glso ohjacts 'to.€RE(M} s -desinition on the graund that much of
it is 3leo desgriptive Foruaggmpla n"imnmt«ng}y mnmmm\g mwtomm fi{nanoe £ars
1talgin pursylEgef th.q.qp*#s 354’3 ?” : 'ﬁﬂ ﬁgﬂaaggplts‘ dive-
lopment epnfet!be -xogayded 38+ tnacodgany - ua,'iﬂp -ntpe ‘ool rat on th foreign fina-

chidnte
nce capital,which is primary? Further ,if fore gn gnpital refuses to collaborate will the
st te refuguhtp follaw capit11i$t math?“ %4 ~~;¢: #" £t T»i:‘\, P e s

- Roy. 3130 Ohjeﬂtﬂ tO tha phrese big baqggmﬁiﬁiaiin Q?sﬂh'a iefinition becduso accor-

dinq t° hin.it is a g¢nerig taxm which qosaeu»¢vox the di#ﬁdrenttation within the class.
.s“, B SR Y

As for CPI defipitton,&oy finds the word national hourgeoisio obiectionable.ﬁe
says tho word “national“is ambiguous.te rightl qtresseq that overall thrust of CPI chara-
cterization s #0:say that the stato ppwe¥.in. is@ia 18 wie;ied by fine bourgeqigie as-2 .
whole,Roy says qyen k€-thia-bg broadly correct,it tends -tn gloss over the growth of sharp
socio~aconomic  differentiatings within the- Sudign b@u;geﬂisie with tho gonsequent differ-
ences in the degreo of their gontrol over and qhare in thb at1te powor..

Roy says both’ ignore the fact ot fast-x;aing agrarian bouxgooisie and its

rolatjion with the state power, :

Roy cl? Tifioa Indian bourgooisie strata into four categord
ios.These aro:- monopoly, h@g5g90isia A i ipﬂggg Aa) bouggeoisio (3) small iniustrial
and (4) ayricultural which according to fhran% section,

ALt -Royyprovidasghwo new. innigth,ThQuthgheqa,fgc;a are Wall known,their

implications Qud state-aro nok !hat much 03edty o oory HERRT

Roy says socio-economic policios pursued by the state have rosulted into (I) re-
distribution of national inecome.in fawour‘ef'the top monopwlios and ‘the.:agrarign bouraeois
sle (2)~direct ratate agsiatange with 3.whow to! qut;kntnw the page of developmeat of these
two styaka- 3) inereasingrcloses: aaaociation ‘of fhoae twe- atrata'with VGtious»atateiorga-
ns- o #of 00 ool .M e . v

Roysfurtbqr4stabas that- monopolista;hawg,hold qux the qentrthwgrarign‘bnuzvaoiate b
Tish:yer.the atqtgsaﬁg Qvﬂlugifqi goinggigsvp;ocqrgqgnt\Qndvp{aqisq po}igiea in. this e
ghtw- . | g

This analysia needs no doubt to. bo incnrporated in any: analysis of the state powmr
in India, ‘
Roy thinks that stat is nnt thc orjan of class rule of the entiro Igdian bour-
geoisle but of a soection of it,

I think wc can’t agrec with tho dafinition Ve evaluatq the class qhnracter of
the state in its rclation with the cxvloitel classes as wholo .We 4o not characterize
state as a class indtitution from any specific intorests of any specific stratum of India-
n bourgecisie, ; '
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For that would land us strategically into thc p@sition of supporting- anti—mononﬂly
strata against monopoly stratum eof the fndian bewrgooidie.While contradictory interosts
and struggles ensuing thercfrom betWEpn varjous strata of the Indian bourgeoisie are to
be exploited by us whepever possibile ,wnkcanpot stratngicnlly to' any stratum of Indian
bourgooisie apainst others That is why I find RSP’ s posltion as a whole ' puitc s~tisfact-
ory.We should ynequivocally declare that Indiap stats is'-élass organ of the Indian
bourgeoisic.ﬂonstltuted as . it ds ,it ecannot be on instrument of’socialiatttransﬁormation.
WP Ivalso .find j,t d‘gffir,mlt i;o accopt Roy s oeparatidn Batwdgr” monobnly and ‘big
"industrial stratum,Aro.not all. xnommly,hqqsos q,lsq t th‘i ’sqﬂa time *bid: dndusbrial ‘onas?
 Hig'own boeok quopoly‘Capitqliam qqnt;mdictﬁ his. ;hesis, ' e el a~Jy,
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Discussion on the Preg{ammg gf

. Changus in the Dectiona Op fndian Bou:rgqoi:sio. : By& Shamd. Zwari.
s 3 _‘.-"" iy 35* G oy f.vt;g"" v o
& Aocnxd.lng ,tc; the; Ngxalitgg,lndia ig a gaui-q:o‘lﬂtti&'l’ e sémi»fau.,dhl qountry.
Axﬂi Indian boyrigeoleie 18 QONPI gL M“ﬂﬁ A3, m}gd hy thof %hrado&.buraeaucm bourgenisd
ie and the feudal landlord whgn'e the pxinqipn.. g’mtf atw 1% be‘tmen fiouaa],im ami the
' masses of pugsqntry. b vep el min
It is essential to cou,ntar ’thia ttmsis of Naxalites on the, ahamcter
off Indian bourgeoisie not simply foy thg sqke of covuterin? it but tO ahew pOgit;vely in
our programme what really Ipdian’ bourgeaisio ig“‘ *1‘“*"
. In our 1968 programuc wo lack this .Phrough cur proqranma we must equip
our cadrcs on the real pesition,ef, Indials. ;mlmg clqaa |
At tho outset ywo mngt bo. piea; 9b¢ut Whﬁt !s moapt by “cmmprador and semi
Colonial' : Lo o
' : Aiit Roy rplys on the definition qivep by the Gth Wbﬁld Congress of
btanilized Comintern I prefer Mandol's gi%nn dn. ﬁlaaaﬁxx*#&»bdg book: Mate: Capltalisn,
' -+ Accarding Yo, the S‘apdfl.ﬁomi-colonial eountrias arethose capitalist nations
which are politically (formorlyY 1ndepehdgsnt,bup yhoge! gabn. ;«m«etnm to be dominated b
by international inperialiqt capital, Pt R ’&w“f:s
‘ - Acoarding to l'i}andel,compradog; bQuerO‘isiu 13- that saotion af tha. rulinu
class in. aoloniql and aemi-qq.omial counitrios ﬁhich /althoughi csaving and ageumulating
capital,is clogely . tieql 39, ﬁo,réi,g‘q impar iali l espda’bqlly “rfa the Antermediary..functions
ofmerchant Célpith iJnPOIt-expori; bu. qessqs ahdmguwdm Bat m&g@?in ;l.p Justrial
‘investment.,,‘ Yo X - v Gapr SIS SRR JP R
) Py ',I'heqrqti Ga} pt t i obvivoﬁi frbm'*ﬁnoaa-m«m#w of, thesogtwcgt;gm thqt Indian
bourgeoisie 1s ‘not’ e 361“0011&531‘:‘ 3111&01'61"61 M&’tﬁ I)d}javg?;ign g a Qiclas
in po.t. end 2.of 8oyth Asia rx@sg Be*ieﬂ.Ajit Roy‘qh e dkoe up thO gggi“q in his
paper in the collpction ﬂState and BoB1&ty¥. T AAer T e ol vl il
.« 1, Sappal’s main thrugt against ﬂgxalite theﬁiy 1 aolitical He st;iyas to show
that after 1947 Indian bou;g901a e is VQIY muchiindepandﬁn Uhpnevgr,neceﬁsary Qua imperi
alism, ; i A B SN e dade g,

According to him ,npt a single 1pch éf tertitbxy ﬂs undﬁr fore&gn xq}q nﬁw.Indian
bourgeoisie 1s prepared to aat decisively on "itp own. dven whopei 1t provokes or: incurs
greatest dlspleasure of 1mppriaiism(ﬂ-h-3-) for axa iﬂ uﬂba;Oi‘aanqia.Dnah;xongnition @
of people’s Republic of China, 28

Thon he examines Trade and Tariffs pollcios and~his pnint is that India has bocn
pursuiny a protectionist policy desicmed to promote indigenots industrieg.fccording to
him ,it is not the imperialism but Indian bourgesisie’ which decides these policies.

He establishes that Indian bourgeousie- has ‘a dual character which is contradicte
ory.Naxalism fails to rocognise it.

Sappad. Aiscusscs semi-colonism of China and<India and concludes that Indfa can-
not becalled a semi-colonial country in_the -Sale 20059 {emphasis in otiginal) as China
was before the revolution,

Both China and India face completion of demogratie tasks.Morecver as Trotsky
and history has shown ,even in semi-colonial /md semi=-feudal China,revolution in 1925-27
ctmld have succeded even with-ut people’s war or. guegfilla Wﬂrfarﬂ strateqgy,"iven correct
policy of CCP there

It is clear from this resume of Dlrpll that he do»s not itake into account the
historical featuros of Indian bourgenisie as a class Which have a bearing on this easc.
He refors mainly to post-I1947 devclorments,

by
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But Indian bourgeoisie was not merely an agent of foreigm imperiplism.By the end
of early eighties of the last contury it began to invest in iniustries.Textile and cott-
on industry for example.Much material now is available to ascertain this fact,See Pavliov
on The Indian Capitalist Class.Swadeshi Movement gave a great philip and after Ist.World
War ,momontum grew .Bourgeoisie also used the national mass movement for its own ends of
consolidation. This needs to be daveloped to show that (a) on the whole it was not compra-
dor and (b) in i{ts earliest stages,its comprador strata were negligible,

Ajit Roy is seized of this problem since I958 when his first booklet Indian Monop-
oly Capital -I953 was published.fccording to Roy,comrador eloments of the Indian bourgeod
isie never played any important role in economic and political development in India,at
least gince the turn of the century. : '

Roy adheres to his 1953 thesis that “the spacifio features of the historjical deve-
lopment of Indian monopoly capital show that it differes radigally (emphasis in oiginal)
from the bureaycratic camprador monopoly capital of the Chinese pattern,and is better

characterized as the golonial version of the financa gapita;'.(emphasis in original)

According to Roy ,(I)in Wgst monopoly stage arrived late.Here it ocame very ecarly
even before completion of agrarian rovolution(Is not this a cese of combined development
? » Sh,);(2) unlike West ,Indian menoply capital grow before it cempletely comauered the
ho?e mnrfet;(a)partition further depleted its home market;(4)here not much extornal mara
ket for it, :

As against China,industrial base here was mich wider.In China ,the bureaucratic-
monopoly capital had developed from the ranks of comprador bourgeiosie while here in In.
dia ,monopoly capital has developed though the fusion of industrial and financial mrno-
polies. ' ; o ' S '

In our programme, in section on Indian boureoisie, we must also dwell an the peculi-
er feakures of its rise and growth and alsoc on its multinatjonal character,
28=5-177, o )
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Digoussion Notes on Party Programma -4.

Towards a methodological critjcism of Indian Stalinist
Thaory of two stages of Rovolution and their
programmatic conception of the
Inddan Revolution.,
: ' By; Sharad Jhaveri.
E Jnmagar.

It is cssentlal that wo doopen our understanding of the basic methndological flows
contained in Stalinist approach {(all varities) to the problems of Indian Revolutich. Yo
a}} know too well that it is Stalinist or Menshavik.We know also that it is designed to
subserve the needs of Soviet buremmoracy, " ,

But a rapid ccnsultation with Leon Trotsky’s books. on Permanent Rovolution and some
portions of Third International after Lenin led me to think that this is nct sufficient
with the help of lTheory of Pormanent Rovolution in its apelication to India,we should be
in a position to ounter their arguments on a decper methodologlenl lovel,

For us,the reality of woerld economy constitutes the starting point for analysis ~fl
Indian sociale remlity., Wo start from the character of the cpoch.It is that of proletars
jan revolutions. Stalinists deny the actuality of proletarian revolutions Here Trotsky
makes a profound obscrvation (p.4 of TI after benin) “In the proscnt epoch ,eesse.,the
national crientation of the proletariat must and can fdow only from a warld orientation
and not vice versa”.

We den’t reply in priori and in abstroct that since the tasks of a bourgenis -demp-
cratic revelution are not c-mpleted ,it is the bourgerisic which must be supported poli-
tically and socialist tasks should be postponed to an indefinite future.

Along with Stalinists,we recognise that the tasks arc bourgeois-demneratic in
character,bBut we differ from them in the nced to invest bourgcoisic with ability or will
to camplete themsYfe say that whether it will be able to solve these tasks in a cmpletel
y demoeratic and genuine manner c~nnot be answered on a national tcrrain simply.Inter-
naticnal contexts are to be reckoned with.
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Stalinists approach the development of capiltalism in India or national capitalism in
isolatjon,tearing it as under from world economy of global capitalism,Its approach is aba
stract and metaphysical.Bourge: isie on a historjcal scale ofrom the view point of evolu-
%ion of soclety is a progressive class.Phis is true on a historical level of Abstraction.
t is a whole truth.But from this truth as a whole ,it does not necessarily follow as a
particular that Indian bourgeoisie is alsc progressive and must bo supporfod;ln oider to
approach Indian bourgeoisie in a correct historical materialist perspective,it is cssen-
tial to step down from a general level of abstraetion to a more concrote oné. ere vie take
into account the concrete national and international circumstances such as a gleb~l decl-
ine of capitalism as a social system,lack of external market,narrow intcrnal market, bela~
tedness,rise of proletariat,etc.; to detormine how far it is and to what oxtent it can be
ﬁrogressive Ofcourse,no question of ropoging pelitical confidence in it arisés for us.
cro we stand with Lenin whose whole dynamd ¢ politigal life was devoted to building an

independent proletarian party,

Moreover we make (we should ) a detgiled study of tho efforts of Indian bourgecisi
le to solve its tasks.Trotsky in Permenett Bevolytion (p.254) says;*Tho peculiarities of
& country which has not accomplished or completed ita dem~cratic revolution are of such
great significance that they must be taken as the basis for the programme  of the prole-
tarien vanguard,Only upon the basis of such a national programme can a CP develcp its
real and syccessful struggle for the majority ofthe working clasg and the toilers in
general agyaist tho bourgenisic and its d#s demSeratic agents”, s

Stalinist in general do not alequataly deal with the internal mechanism,class
forces of the Indian revolution.Stalinist do not take into account the bagic features of
fhe world process.And in the 1iyht of that they do not analyse the national peculiarities
They forget that nationalpeculiarities represent an original combination ofthg basic fea-
tures of the world process”, (Trotsky,P.k47 ,Pele) . ' o

Trotsky says (p,256 P«Rs)"under the conditions ofthe imperialist epoch the nation-
al democratic revolution can be carried through to a victorious ond only when the social
and pclitical relationships ofthe country are mature for putting the proletariat in power
as the leader of the masses of the people.fnd 1f this is not yet the casc? -

' wi oduge very partianl yesults,rosults

directed entirely agaist tho working Dasses” «lempbesis mine).How true for India?

Stalinist simply deduce the prdgnésé&yﬁ‘cha;actog.of the bourgenidie from the
simple foct that tasks are of a bourgenig-demncratje character,Thoy machanically sepsrate
in space as well as in time the two stages.of the yovolutien, ‘
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dal arian question.

The fact that Myrdal (Asian Drama) is cognisant ofthe gravity of land question in India
is manifest in the lgngthy discussion he develops in ch;26 -m Agricultural pelicy in the
second volume of AsidDrama .I propose to write in depth on Myrdal and Agrarian question
later onJere my aim is more limited I gust put here on reccrd what he has tco suggest
by way of romedial measures for the solutiom of agrarian problem with & view to scoe if
he has any rolevance for formulation of cur trensitional programme,

Mydal stresses the neglect of the institutional and atitudinal problems(P;I256).Thi
is is what Es=jacoby has called "Human -factor-first approach®. Myrdal is of the view
that the achiovemonts of technological reforms (Green Revoluticrl") arc dependent on the
extent of prior or atleast simultanecous institutional changas (p.1260).0fcrurse ,Myrdal
urges that both types of reforms are closcly intorwoven and interdepon-lent.

Before considering his proposals for renovation of agriculture it is instructive
to note here the mode in which Myrdal presents certain basic facts of agrarian structure
as a prelude to his elobnration of policy alternatives o(p.I367).He says that net result
has been the strengthening of the upper strata in the rural socciety and 2 corresponding
reduction in the position of sharecroppers and landless labourers.Agrarian policy whethes
r in its technologbeal »r institutionel aspects has tended to shift the power halance 6f
the ruling structurc in favour of the privieledoed classes,the place-meal refnrms have
buttressel the socio-ceondmic situation of these groups ,whose interest in perpetuation
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of slatus qun has beom creatly enhance d. He there fore eoncluiles that hdlf-hoos ted polia
cv has thw: diminislicd tae prospects for radical reforms in agriculture,This is a grol
pointer Lto ~ur communis® friends who clamour about progressive functions of Indian bour-
geclisicedon \‘rlmq to the M,rrdal geVI dence points the pasginyg wof wn o e bune momca b Loy

@ I“dl,dl vrahaplicg of a)rurlun strugture.

Yo my knowledge it is only Myrdal (p.I369)who convinces us that the perpetuatisn
of serious in qualities 1as depressed production,Thus the issue of inecuality is relevant
to prospects for eccnomic advance contrary to assumptions of academic cconomice. (p,I1369),
He boldly arserts {and :t is here that his emphasis is on institutional approachk is more
mand feost +hon anywhore 21se in his treatment) that the promotion of social and ezonomic

equality *s a pre~condition for attaining substantial longterm increases in production,
(P,1369) .Though ,ofcotrse,he does not and cannot vasulise a sbhemo wherein within the
prevalent social fﬂbrLﬂ th1s pre-condition can be realised,He does not say that complete
overhraling of this sosial structure is 1tself a cnndltin sin qua non for realizati-n
of this pre.condition.in a quite original fashion he oastigates the extant agrarian poli-
cy for lmoring the issue of inequality and concludes that such a policy is not likely
to achiev: major and especially lasting results.He regrds this as the gravest defoct of
Eu: of p.ovalling institutional approach.(p,I369).He urges for a frontal attack on the
cenality i-sue which recessitates a much more radical approach than has vet been seiously
attempto Ll urges for the adoption of a hard lock at institutional roesirecturing of agr-
arian socicry,
Thiz 5 by woy of profactory remarks.Now in my opinion,Myrdal‘s utility ldies in
hls aftomde 10 propene o ewmctionl brled for o +rweitional programme or. radical rulistr

ibuiion of .l(‘\']_,,of CO\ll‘bC‘:‘f)n:I.y Lokn= tn rejout it in liu:’iug:_: o Lildlosl rownds,
o oty cash and ovory ponsille aryument against the case foy radical redistri-
wione oo tuy rad meet iv.in my opinion,coavineingly.These can be reduced in essence in
SN T : v
Yocna cxneotas Raticel rodistribution would simply create small uneconomic koldings and

jeonardize the efficlency of the present;large units of cultivation,
_ »usiders this fear as vastly exaggerated,The farm here is not an econoujc u
vall omelrisicoy a house for the operator,a garden and a collection of buildings for sto-
' R “ ohlltering cnimals and mechinery.It is simply a plece of land or more ofte
e o .oodve oo geatared caall Lriva ,deveid of fixed investmemts other than perhaps a wel

og o r kv g ,some terracing and dra naga or irrigation eonduits.

Slovr g Wade illage 4s dohe by sharbcroppers or landless labcdur or other tenknts
tuz tiousreoof latle Lo the tiller would distyrb very little the establlshed patrern of

WG ‘:- : ik . ‘ ’

(n. Tolswfridag of Lind oraership night cause diminutiondin yields because
the ne  ouiers would be less erpesicenced than those who previouly ti&led it Myrdal high-
1y suspecss the validity o f this arcuneat.Thoso who are to ben#fit from this measuics
are L ﬂVWC‘;«‘C‘J culitivazors such : sharecroppers,tenants,landless labour.Moreeever
there ir muel, zeope for intensificatior of dgriculfuro.beeover redistribution would
rrovicel its he pmc1-“iericv with greoater incontives to put heavier input-cven traditional
inpuc. ia villae. Lastly wich of sueh input is done on small fammsthan on large farms
veong hiced Labous ﬂs farm manacement studies have shown ~vtput acre is considerabd
1y higher on small wuniis of endbivation than on those of medium to lQIGb size.Inis meas-
are connot ¥~ all the obstacles e agricuttural advance.Myrdal*holas that it will on
the esatrary cicile a limate more receiptive ©o the assimillation of those innovations,
He givos 1wy roasons for his opinion,

(1) The incaualitics that have frustrated past experimoct in co-operation woild bo

minindsed; (27 The newly lande! might geduinely require the scrvices of :mple-

men s ansd wol» anieals,

At veald redace tne volune of mrketable food stuffs.Even at present this re-
presenvs culy o osmall frocticn of entire production,

037 o ys that from the view point of labour utilization,a radical land redistri-
butici hrs o ‘mrvessive recommendation(p,f371),It promises to crea*e the basis for a
mejor tranTh vw““ ‘a4 in the psychelogy and attitudes of the rural labour force by cuttiug
throw-t the ty¢¢L1tb to work that have long been entrenched in the traditional pattern
6 ]‘1(‘ vt.\..._Ll"o

Uyrdal rightly obscrves that this measure has to be supplomented by aw
ecaually, ~ndizal elimination of past debts to money lenders and a prohibition on 2ny new
borrowi: 7s frem them and legislation prohibiting the martgaging and sale of land.

lyr1l redests this menstre because he is more susceptible to the prelivities
of those wi weild power, (p. 1375)

Uycedal dlscards commmnist theory also because for him it does not seem t~ pro-
vidr =~ ot 7T eterpt For the ills of south Asian Agriculturc. (P-Igf7)
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Lyrdnl siaunty vouches Ffor 1 vibgorous growth of capitalish in agriculiuvre buc
wot along laissez faire pattern(p.I380),His proposal centmes round the eritcrlin of -
“i-nal ucce of land as a substitute.He stands for a limited redistribution of Load viv oo
"1 inalierable and unrestricted right te own and use the land pass into the honds of he
leniless as individuals.Myrdal’s solution,in his own words,represents a modified foim

of welfare capitalism for agriculture.

Pated 30th Magch ,I970, (Sharal Jhaverti.)
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Discussicom Material on Transitional Programme of the Indian Revolution.
Discussion Notes on Party Frogramme No;-6,

Leon Irotsky O T.Programmes

This material is complied from thebook :Writings of Leon Trotsky (1938%39) )
(Figyt Eddition November ,I1969),

Thid book is very rich in content and some ofits thought provoking content
represonts most mature and luecid thinkdng ofthis great thinker.

Here however I propose te note down only hibs views on T, Pr”JIWmmO #hich aw.
rolevent for cut aim of ¥evolving a T,programue,

according to Trotsky ,the programie should not be adoptad to the nenzalilby of
wHC WOLTCES Nor ilshould 4t be predicated upon the exigencies of the situation.Tto cas:
T othe procranme fast be to express the situation as it is .The mentality is in sonerod
naTrersdrl-yod dn relation to the economic development.Trotsky says that our zask «oow i

coveacioon tac wentality of workers,lThe task is to develop the mentality of the worre:.,
~hat ds mat the programue shoull fermulate and present before the advanced the workers.

But will the working class accept our programme? Trotsky rofuses to oove 200
31€r&}?3e fov its accaptance by the workers.e refuses to undertake any responsihildtw Zoo
Tueste soys that we can only take the responsibility for ourselves.

vy our pregramme should be called a transitional programie? oo Aol
“ameils wplaan ave not easily relizable within the capitalist framework.He replics that .t
~o gisier to overbhrou capitalism than to realise demand under it .These demonds convato
a bradge to the moatality of the workers and then a material bridge to the s“ci Lisc wo-
vodtton, Thy wiole cuestion ¥s how 4. mobilize the masses for struagle.(That ss iy our
consods Ly rature should ko such as are impossible of relailzation under prCaent venile.
o onoteny says vhat 17 we will only Ademand whal they can give ,the ruling class @il give
oncv o cpe-iopth or none of what wo demandlTransitional demands are not  stey sl goas: tios
AT emans of pressure on the bourgenisie.Reforms and acgaisitions are only a hy v otaet

ol tho cavolut iovavy struggle,

Aceording to the Trotsky the programme is the instrument of the party. he V.
progremee of Fo¥, is not a comslete programme bocause a complete programme should vrv-
e a comrlete thereotical expression of the modern capltalist society. It is just «
ievst appreximtion,

Trotsky sounds a note of warning aggfgt twin dangers to be guarded against vhdle
wlﬂboquLAJ o programee 9
Voot to randia on goneral ebstract lines and to respeet the gemeral sloga widh
cut real connection with the trade unions in the lcecality and (this is pzotoe
the case with our SWP programmes) This is sectarian abstraction,
(bY  Cu tic other hand not +» remain on and adopt ton much to the local cowiitic:
2o che speeifie conditions,to losce the general revolvtionary line.
; The ewl of the T,Programme is not complete because nothing was sa2id ~hool o
i ol Tivedrtion chout the scizure of power by insurrection,the transformation of capito.
ol soeloty luls the dietatorship, cote, .
L evolving the programme the point that has to be borne in wind,is ho Do
vade tbe lfFerent sbtrata of the proletariat in the direction of the s~cial wtovoiell o,
Yo thevefore do not athere to the time-worn traditi-n of 2nt.Tntesnsticn-1 o
A~ iieer the programne into a meximum  and minimom programoe ppostrenine tli: soslalio,

e

sevolvtion to an indefinice future but Aireetly posc the question o7 zcelizure of o anr.
Wt b the main footwre of transitional progromme.
(]

PDatade81  J%xek, 1970, (Sharal Jaswer..)



Discussion Notes on Party Programme No:a7

A pote on The Transitional Proaramme On Aurarian Question,

Marxists regard ajrarian problem as the foundation of the unfinishe! bourgeois-de-
mocratie revolution in India.Still to this date ,no comprehemsive transitional program-
me on this crucial aspect of the India Revolution has leen locked by any Morxist Party;
a programme of transitional demands and slogans around which peasantry can be rallied to
the banner of Indian Revolution,

In this connection attention of our comarades must be invited tc a note worthy atte
cmpt made by Mr,H.D.Malviya,a rigowmously logical and consistent expoment of radical re-
cbnstruction 8£  Indian agriculture along American pattern in the Memorandum submitted
to the new Congress Pregident,3ri.J.Ram at the time of the Congress plenary session at
Bombay in Decomber 1969, Mr,Malaviya’s protestations sound socialistic,no doubt but in
reality his proposals ,1f implemented ,would pave way for a fastgr and smoother penctratid
ion of capital in India agriculture.Viewed from the point ,it envisages ~n unatulterated
growth of capitalism in agriculture, '

Tho Memorandum printed in Mainstream (no.I7 and no.I8 of 27~I2.769 and 3-I-70% in %
its first part depicts graphically the predicament in which bougeo is land reform mensu-
res find themsclves now.,By 1969 tenants constituted as much as 24% of the total cultiva-
ting households,The agriculture lobourers constitute neurly I/5 of the total labour for-
ce in India,Concealed tenancy has emerged on a massive scale as a sequel,ns il were,to
the land reforms.A little over two million acres ofland have so far becen declared sury-
luse on imposition of ceiling and only about half of the arca has been distributed.604.

22 crores were to be paid for compensation.Rs.271,08 crores have been paid up-to -date,
If it pertinent to remembor here th t 50% of tenantry own two acres and less of land whi-
ch does not provide them and thelr family even @ square meal all through the year,much
less savings to purchase the land to become owner.Only thirty lakhs of Indian tillers
could aguire ovwnership over just 70 lakh agcres of land.The tillers of Indis did not be-
come ovners after land reforms.Mr.Malaviya after a scathing and detailed criticue of ex-
tent bourgeois policy on land question arrives at the oonclusion that failure in imple-
mentation of land reforms id write large all along the time,

All this 1s ofcourse an olA story now forany student ofa egrarien problem,But what
follows by way of concrete proposals in the later part of Memorandum has mush to commend
itself for inclusion,albict with necessary modifications,in any Marxist transitional
programe og Agrarian Question,.

These proposals are detailed below:a

(a) Immediate abolition of all remaining. intermediary tenurses:

(b) All existing tenancies tc be declared permanont and non-resumable.(This 1s nccess#
ary to remove onee and fora all the extant discriminations amengst the tenantry.)

{¢) All surrenders not duly registered by the revenue authorities to be nullified, (This
is new for all challenge the so called ”surrenders” but non posits the solution which
would rally the dispossessed round this issue agailmst the landlords,This is good transi-
tional slogan on a very vital and concrete issuc-3he) Where the landlords has not taken
possession of the surrendered land even ifth surrender was valid,he should not be enti-
tled to take possession of the surrenderod lande(This is important to prevent manland
ratio from further worseniny and to prevent further concentration of land as well as for
protection of weak from whom surrenders have been obtained by force or coerson or fran
D.3h.

(d) A moratorium to be decdared on future payments of comnensation,.{while ve stand for
annulment of compensation provision,this demsnd presupposes an overhaul of present
soclal structure.Mcanwhile the rcyime continues its rulc.%What 1s to be donc about instalm
ments of compensation to be paid 8o long as this rogime lexts? Herce the tronsitional
demand be to stop payments forthwith.3ince the State cannot do this,or implement this
demand ,because of constitutional provisions on property rights,we can explain to the
people theclass nature of this state and the need to make a revolution even for the
demnd which ensucs thorefrom,This demand would enlist suprort of somewhat affluent stre
ata of Indian tenantry who fine it irksome to pay the landlords.But it should be noted
that therc is nothing socialist in this demand as moratorimm- will ennble the tenant to
#% invest more in land and thereby enhance differential ground rent -Sharad, )

(e) The right of resumption by the landlords to be forthwith terminated for ever,Of
course this demand does not touch the land alrcady resumed.But this demand strikes at
one ofthe vital potenticls povers of landed strate and prevent concentration, This dema-
nd docs not tend to abslish landlordism.It has the effcct of maiming it in no. of its
crucial aspects,
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(£) Deterent punishment for wromgful avictions and the ejecte? tenant to be ro-
stored the land from which he was rejected.

(This demand is predicated upon an effectivo and equitable juidiciary and
law enforcement machinery,Since in a class society,law is also biased in its
incidence,this demand would enable us to explain the class character »f lawr
and its implementation in favour of exploters-Sharad,)

(g) Credit facilities to farmers should not be property based but should he basad
on viability of production,

(This domand partakes of the Character of a transitional demand rresicisely
beecause in a scciety based on cashenewul and right to own private property,

a credit system having an adequate coverage and based on production is not at
all possible.Hence this demand is not realisable within the present framc-
work.3ince owncrshipn of land constitutes the basés of credit-worthiness,in
order to make credit facilities available to all,abelition of private ownersh-
ip not only from agrarian sphere but also frem eviry other avenue of social
life is nccessaryeThis demand diroctly raises the question of property-rights
and hence social revolution-Sharadl,

(h) Completo and total elimination of non-residents as owners of land.

(1) Landlords who claim to be ownor =-cultivators he statutorily required to livc
in villages for the major part of the year.(I am afraid we cannot support this
demand as it pre-supposes permancnt sta@atification of agrarian society.VWe :o
not want landlords ultimately, Free peasant communes may be the fransitiomal
stage to a fully desoloped communist societya)

(3) Total and complete ban on leasing of rand except in case of physical disabi
lity or defonce services,(This will abdlish the absolutc ground rent and h
the effect of facilitating greater penetration of capital in agriculturr.
Sec third ¥ol, of Capital by Marx and Lenin’s notcs on it.)

(k) Ceilinys on landkotddngs to be imposed on the family rather than on the indi-
vidual and there should be no resumption.

(1) All factitioms partition ofk land among family members to escape ceiling lawm
to be inquired into be special tribunals pvm\riSing popular renrﬁscufntvau
and annulled, >
(This is new and must be in cnxporated as a concrete damand),

(m) Lower ceilings than the existing ones already legislated to be fixed on 2ll
existiny landholdings.Also lower ceiling to be fixed on future acquisitinns.

(n) The definition of family to be modified to include only husband,wife,sons,
unmarried daughters,grand sons,and unmarried orand daughters tc ensure ajaim-

st clandestine partitions and transfers to escape: ceiling legislations,

(o) The existing exemptions to be forthwith ended, :

(p) Settimy up of an effective machinery to enfomce minimum wages in agriculture:

(g) Land records to be brought up-to -data;

(r) Articlc 226 of the censtitutiom to be amended so as to oxclude land reforn
legislation from the preview of court injections and stay ordors.

It is to bo noted that Y“r.Nalaviyads proposals assume the continued existencs

of capitalist property relationg.

LI
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Dated.27th March,I977, ‘3d, Sharad Jhaveri.
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Critical Notes On;

Programme ofthe Cammunist party of Indiaz (Loft)
Adopted at Calcutta, Pt. 3Ist. November7, 1964.

Gegnaral Comments:

{a) no logical structure;more descriptive than theoritical; %

(b) rdnimum programme provided jno rrovision for transitional demands;

(¢) Though it aims eventually at creation of a 3ocialist Socicty in 1n*il and theyefors
rightly cwithasises the need for a sncialist revolution in India,it rostpones this
task of consumating a socialist rovolution to an indcfinite future;moanwhile it rro
poses to strive for the creation of “pecple’s democracy” headed by the workina class:,

(d) It alsc divides the Indian bourgeoisie into big monopoly and foreizm-mononaly ovicni-
ed bourgeolsie and small lourweoislolPut novwheaiuv Jdufines H1G pourgeoisica

Detailed analysis:-
(a) Its analysis of 1947.Dcad is cvasive and perfunctory. While it states the faect thrc
national libcration movement was led by bourgeoisie,it silently passes over the Srals-

inist contribution to this statc of affairs, )
(b) This srogramme recosmises that the bmsic tasks of a houraeolsie-dem:cratic revilntion
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remain anfulfilled.But it Jdnes not define these tasks nor the motive forces ~f a b urcoi-
isiBemosratic revolution in a backward country like India in precise Leninist tcims.
(S-WQPU (l()es it.

{e) In para(I0) certiin peculiar features of a backward bourgeoisie hijgalichted by Lenin
in his Two Tact:es and Trotsky in his célebrated theory of PIR, Sush as its timidity,
‘ts conpromosiny character ,etc,;are emphasized.dere mjor tenet of Lenin and Trets-
£ 1s admitted but only as a vajyue yeneralization without any attempt having beon
made to dpwaw theoretical description of the various cocial classes of the Indian Re-
volution is provided in this programme, S.W,P, does it,

(e) The proyramme considers only the bily tonopoly section of the indijonous bourgeisie as
opposed to the democratic anti-imperialist tasks of the Indian Revolution.

7 \
(£f) Accato the programme “The presenc Indian State is the orgar of the class rule of the
bourgeoisie and landlor:s led by the big bourgenisie,who are increasingly collaborati
ng with foreign finance capita in rursuit of the capitnlist path of Develorment”,

C Qm: -

_,ﬂ) Prcoent state organ of 2 classes;

{t) Led by only big bourgeolsie;not the bourgerisie as whole;,

Egg And only big bourgesisie eollaboratine with foreionm finance capital.
() Mpalvsis of Agrarian aquestion:-

{a) Only Descriptive ;jand Factaal;
(b) Not thcoretical;
(c) Historical backyground noz rrovided;
(a) Modest capitalist growtk and adequately recoynised;
(h) While the programme dec.ares as its ultimato aim the ecreation ~f communist somicty
for the present it postiones this +task fea Lha £0lluwhbay YEASOLE:=
(I) The degree of evonomic levelopment ;
.2) The degree of <he political -ideological materity of the working class and

) its org; out'ggd out menshevik programme ;both regardel mechanjcal materia-
- 1listically:, “se Trotsky’s ¢ SiIe) ‘ parazion o stages

: of the RGV9lg;iog.

(§) Programme of the peop.e’s demceratic Government;. «
(i) does not strike of blow at the roots of extant constitutioral and state stru-
cture basel n existing capitalist property relations;
(2) assumes naively that bourgeoisice will allow such a Govtjto fmplement this
programme reacefully and democratically;
(3) aims at insulcating patriotism(i) in the army;

(h) (viii) Building of people’s democratic front;
" (a) the term people is a non-class term;henco vague;

(b) based or the coalition of all qainine anti-feudal and anti-imperlalist forces
headed by the working class;

(¢) at present ,extent Govtjto be replaced by a state of people’s democrrcy led b
by the workiny class;n~t the ddctatorship of the proletariat suprrrted by
poor aad landless peasantry; :

(«) at present ,nzture ofthe revelution is anti-feudal ,anti-imperialist,amti-monopoly
and democratisz.whose tasks‘e

(I) Soluzion ofthe A rarian gquestion;

($) Swoapiny Reforms ofthe social system;

(3) Tozal eradication and summary expulsion of the foreigm monopoly capital;

(4) Breathing the power of monopoly capital;

Which reﬂuire ;Opposition ajnimst big bourjecrisie only. ;

(b) “sadership ofthis demncratic fromt is +¢ remain with the working class,

(c¢) The core and basis of the people’s democratic front is the firm alliwnze of
“he workiny class and the peasantry.{entire C class).

Participation; by the diffcrent scections of the bourgeoisic is envisagod,

(4, I03;The rich peasants ,by and large can als~ be brouht int~ the emocrotic
front ond retainel as allies in the people s democratic revolution;
Why? Because henvy taxation:hith prices for industritl deodszand inflation:

constantly harasg thoma
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Then urban and other mi‘lile classestie
Broader scctions of the national bhurgeoisie having no links or no :lurable links with
foreign monopolistseBut its duel naturc is cmphasizod.Every effort wust bae made +o win
them to the democratic front and by a delegent and concrete stuly of their prohlems no
opportunity should be lost by the working mlass to render them support in all their stru-
gyles against both the Indian moncpolists and foreion imperialist competitors.

The
the nation.

party keeps before itself the task of uniting with all the patriotic forces of

It strives to achieve the establishment of people’s democracy and socialist trans-
formation through peaceful mecans,

R'S-P.'S Cliligism Ol B(J‘h RI(Ih! & LS:" C-p-Il

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4) F

No ques
Because
efforts
indgrcc

Neither the “rights “ nor the "left8 regard Socialism or a Socialist Revoluti
tion as the immediate historical or political objective before the Indian
working class;
Both think that the main issue before the Indian peorle is first to complete
the unfinished tasks cf the bourgeocisie democratic or national democratic
revolution.Phe question of moving forward to socialism or to take in hand
the tasks of a socialist revolution eannot arise,in their view ,before the
tasks of the naticnal democratic revolution in India are completed,
In their view ,it will not be possible to move to the next higher stage i,e.
to the stage of Socialist revolution,w1thout completing the historic tasks
of preceding stagco.

Upon this point there is ng_@lifg;gngg,between the fwos

The Bagic Difference Between The Two Is Not So Wide.

For Loft C.P.I.

Socialism of course is the immediate goal,But it cannot be achievel immediat-
cky under wreer .conditions obtaining in India towday,

While Coniress or the big bourgeoisie who dominate it will not be allowed to
participate in the people’s demneratic front,wherever the the Congress adopts
progressive pro-people policy,beft Ce P.l. will qive its unflinchinq support to
such a policye.
The difference between the peﬁple s domocratic front and the national democrat
ic front of Right C.P.I.

In people’s demogratic frent the alliance of tho patriotlc and "democra-

tic” classes is under the exclusive leadership of the working class,in the
cage of national damocratic fropt and the State,the leadership of the alliance
is shared between the national bourgeclsie and the WOrkinq class,

Agcording to Rightists:w

tion of building a general united front with the Congress as a whole ariséses
it includes reactionary elements also.But the party would make “Ceaseless”
to force unity with the progressive forces within the congress directly and
tly also through common masg movemonts,

The Government shall be a class coalition and shall 1nc1ude naticnal bourgeois

elements
classes .l
In

in favour

along with the representatives of the workers,peasants and other patriotic
t will implement the programme of natjonal democracy in non-capitalist way.
this process ,it is envisayged ,the political balance will continually shift
of the working class and the worker -peasant alliance,paving the way for str-

angthening of the leadership of the working class in the state and thus creating condi-

tions for

transition tothe stage of construction of Socialism,

Thg perspective of both of Left CePe and Right C.P. is thua orientatied towards a two
tage or Three stage social and political trahsformation of ‘India,

(1)
(2)

Democratic stagefunfinished tasks of a bourgeoisedemoecratic Revolution to' be

finished. .
Transitional ; Perple’s democracy or national democracy.

Objectives does not go beyond the limits of bourgeols social relations,
It paves the way for but does not direetly lead to socialism, :
(3) Final conswmaticon of the whole process ;Socialism or sofRev.

vth the R‘i

(ht-and Left C.Pa baliave in a-peaceful transition in all these 3 Stages-

o=Democtatic Communism indistincuishablc from Social DPemceratic Revisionismi,
24.7-196G8,
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( Letter fram Com,Somen¥a kumar to Com,Rajnarain Arya,.)

Samstipur.,
lDear Cam,Rajnarain, 21577
Received your Inland letter of 16<5.77.Hope you have Tecelved copies
of our handbill on Ellection of the State Amsembly.,

You have dotte a right thing by reducing the no. of copies of MKK to 50
copies from thig month.Now that MKK is no more a party organ,its sale cannot be pushed.
I am keeping its sale limited only amongst the political elements with a clear under-
stamdinmg that it is not our party organ but the effort of an individual Trotskyst.In
absenﬁEKOf any official organ some informations on Troskyst movement can be avajiled
from

I am unable to agree with the manner in which you suddenly transformed the MKK into
your personal journal.Even on the analogy of ICP it was expected that the full text of
the Cl Election Manifesto would appear in MKK along with your own dissenting view,In-
stead of that you campletely blacked it out,From its very inception Vol,I no,2 (Feb,“74)
the MKK appearcd as a n organ of CL,It would have better if you would have offered to
hand over MKK to the CL, and started your personal journal under a new title,Ybur condu-
ct in this respect only demonstrates that in practice you never treated MEK ag 3. jpurnal
of CL rather you always treated it as your own journal,

On going through your earlier letters once again ,I find that in the past ,on seve
eral occa81ons,y0u had accused me and CS members of giving lift to Rewa shanker and of
trying to run CL with Rewa Shankar,though we never did that.It is so envicus that as
soon as ycu left CL,Rewa Shankar has come close to you ,the difference between wou two
have disappeared or reduced and both of you are working togother.ls there any identity
in the character and method of working of yours and Rewa Shankar that has ultimately
brought you together? I think the identity lies in extreme individualism and hostility
towards disciplined working under our organisation.

You can rest assured of remittance from me for 30 copies of each issue of MKK
so long as the official Hindi organ of CL does not appear.As regards booklets and even
bringing new ones to propagate Trotskysm or to expose the c¢lass colaborationist policies
-8 of Stalinists or for educating the working class,you can surely expect my fulI CO-
operation.

\ Now on your proposal for unity with the ISP led by Bhelasingh and Dr,Halim sszt
giye you some informations on Bholasingh and his group (known at that time as Se
Bihar)fully #uppoeted the emergency measures ,praised Indira Gandhi and functioned as
sattelite of the ~ongress ince then his group has lost its image.PDuring the JePe move-
ment also this group remained allied with Congress and opposed to the JePsmovement. It = .
had neither g working class base nor ycuth following anywhere in Bihar.The trend of the
last Loksaphat election and the anti-congress mood of the’'masses compelled Bholasingh to
adopt the stahkce of building a Socialist party oppoged to Conuyress and JantaeBholasingh

’s carrier started as a rabid Lohiaite vchemently opposed to the concept of class str-

' His newly grouping is facing the electorate not on the basis of principles of
strugglq but CASTE STRUGGLE,I have mo information about the antecedent and role
Ab counter part of this group in U.Ps led by Dr,Haleem.I pPresume both the groups

s¢ciali t grouping +By the way have you got a copy of the programme ‘and policy
nt of this party? To me this group is nothing but another reformidt and ooportu-

ist fisMng in the current parliamentary turmmojl,l dop’t think that any revolu-
ticna rxis can achieve anything by joining such a reformist ,opportunist parliame-
ntary flar y.Ofburse you can find some additional readers and circul tion of MKK in
this o¥oun,
i 7' quAor anybody is force to join this Se P. or any other opportunist group
bu wh& shuld you drag the name of Ce. L.(U.P.) Rewa Shankar always dragged the name of

Gl cyaon fter is dissociation from C.L. and his expulsion by you.Must you also foll-
ow‘tbé‘s ‘methpd to reestablish once again the identity in methods of yous & Rewa’s.
Co i Wi¥h the end of cmergency ,I became too busy due to spurt in Trade Union
'activities .fbe_ ute mill union which was virtually smashed has become reviowed and

has become Vi 4t rong union.We have been able to capture a paper mill union run by the
CPI,. In ancther flhigar mill we have succecded in forming a union and to apply for its
Reglstrat10n. patient working during the entire emergency is ncw showing the results
I am'still buSy nsolidating them an! in keeping them immune from pressure of Janta

wave,:
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As a result,Theee.days I find very little time for devoting to the other essential job
like political reading and writing long letters to Comradeb.lt is for th}s reascn that
your earlier letters have gone unrosponded,

I one of your carlier letters ,you had proposed to bring out the English Journal,
I would not be of any help to you in this project of yours,If the official English Jourem
nal of Cele comes out,then my entire devotion must go for that joumnal.

By the way ,CPI Hindi daily ‘JANSHAKTI’ roports that in U.P.,Dr,Haleem’s Sociali-
st party ,the dissident CFD and the RSP have formed an United Front and fiolded 28I Cande
idates.According to this report,this front is also harping on the hackneyed frases-

"Progressive”and”Democratic” forces.
With greetings.
Yqurs Comaradely,
- porf? o . 3.K Cumar,

Dear Com.Magan, ‘ ’
I cou not write to you for various reasons; the main reason boing mentioned in thi
-is letter.l suggest third or fourth weck of June,’77 for CC mecting or immediately aft-
-er the polls are over i,e. after the IS5 Juneg 21 .Hope by now ,You might have obtained
oprinion from other ccmarades as well on the date of CC meeting Try your best-to secure
the presence of Rashid and Kerala gomrades.l think June being the Dumuwr Vacation period
con, U-N-Roy also will be able to attend. ,
Have you heard from Com,Mahendrasingh? Rajnarain says that cmmjhmendra suppor-
ts Com,Rajnarain ’s stand.
With greetings.
Yours Comradely,
. 3,Kunar,
N.B, Hope you have received the Book-¥ost packet containing a fow handbills
that wo have issued on the Dtate Assambly Elections,

********************

(Report from Kerala Unit on Elcction and other activities ) I :
To C.b-

In Kérals we tried our level best to give publishity about our election fight in
Bardda, Some local Malay l?m papers published it .Our eletion strategy in the state was
I) Support and vote CePe Candidates.Some of our comrades including myself actively
campaigned for G.P.# m) candidates,we supported PsDeFe (K P.R.)group candidates also.Be-
tween CoPe (M) and K.P.R. group our preference was K.PeRe group, 2) Wo have openly state
ed that we won't vote for ruling front ,Janata party ,. d4maident Muslim Ledgue. Where
there is no CePa(M) or K.P.R¢ group candidates we did not vote or campaigned for anybody,
We got maximum publicity in Vernacular papcrs,

After election our State Committee meto e have shalked out a plan to build and
activise our party.Decided to publish a Malayalam pamphlet entitled “A Marxist Critique
of CaPa(M)” For this SC decided to rcquest 03 to grant some finaneial help.

We arc co-operating with PDF(KPR yn the Journal *THIZILAIVARGAM* (working Class),
That co-operatjon can be described as unity and struggle .Open ideclogical struggle in
the pages of T-U-.Our Comrades are very active in the Civil Liberties Union and Social
3cince Socicty. ¢

Through these organizations we are trying to 8et new contact. Ohc of ocur 3C member
has been elcctod as the President of CePe(M) 1gd Ne©@eOeUpjon (Organization of State Govt,
imployees)

We have decided to start News Bulletin in Mjlayalam{Mast of our comrades donot
amow Engish).First issue will come before May day.

Wo want six copies of “IMPRECOR”,Alsc we want copies of "MILITANT*,D.A.,3.A.,
.abour Challenge,Red Weekly,International etc.This will help our work in the “THOZHILALI,
'ARGAM”

We are trying to form a Committce to defend Soviet dissidents.Most probably
cteran Vormunist Leader KPR Gopalan will be the Chairman of this Committoc,
Lal Salacms )
M Rashid,
I10.4.77
P.3s We want one copy of the BOW/C SAMIZDAT.
ope you will arrange some money for our booklet (Critic of C.Pa(M) ),
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