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After the time when these pages were fipished: many
more significant events took place both in India and the world
and all could not naturally come into our purview in these pdges,
but these so far didn’t contradict our stand but entiched tevolution-
o ary ideas and experiences and justified our forecasts. History being |
' ' Deecember, 1044, ! .+ | acontinuous process, it is never safe to point out dny dematcation

g in development : still for the sake of convenience, we must ask the

reader to take this document as a history of communist move-

‘ ment and thought upto the time when Gandbiji was released,
-2 significant date denoting the end of August movement and a
clumsy attempt on the parts of bourgeois and petty bourgeois
parties to wash their hands clean of the responsibilities of the
last movement. Since then efforts have been made torcome to
an understanding with Muslim League on the terms of Pakistan
as advocated and canvassed by the notorious People’s-war-
wallas as a Leninist principle of self-determination. This is
very natural and a logical culmination of their stand which forces
them to go back and back until as at present it is very difficult to
distinguish them from the whole reactionary front of the world.
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Behind the apparent stagnation in the world affairs, very
significant changes are taking place inside all countries of Eu-
rope and Asia and the great process of disillusionment is taking
place revealing the great bluff of Stalinism all over the world.
History, it seems, has again come to a stage when it shall leap
forward with a gigantic stride—releasing the world revolutionary
forces after the most painful period of reaction it has gone
through with the death of Lenin.

We must apologise to the readers for our difficulties
regarding the printing and publishing of illegal matters in right
time and that is why we cannot present these things to public at
the right moment.
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Historical Developement
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Communist Movement in India. -

1917,

From thie heart of the deep white snow welled out the red fire of

revolution. The first rapier thirst in the heart of world-imperial. -
. ism was delivered by the masses of Czarist Russia. Never before

in human history did a revolution kindle so much glow of liope
in so many hearts. The dark, suppressed under-world of human
beings, mutilated in body and soul. opened its Jaws and for the
first time millions of down-trodden throughout the world felt in
their innermost being the assurance of deliverance from an all-
rountd misery and saw the vision of a world whicl was not mea-
sured and grasped by their intellect but was only vaguely felt
instinctively., The masses were not prepared in most of the Eu-
ropean countries for the revolution, social-democratic leaders had
done their job for the bourgeois to perfection. Yet such was the
great urge for freedom-the November Revolution had released.
that the masses in Germany.. Austria, Hungary, Frane could not
but raise the standard of revolution. though only to be betraved
by the Social-democracy.

Such was the gigantic sweep and depth of the Symphony

i "of the November Revolution.

India. isolated segregated and kept in intellectual gua-
rantine by British imperialism, learnt of the Russian Revolutlon
through papers which represented the Bolsheviks as monsters
and were all sympathy for the Czarist government. Practically
"no information about the Revolution reached India in the vears
1917 and 1018
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Only in 1919, some news about the Soviet Government‘
trickled to this country . Some literature of a very vauge charac;
ter reached India alongwith it some loose  talk from persons thr:
had returned to India after the termination of the war. The
middle class intefligentsia which was the spearhead of the national
movement in India, was attracted by the emotional spell of the
people’s revolution in Russia and the Soviet form of Government|
wove round their mind.  For a period of twenty years the middle}
class intelligentsia had adopted the cult of individual terrorism to!
fight foreign rule in Indja, Though it had failed to achicve its:
end it had served jts putpose by emotionally preparing the coun-i
try for a ruthless fight against impeciatist domination in India ard;
also by bringing into glaring contrast into its heroism the petifion-|
making constitutionalism of the-then Congress politics.

The Gandhian epoch of the
nof started yet.

' gigantic mass movement had
The first realisation of the potentiality of a mass
movement dawned to the Tndian intelligentsia through the-
mation, meagre though jt was, of the
window looking out to the masses and
mentally opened out for the first time
November Revolution.

tal vision of the revoluti

infor-;
Russian Revolution. The
kept closed so long, ws |
by the breeze of the great !
A new vista opened out before the mc:nﬂf

. . . L
onary section of the Indian mte]llgentsm.{
Mentally atleast a corner was turned.

3
§
ajeveen movement started .
It was more or less an off-shoot of the Khilafat move. .
ment which was launched in 1919 in order to put pressure on the
British Government to restore Constaatinople to the Khalifa of
Islam as according to the Islamic tradirion, the termaporal sover-
ciinty of the Ihalifa was the indespensable condition for the
cxercise of Khalifa's spivitual powers,
ment in India under the leadershi
Kbhi#lalat one of its main plank
tanaticism for nationalist end,

In 1920, the Pan-Tslamic Mah
in India.

The Nationalist move-
pof Mahatma Gandhi, made
s, with the idea of utilising Muslim

Amanulla, the king of Afganisthan who was anti-British
invited the Indian Musalmans to come and settle down in
Afganisthan if they found that they were unable to perform
their religious duties in British occupied India. At that time

o e i g e

slowly the news of Soviet Russia’s aid to Turkey Sl.}"e“d in the
-country and that deepened the sympathy for the Sevict Govern-
ment in India.

Amanulla’s invitation to the Indian Musalmans was a
political stunt meant to squeeze out some advantageous terms from
the British Government. Ultimately he got what he wanted
British Government recognised the status of Afghanistan as an
independent Sovereign statc.

In may 1920, first group of Mah:iieveens lch Tndia. T]’l;S
migration lasted till the end of 1920 and Ly that tithe nearly 3¢
thousand people had lckt India.

In the first few years neatly thirty per cent of the Maha.
javeens were students from the Punjab, United Provincc.zs, Norah'
Western Frontier Province, Delhi and from some Indm-n stafr«
such as Bhopal, Patiala and Bikanir. Some tried revolm-m‘\nm'wt
from the Punjab and U. P. joined these bands with the idea of
going to’ Soviet Russia.

In October 1920, a group of 36 men who had left Tndia
some months ago nnd"nmong wlom was Shaukat Osmani reach-
ed Tashkent. M. N. Roy who was already in Tashkent met t.hv
group and a course of military training was started for the Indian
revolutionaries. M. N. Roy, brought over by Borodin to Mosr:_nv
from Mexico had been by that time entrusted by the C‘ommum:tr
International to organise contacts with Indian revolutionarics in
India and abroad. He liad in those days established himself.in
Tashkent to get into touch with the groups of revolutionaries
that were coming tothe Soviet Union through Afglmnism-n
taking advantage of the Pan-Islamic movement. Incident:}lig it
must be mentioned here that also a khilafat deputation consisting
of a half dozen of persons and led by one Ikbal Shedai reached
Tuashkent in October, 1920. 1t took thirty thouzand rupces, 1e-
turned to Afghanistan. quarreled amongst themselves and Jdud
not wmme}d to India at all.

When the group had. already completed ten mounths’
training in the Tashkent military Scheol. Shaukat Qsman:
Aldul Majid, and Abdul Kahir Sehrai, these three were setected
for Political training and were sent to Mescow in January. 1221
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Incidentally a fact may be mentioned Lere.
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o do his bit in the movement. M. N. Roy tried hard to dissuade®

e TP T e

Some time alter in Jsmani from returning to India, as he wanted his messenger
March 1921, soon after -the N, E P. was introduced, the Soviet lo reach India before Usmani.

In September, 1921 Shaukat

. o i . ) . ,
Government entered into a trade pact with Great Britain and one {Jsmani left Moscow for India and reached Indiain January,

of the conditions put forward by the British Government asaiggg_
preliminary to the ratification of the pact was the abolition of

the Tashkent Military School.

The school was thus closed down and the Indian revo-
{utionaries who were receiving training thete were also shifted
to Moscow where they were admitted to the Eastern University
for Communist training (known as Kulb in Russian),

About this time in June, 1921, a deputation of Indian

In the meanwhile some fifteen boys who were undergoing
i:ommunist: training in the Eastern University, Moscow returned
to India by the end of 1921 and at the beginning of 1922. Nine
bf them were arrested in 1922 and tried at Peshwar in 1923 and
sentenced to one to two years imprisonment. The trial was
mown as the Tashkend Conspiracy case.

Nalini Gupta who was sent to India by M. N. Roy, reach-
ed India some time in the middle of 1922. He went to Calcutta

revolutionaries consisting of Bhupen Dutt, Lohani, Agnes Smedley,land recruited Muzaffar Ahmed there. Then he went to Bombay

Khankhoji, and Nalini Gupta, and led by Viren Chattopadhaya
arrived in Moscow.

This group represented the Indian revolutionaries who

had during the world—war of 1914 organised a revolutionary centre !

in Berlin. The deputation submitted a thesis on the Indian Po-
litical situation to Lenin, Lenin personally acknowledged it in
a shert note which he wrote to Viren Chattopadhaya, the
leader of the deputation. An interview with Lenin was arrang-
ed in which a detailed discussion was to follow. But M. N. Roy
who was then the handyman of the powerful clique (Borodin
ete.) dominating the Comintern managed through the cligue to
frustrate all the cfforts of this deputation. After a couple of
months” constant but futile efforts, the deputation returned
to Berlin without achieving anything. Roy had already esta-
hlished himself as the obsequious handyman of a powerful Russian
Communist clique in the Comintern which wanted to determine

Lthc Dolitical line, the tactics and the organisation of the Indian

~Revolution and to keep the Colonial Section of the Third Inter-
national as the cligue’s special sphere of influence.

Nalini Gupta who came with the Chattopadhya group,
“had in Moscow crossed the floor and joined M. N. Roy.

In India, in the meantime, a revolutionaty situation has
grown. Under the leadership of Mahatma Gandhi a gigantic
mass-movement had raised its head. Shauket Osmant who was
in Moséow, decided to returp to India as soon as possible in order

and met Dange at the instruction of M. N. Roy. Dange had by
then made himself heard in the city of Bombay by leading a strike
of college students. Nalini Gupta met and arranged with Dange
'the publication of a weekly from Bombay. Sometime in t}}a
Jatter part of 1922 the weekly "“Socialist”™ made its appearance 1n
Bombay with Dange as its editor. Usmani who had returned to
India in January 1922, soon after left for Persia and after short
stay there returned to India again in September, 1922. He and
Malini Gupta had already met in Moscow in 1921.

Nalini Gupta had contacted Dange and Muzaffar and
returned to Moscow to report to M. N. Roy. Soon after Shau-
‘keat Usmani received a letter from M. N. Roy to contact Muza-
¥ifar Ahmed. In May, 1923 Muzaffar Ahmed and Shaukat Usmani
were taken under arrest. Muzaffar Ahmed was released after a
few days but Shaukat Usmani was taken to Peshwar where the
police made strenuous efforts to connect him up with the Tash-
i kend Conspiracy case. For three months Usmani was kept with
[ fetrers as an undertrial prisoner, but as the police failed to impli-
cate him with the conspiracy case, he was released but was
immediately arrested under Regulation 7 of 1818 angd detained as
. a state prisoner.

Nalini Gupta who had gone to Moscow to report to
M. N. Roy, came to India again in the latter part of 1923. Fn
. December 1923; Nalini Gupta and Muzaffar were arrested in
Calcutta. On the 4th of March, 1924 Dange was atrested 1n
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Benibae. Micafar Almed and Nalini Gupta were brought tj

Cawnpore {rom Caleutta, likewise Dange from Bombay an
Qsmani who was already a detenu was brought to Cawnport
rom Peshwar Jail.  1In Cawnpore Jait Osmani, Dange and
Muzaffar Ahmed met for the first titme in March; 1924, Nalini
Gupta was the only one who had known them all before.” O«
the 17th March, 1924 the Cawnpore Communist Conspiracyg
case started. The other four accused in tlie case were, M. Ni
Ray, Singaravellu Chetty of Madras, Prof: Ghulam Hossain of
Lahore and Ramcharan Sharma of Pandichery, '

 M: Ni Roy being in Moscow could not be laid hand upon.l
Ramicharan Sharma absconded: Simgaravellu Chetty was arrested,
but released: on bail as he was old and ailing and. Prof. Ghulamg

. Hostain who was arrested for reasons best known to police, was
“not Brought to trial. So only Osmanii Dange, Nalini Gupta 'and:
Muzaffdr Alimed, these four stood the trial on a charge of sedi-‘f;
tion. The charge against them was that- they conspired with
the Communist International dnd also amongst themselves 1:0;i
deprive the King Emperor of his Sovereignty of British India}
The trial lasted for two months and in May, 1924 thev were
sentenced to four yedrs rigorous mmprisonment each. But both

MNalini Gupta and Muzaffar Ahted were released after the)".

have setved out their sentence for little over a.year on ground of
health. Dange and Osmani served. our theii- full sentence: and

weee released in 1027, ' : -

W ©- i,

At the end of 1995 Naling Gupta and Muzaffar *Ahmed,
who had settled down in Calcutta after their release, hﬁdi
gathered a group of left-wing nationalists around them and an-

neunced the formation of the Pengal Wotkers' and Peasants'
Party sometime in 1926, o

neit “arhesgst them being Naresh Sengupta, the well-known

navelist who was the president of the party, Atul Gupta, a well-t
known _literateup and an equally well-known advecate of Calcutta,

Mazrul Islam, the famous poet, Kutubuddin Ahmed, Samsuddin:
. a brilliant youngman who had alteady}
ihade hisinatk ns the follower of C. R, Das an affar A . N :

‘ 4 ark pr the follower of C. R, Das dnd Muzaffar Ahmed its name fram 'Langal' to ‘Ganavani’ (The voice of the masses),

Ahmed, Hemaata Sarkar,

1

The party then a hand f e sromilk Y EIK ‘
barty t consisted of a handful of men, the promi-f phTty was fmail}r adopted.

Hemanta Sarkar was the Secretary of the party and Foet
Nazrul Islam became the Editor of the Party's weekly organ
‘Langal’ (the plough). Besides Nalini Gupta and Muzaffar
Ahmed; who were communists in thinking, the rest were _ull
petty-bourgeois left nationalists who had been dissatisfied v.'?th
the leadership of the National movement which pulled the reins
of the mass movement in 1920 and 1921 as soon as the masscs
wanted to cross over the boundaries of bourgeois class interest.
It was the . dissatisfaction of the petty-bourgeoisie that reflected
itself in the Workers' and Peasants’' Partv of Bengal. Oné illus-
tration would suffice to show the bourgeois moorings of the
petty-bourgeois leaders of, this party. One issue of ‘Langal“ c'érhl?
out with an eulogy of Siibhas Chandra Bose together with his
horoscope |

Still.the appeal of “"Langal” to these voungmen who dreamt

of freedom when the Non-cooperation movement convulsed.tl.\e
country, from one end to the other, was immense. They were dl!sri-
lusioned and broken hearted. Gandbism had lost its revolutl'on-
ary charm and terrorism had no appeal for them. By the rejec-
tion of Gandhism and terrorism whatever. might have beenl
theit gain in a negative sense, they Had not gaineq as vet
any other }deology ta replace them. Youths at that period were
in a state of intellectual and emotional vacuum.

Saufnfenc?rana'th Tagore who was a staunch Gandhist since

© 1920 and suffered disillusionment like many other voungmen of

that period, was drawn by the first copy of 'Langal‘ whi'ch f?II in
his hands. e joined the Bengal Workers' and.-Peasants” Party at
once and’ readily. In 1926 the. first conference of the Bengal
Workers' and Peasants’ Party held its session at Kfishnanagar,

+ Nadia under the presidentship of Naresh Chandra Sengupta.

Tit this conference tHe constitution ang the lihe-of action of the

A new executive .'w’ns chasen. Naresh Sepgupta- was
re-elected tlie President, Hemanta,Sackar and Saumyendranath
Tagore were electad sectional secretaries of the peasants z'md
workers fronts respectively, Muzaffar Ahmed was elected echto'r
of the barty’s weekly paper which in the meantime had changed
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" Contacts with a few districts of Bengal were also established. In

s Tdeologically the party comrades were least equipped.

" Prasad in U. P., Iyengar in Madras, these comprised practically

(8]
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This was the périod when the first contacts with the wdrking jar
{ off to England at the termination of his sentence. That was

class in Bengal were established. Soumyendranath Tagore and
Kutubuddin Ahmed went to Badartala, a jute area just outside
Catcutta and a meeting of jute workers was held and contacts
were established. “

I%’Lkewise through Hemanta Sarkar'the party had esta-
blished ‘contacts with large number of fishermen of Nadia
district, Goalanda, and Chandpore. Some ex-terrorist elements

belonging to the intelligentsia joined the party during this period.

the meantime a couple of comrades from other parts of India
came to Calcutta. The party had just started to feel the
ground under its feet.

Besides Communist Manifests, M. N. Roy’s secret letters, his
illegal paper 'Vanguard'and a couple of Roy's pamphlets were
all that the'ideological armoury of the party consisted of. The
financial position of the party was precarious in the extreme.
Two small rooms -in a mess in Harrison Road were the office of
the Workers' and Peasants’ Party of Bengal. Comrades had to
work under conditions of semi-starvation and Ganavani had to |
cease publication now and then due to financial stringency.

There were hardly half 2 dozen communists throughout
India at this period. Dange and Osmani were
Muzaffar Ahmed, Nalini Gupta, Saumyendranath Tagore,
Kutubuddin Ahmed and Samsuddin Ahmed in Calcurta, Ajodhya

the entire communist personnel that was scattered in different
parts of India.  As vet there was no communist party,

This was the situation in thg country-wheh George
Allison, a British comrade arrived in India. He came under
a false name with a false passport. Campbell (Allison’s assumed

!

in prison, |

name in India) met the various trade union leaders in the country
and after he had been in the country for quite a long time, he |
rontacted the communists of Calcutta. : !

«  Soon after his false passport was discovered during a raid |
on the Jute Workers’ Union office at Bhatpara.

i
3

Allison war;

i

1l - !

. = i

: and preseated his mandate to Comintern.

¥ Lol

arrested, sentenced to two years imprisobment and was shipped

1926. By the end of 1926I8akfatwala, the famous communist mem-
bet of the British Pacliament, arrived io India. By his wondetlul
oratory vand flaming denunciation of Gandhism. he created o
great impression on the youths of the country. W

The second annuil conference of the Worlers’ ani} Peasants’
Party met in Calcutta in Decentber 1926. Atul Gupta presided
and Saumyendranath Tagore was the Chairman of the teception
committee of the conference. Saklatwala came and addressed the
conference on the second day. In this conference Saumyendra-
nath Tagore was elected the General Secretary of the Workers'

. and Peasants’ Party of Bengal.

Organisaﬁional and propaganda work went apace
A peasants’ conference was held in  Kusthia pr’esidcd
over by Atul Gupta. Through Nalinj Gupta  valuable
contacts with terrorist parties were created and,efforts were
made to win them over to the programme of the Workers’ and
Peasants’ Parties. Contacts with the jute workers of Bhatpard
and the workers of the Titagarh Paper Mills were established.
The base of the party had undoubtedly broadened out but the

¢ ideological preparation of the party members was practically nil.

Our contact with the Communist International was -1
more a myth than a reality. It was truly speaking a contact
with M. N. Roy and his emissaries. Neither the programme of
t_he Communist International nor its vaTious theses on organisa-
tion, propaganda and political subjects were at all known to the.
tomrades of the party. The party comrades were kept on the
ideological diet sampled out by M. N. Roy in the form of secret |

letters, ‘Vanguard' and pamphlets.

This was felt to be too insufficient an ideological
noutishment for communists. It was decided to send some one
to Moscow to establish direct contact with the Communist !
International. In April, 1927, Saumyendranath Tagore , left
for Moscow with-a mandate of the Workers’ and Peasants'..
Party of Bengal, there being no Commiumist Party of India as

ivet. In June, 1927 Saumyendranath Tagore reached Moscow

s
. =

]
L e



*We shall have occasion to revert back to the theory inj
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In persuance of the established rule of the C'ommtcrn.
Saumyendranath Tagore submitted two reports—one!
organisational report and the other political report. Bulxh'mni,
rresided over that committee meeting of the Comintern ini
which the political report was submitted. In the counse of the'
report Tagore pointed out among other things how since the;
world war of 1914, due to war exigencies British imperialism}
had been forced to modify its industrial policy vis a vis'India.!
Its old policy of keeping India as a source of raw material for:
British industries and as a dumping ground for British goods had:
undergone certain modifications due to the presence of econo-|
mic necessities of war, and the new colonial policy of F1nance§
capital. Bukharin in his concluding remarks said that it appear-
ed to hit that a process of decolonization has started in India.

i

c_:dnnéction with the Sixth World Congress of the Communist:
International

Soon after Piatnitsky, the then General Secretary
of the Central Committee of Comintern sent for Tagore and had
a long talk regarding the work of the communists in India.;
It was evident from the talk that quite a different picture off
the communist activities in India had been presented to thet
Comintern by M. N. Roy. Piatnitsky had an idea that there
were hundreds of communists in India in those days. W hen,
Tagore told him about the actual number of communists in
India in those days, which did not exceed more than a doren,
Piatnitsky was quite taken aback. He said that it seemcdi
unbelievable as Roy had reported the existence of hundreds of
communists in India. Tagore told him in reply that Roy might
have hidden those communists in the Himalayas, they werec
neither heard nor seen in India. It was also evident from the talkf
with Piatnitsky that the Comintern had given enormous sums ton
M. N. Roy for financing the communist movement in India
Tagorﬂ informed Piatnitsky that hardly any money had been
received in India and the growth of the Communist movement'

" was tremendously handwanped due to the lack of monevand
*litetature,

From Piatnitsky’s words it was clear that enormous‘
sums had been placed at the disposal of M. N. Rov for c.ttcuné.

Y.
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to all those necds of the communist movement in India.

When Tagore arrived in Moscow and submitted his
repotts to the Communist International and had the '1bov
mentioned talk with Piatnitsky, M. N. Roy was then awhy in
China, * A month or more, after Tagore's arrival in Moscow
M. N. Roy returned to Moscow from China.

It was clear from the talks that Tagore had with Roy
that Roy had already sensed the danger of exposure and was
very keen on Tagore's early return to India. Soon after his
return from China, Roy submitted a report on the political

situation in India in which he picked up the stray remark of
Bukharin about the so-called decolonisation process in India and .

supported it. We shall have occasion to speak aboutitin
connection with the Sixth World Congress of . the ! pmmunist
International. ' : N

In November, 1927 during the ténth anniversary of the
Russian Revolution a conference of the oppressed people of the
East was held in Moscow under the chairmanship of Madame
Sunyat Sen. M, N. Roy and Tagore spoke in that conference
on behalf of India.

In India Dange and Usmani came out of prison in May
and August, [927, respectively. Meantime Workers' and
Peasants' Parties had been orgonised in Bombay and in the
Panjab and an All-India Workers® and Peasants” Party was in
the making.

In November, 1927, the annual session of the Trade
Union Congress met in Cawnpore. This was the first session
of the T. U. C, which was attended by industrial workers. The
Cawnpore Majdoor Sabha was formed in 1922 by Ganesh Shnaker
Vidyarthi, a radical nationalist who was also sympathetic to
the communist cause. The communist and socialist workers of
the Majdoor Sabha worked hard to make the workers T. U. C.
minded. This was also the first annual session of the T, U. C.
to hoist the red flag. Bengal and Bombay comrades came in large
numbers to attend the conference, also Shaukat Usmani, and
Sohan Singh Josh from the Punjab. It was felt at thus period
that the time had come when the wvaricus communist groups

o Ty
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scattered throughout India should be co-ordinated by the crea-
tion of a centralised Communist party of India. In December
19"‘7 during the Madras session of the Indian National Congress
4 dozen communists from various parts of India met in Madras,
amongst whom Dange, Nimbkar and Joglekar came from
Bombay, Muzaffar Ahmed and Abdul Halim from Bengal,
Sohan Singh Josh {rom the Punjab, Singeravellu Chetty, Iyengar
and Ghate from Madras and Usmani from U. P.

Under the chairmanship of Danée, the conference met
where the constitution of the Communist Party of India was
adepted, a decision was taken to affiliate it to the Third Interna-
tional, and a Central Committee of the Party was elected. The
first Central Committee of the Communist Party of India con-
sisted of the following members :— Muzaffar Ahmed. Shaukat
Usmani, Dange, Ghate, Saumyendranath Tagore, and three othets.

Ghate was elected the General Secretary .of the party. A,

future programme was also drawn up, Dange and Nimbkar
were entrusted to organise the Girni Kamgar Union in Bombay.
Usmant settled down in Delhi to carry on propaganda work
through news papers, and Ghate tcok up the work of party
organisation.

In the Madras session of the Congress the little gtoup of
comnmunists made their influence felt. The Communist members
fthe A L C. C. decided to table a resolution on the full inde-
pendence of India in the open session of the Congress and
distributed their leaflets in thousands. Jawaharlal Nehru who
just then arrived from FEurope to attend the Congress session at
Madras,also sponsered an Independence resolution. The Com-
munists withdrew their resolution in his favour and exerted all
their influence in support of Nehru's resolution,

In the middie of 1927 one Philip Spratt, a good but in-
effective man, was sent out to India by the Communist Party
of Great Britain for organising the communist party in  India.
Same months after about October 1927 one Ben Bradley was
sent out by the C., P. G. B. for organising the trade union move-

ment, Bradley had been to India previously. e was in Govern-
ment Service in Peshwar and served imprisonment for cheating.
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_ These twd'Englishmen, who were absolutely raw and,
knew nothing of Indian conditions or the cross-currents of Indian
politics, were made the pontificial authorities of the communist
movement in India. What followed was inevitable. They were 7
the easy prey of the cligue—Ghate, Muzaffar Ahmed and
Joglekar—that had with amazing rapidity crystalised within that
tiny party of a dozen men. The clique and the satraps both needed
each other and were like two sticks made to stand on mutual
support. Patronising, fawning and financial corruption had

branded the growth of tlie Communist Party of India from its
vcrv + beginning. , i3

Usmani who atthat time had settled down in Delhi.

. went to Bombay in April, 1928 and had a brush with Bradley on

the questioh of the immediate task of the party. Usmani
stressed on the necessity of concentrating more efforts on the
organisation of the Party than on the trade unions. Bradley who

- was specially deputed to India for trade union work could not
- allow anyone to minimise the importance of his job, which to

him appeared as minimising his own importance. All that

- Usmani meant and stressed was not the unimportance of the

trade union activity which every Communist knows to be
indispensable basic work of the working class movement but

i the relatively greater importance of party organisation.

In the early months of 1928 news reached India about
the coming world Congress of the Communist International.

Usmani decided to go to Moscow and to place before

- the Comintern the entire case of the Indian Communists.

He informed his party comrades about his plan to

"ieave for Moscow. Dange, the diplomat supported him in
private but expressed his helplessness to suppott him openly.

The triumverate clique— Ghate, Muzaffar Ahmed and Joglekar

- — supported by the' two satraps— Spratt and Bradlev tried

their best to persuade Usmani to give up his proposed trip to

Moscow. When they found that their persuasion had no effect

on Usmani they refused to give him a mandate from ¢he party.

In June, 1928 Usmani left India with two other comrades
for Moscow. He reached Moscow just in time for the Sixth

_World Congress of the Communist International which met
- in the thicd week of June, -1928.
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Aletter had in the meantime’ redclied tlie Comintern
from the Indjan party informing the Communist International}
that Usman; did not represent the parfy at all and that hel
represented none but himself. - ‘

The following were chosen as Indian delegates to the
Stxth World Congress— Shaukat Usmani, Clemens Dutt,}
Lohani, Shafique and Saumyendranath Tagore.

Habib was chosen as the delegate to the Communist
" Youth Congréss whicli was meeting at the same time.

M. N. Roy was in Berlin at that time. He convenienriv]
kept himself away from the Wortld Congress knowing fuily
well  the fires that would be directed rpainst him. Bukharin

presented a draft programme of the Commonist International!

to the Congress. Discussions on that draft programme contia
nued fot weeks and was finally adopted with certdin modifications,

In the micarifime preparatoty ¢ohitiittee meetitigs were}
being held on 4l majot problems. O the Indksts question af

scries Of meetitigs took place. Tt was atterided by n ntiiber of

Rissian cohifades from the Comititern atid by the enfire Indidn]

delefiation.

Bukhiarin’s unfottumate stray rematk about decolonisation!
was the subjéct matter of stiorig attacks hoth in the committee
teetirids and ii tlie bpen session. Undoubtedly the. ¢o-called
decolofiisation theofy was wrong. It Zave quité & Wroig eati-
mation of the role of British imperialism in India and also of
the co-reldtion of class-forces vis.a vis Indian revolution. But agf
has been pointed out earlier Bulkharin had mentioned "the pro-
cess of decolenisation' dniy as a stray remark in his concluding
remarks on the paolitical report presented to the Comintern by}
Saumyendranarh Tagore. Bukharin never for a moment
advanced it as a theory, nor did he add a word more than what!
he hnd said— “It seems = process of decolonisation is going

an,'

H
The real ‘culprits’ were M. N. Roy and G. Lohani!
o Bukharin® was at that time the president of the Communist
‘]nl:crnntiarml, Both Roy and Lohani represented unprincipled:
opportunism and careerism. Lo'jmni left Chattopadhaya group!
and joined M. N. f{oy ‘-‘x};hen Roy through the support of the

Russian clique vanquithed Chattopadhaen group.  Rov, as we

ST NIV, . .=
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shall' seer later 1:‘ the last word in.unscrupulousness so far as it
concerned his own interest. Both these men picked up the
stray remarle of Bukharin about decolonisation and wrote article
after article, veritably b}tilding up a theory out of a stray remark.

Roy was asked to come to Moscow from Berlin,
which he refused on the ground of health. Thus Roy
managed to escape the fire of the opposition  which was
directed against Léhani in the open. session of the Congress.
There was also a joint meeting of the British and Indian dele.
gations. In the committee mectings Usmani and  Tagore
represented two divergent views and estimation on the palitical
situation in India. We shall have the occasion. to go Into
details about it when discussing Kusinen's thesis on the coloninl
problem.

On another issue there was difference of opinion between
Usmani and Tagore.
came in for lot of criticisms during the Congress. There is no doubt
that a two-class party is a theoretical nonsense anda breeding
ground of petty bourgeois opportunism. On the Leninist concep-
tion of one-class party there was no difference between Usmani
and Tagore. The difference expressed itself in the fact that
while Usmani only atracked the workers’ and peasants’ party,
Tagore though agreeing that they should be abolished, main-
tained that the workers' and peasants’ parties played a very
necessary role in drawing the disgruntled petty bourgeonis revo-
lutioparies to mass front.

Trotsky from his exile sent a thesis in criticism of
Bukharin's draft programme. This document marked as strictly
confidential was circulated amongst the delegates. Trotsky's
thesis was a trenchant criticism of Socialism in one country, of
the liason of the communists in China with Chinese bourgeoisic
and of the various other international problems discussed in
Bulkharin's thesis. Delegate after dclegate spoke on  the draft
programme of Bukharin and frem amongst the Indian ci’éiegatcs
Lohani, Usmani and Tasore took part in the discussion.

The colonial thesis was presented by Kusmmén to the
Congress. This was the period when Stalin's cldss-calfaboration-
ist tactics in China had fatally stabhed the ,Chinesc" revolution.
Yet Stalin stuck to hi$ policy with that ignorant obstinacy so

charartarticti; £ 0 A 1+ on

Workers” and peasants’ parties in Indiz-

L)
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concerned, they had no other alternative but to ditto their master
as their neck and pocket both depended on Stalin’s mercy.

It seemed that the tragic experience of China was not
sufficient to stop Stalin and Stalin's men from their class-colla-
borationist policy with the bourgeoisie. It is true thatin China
Stalin's policy bad swung from extreme right to a pseudo-leftist
adventurist stunt. Newman, the Stalinist indulged in 2 most
grusome adventute in Shanghai which cost thousands of
communist lives. This was done by the way of covering Stalin’s
rightist follics during the Comintern Congress. Kusinen dealt
on the revolutionary role of the colonial bourgeoisie in the
national liberation movement. Tagore opposed Kusinen and
pointed out that the colonial bourgeoisie had absolutely no
revolutionary role to play in the national liberation movement
of India or as a matter of that of any colony. On the contrary
the colonial bourgeoisie is bound to play an increasingly
countet-tevolutionary role in relation to the national freedom
movement. *

Finally Husinen's thesis was modified on the basis of the
various suggestions and criticisms made during a week’s
discussion.  The role of the colonial bourgeoisie was  definitely
declared to be a counter-revohutionary one.

* Here is a portion of the speech delivered in the Sixth
World Congress of the Comintern by comrade Narayan, the adop-
ted name of Comrade S. N. Tagore :-— “After our experience in
India, in 1922 when the bourgeoisie betraved the great mass
movement, which shook India from one end to the other, it is
high time now to formulate it more clearly to show that the
hourgeoisie can never {fight imperialism genuinely. The
demonstrations which the Indian bourgeoisie has organised all
over the country against the Simon Commission has given rise to
illusions in the minds of some of the comrades here that the
bourgeoisie is still going to play a revolutionary role in India. But
if we look for 2 programme, the concrete steps the bourgeoisie
in India are taking for the fulfilment of a revolutionary pro-
gramme, in order to carry on a gznuinely revolutionary struggle
agajnst foreign imperialism, we find that there is absolutely no
revolutionary programme at all put forward by the Indian
hourgenisie -

] . € - * .
Tt 1z anlv a i+ weliicly will lond Fo o reimramies AT
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Thete were two- other important reports made in the
Congress—one was the organisational report of the Communist
International, placed before the Congress by Piatnitsky. the

. Secretary of Comintern, dealing with the developement and short-

comings of the communist movement throughout the world, and
the other wasa report on the Bolshevik Party’s method of work
in the Czarist army before the revolution. The latter report was
submitted by Yaroslavsky, the Secretary of the Centrat Control
Commission of the Bolshevik Party.

After nearly a month's session the Congress concluded
in the third weelk of July, 1928,

Soon after the ceasation of the Congress M. N. Ror was
expelled from the Communist International. In the resolution
of the Communist Tnternational expelling M. N. Roy the follow-
ing reasons for expulsion were mentioned :-- (1) Forgery, (2)
Uncomradely behavior, (3) Indiscipline. ’

The first charge requires elucidation. Roy forged a
document in his own hand writing which he wanted to pass off
as Abani Mukherji’s writing. Handwriting-expert of the Com-
intern proved it to be Roy's writing. This hineous crime Rov

S -

better divisions of the spoils which will be gathered by exploiting
the Indian masses. Surely there are contradictions hetween the
imperialist bourgeoisic and the native bourgeoizie as  there
alwass will be contradictions betwecn to plunderers for the

monopoly of the same spoils.  Of course, the Indian Communist

*Party and the proletarian movement there should take advan-

tage of these differences and utilise them for the purpose of the
turtherance of the revolution, but we must not forget that this
quarrel among the national and imperialist bourgcoisie is in the
nature of a family quarrel betwecen two brothers over proprety,
and that the forces of the rising proletariat in India will be met
by a common front of the native and imperialist bourgeoisie. if nat
today then tomorrow. The Indian bourgeoisie is fighting on the
same old constitutional issue, and that is for its own benefits,
1t is clearly seen in all its programmes and tactics, through cvers
phase of its struggle. Even partial ailiance with the bourgenisie
means the abandonment of the slogan of agrarian revoiution
which means the virtual abandonment of revolutionary struggle
in the . colanial countries, especially in such a predominately

[
4 ™.



committed in order to put Multherji in difficulfics. The other two
charges require no clucidation, they are clear enough.

From the above-mentioned resolution of the Comintern
it is clear that Roy’s expulsion from the Communist International
was not due to any political difference with Stalintsm. Roy, the
careerist, always served the man in power. He was always the
most servile agent of Stalin and is still a Stalinist with the hope
that the wheel of fortune may turn in his favour and he mayv
agnin be re-instated in his former position by Stalin.

Roy joined the Brandler opposition in Germany, onl«
after his expulsion from the Communist International. And
he did that only to give a political colouring to his expulsion.
After covering his expulsion with a political coating he reverted
to Stalinism soon after. :

z

*There was at this time sorme sharp differences between
Kusinen and Tagore on the question of the management of
the Indian affairs. Tndia being a colony of British imperialism,
it was natural that the Communist Parties of India and Great
Britain  would evolye special contacts for revolutionars
activities. But what actually happened was that the British
Communist Party wanted to monopolise and boss over the
Communist Party of India in the same way as British imperialism
bossed and monopolised India. In the eyves of the clique in Comin.

tern, which arranged the Indian affairs in this  way, this was

internationalism and to criticise this was nationalistic deviation. .

Such was the bureaucratic conception of internationalism of
the clique dominating the Comintern. * -

agricultural country as Indin is. I think that this formulation
is not a happy formulation and neither a right one. I emphasise
that the bourgeoisie in India has completely gone over to the side
of the rea ction, if not as vet to the side of open counter-revo-

lution.” (from—International Press Cortrespondence. Page 1203).

* Another portion of Comrade Narayan’s (the
name of Comrade S. N, Tagore) speech is being given here i
The “colonial aspect of the world revolution as formulated in
the programme confronts us with certain di fficulties.

adopted

Take for example. that section in the firsr chapteer of

~ imperjalist home countries".

e

Fl1o1

The Indian comrades present in Moscow hardly knew
what arrangement the Piatnitsky-Kusinen cligue w
with their yes-men of the Communist Party
aboat the work in India.

ere making
of Great Britnin

Both Clemens Dutt and Lohani expressed to Tagore
their dissatisfaction with the way Indian affairs were conducted
and managed by the Comintern. But thev were not ready to
bell the cat. That they conveniently left to Tagore. Tt resulted
in Tagore's brush with Kusinen. Tagore decided to return to

India. End of December, 1928 Tagare left Soviet Russia for
Berlin on his way to India. '

Shaukat Usmani returned to Indiz in Decemher, 1928
and Immediately proceeded to Calcutta to meet other comrades.

The All India Workers' and Peasants' Party’s conference had

just then concluded its session in Calcutta. ‘

*

Allvthose Important communists  who had gathered in
Calcutea, because of the All India Workers' and Peasants’
Party's conference, held 2 Party meeting and exhaustively
discussed the tasks that were facing the communists at that
particular time, Work was concretised and alloted to each
and every comrade, Muzaffar, Halim and Spratt were given
the charge of Bengal work. such as the jute workers’ organisation
etc. Dange, Nimbkar and Mirajkar (who was not 3 party member
vet but whoge application was under consideration) were
entrusted with the work of organising Bombavy textile workers,
Bradley and Joglekar were given the charge of G. . P. Railwav

workers, Sohan Singh Josh was given the charge of the journal
“Kirti” (Revolution).

the draft programme where we find the statement: ““That the
colonial movements of the proletariat should march under the
leadership of the revolutionary proletarian movement in the
This means that the proletarian
movement in India should march under the leadership of the
British Communist Partv. or, that the Javanese Communist’
movement should march under the leadership of the Dutch
Communist Party. Nobody will deny that
structure of British imperialism Ind;
connecred wirh

in the organic
a and England are closels

each other and for the same "the

reason
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Usmani was to organise the N. W. R. and Ghate, the
secretary of the Communist Party, was to devote himself to
party organisation.

By the end of January, 1929 Usmani went to Bombay
by the order’ of the party to edit the communist party's Urdu
weekly ‘Pyeme Majdoor” (The workers' Message). Dange
started weekly ‘Iranti’ in Maharatti. Only three issues Of
the Urdu weekly had come out when on the 20th of March,
1929 arrests took place all over India. All the prominent
-communists, some well-known Trade-Unionists and a sprinkiing
of left-wing nationalists were * arvested. Altogether thirty oue
persons were arrested. Large number of persons outside India who
could not be arrested were declaved by the Government as
accused in the case. Amongst them were M. N. Roy, 8. M.
Tagore, G. Lohani, and Mahammad Ali. ’

. The Meerut conspiracy case started on the 12th of
June, 1929, Tagore who was in Germanv at that time was
informed not to return to India just then but to wait till the
trial end as Tagore’s letters to Muzaffar Ahmed and Kishori Ghosh
and also Mnzaffar Abmeds' letters to Tagore were the exhibits
on behalf of the prosccutioh in the Meerut conspiracy case.

The ‘case dragged on for more thaa, three years and ended

only in August, 1932 Judgement was still pending. Nothing
made so much propaganda in India for communism as did the

. T . Yeos o
Lieerut conspiracy case. The entire atteation of political

India was fozussed on the Meerut conspiracy case and huandreds

of radical youths werz drawn to the Communist Party because
of it. There was also good bit of propaganda in the International

Press,

Communizt Parties of Tndia and Britain are also orgamcn]l_v.

linked up with each other for carrying out the Proletarian
Revolution in these two countries, but this on no account
means the subordimation of the colonial party to the leadership
of the party of the imperialist home country.
that the author. of this Draft Programme does not mean this at
all.  But the formulation forces one to this conclusion and we
must correst this.  Of course the movements in the colonial

I atm guite sure!

i
i
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One can say with justice that the Meetut conspiracy case
placed communism on a sure foeting in India.

In the prison the witch's cauldron was boiling. The
clique of Ghare, Joglekar, Muzaffar, Spratt and Bradley was
carrying on its nefarious activitjes. Dange was charged with
sectarian activities in the middle of 1929, Tt was alleped that
Dange was trying.to monopolise the Mahratt; weekly “Kranti”
and that he was carrying on fractional activities in the Girnj
Kamgar Union against the interest of the Communist Party.
Controversy and bitterness developed to such an extent that
Dange resigned from the Communist Party, though later on he
explained it away by saying that he had seceded from the
communist group in the Meerut jail but did not resign from the

Communist Party, While in jail Dange had a visit from Victor
Sassoon, the Bombay mill-owner,

Funds were being raised in India and in England for
conducting the case. As soon as funds began to pour in,
disagreement started. The cligue wanted to keep the funds
entirely in the control of the communists whereas Usmani
and a few others maintained that the funds, raised for the
defence, should be controlled by alt the thirty-one accused of the
case irrespective of whether they were communists, nationalists
or trade unionists. Sharp differences manifested on this issue
between the sectarian cliqgue and Usmani and others.

The cleavage deepened when on their way to the Almora
Jail, the clique let down Usmani when he had a fight with the
police. When Usmani went on huager strike as a protest
against police behavior, the clique not only did not support him:
on the contrary, did everyhting to run him down. In
September, 1932 Usmani tendered his resignation from the Party,
But the clique did not stop at this. From

prison thew sent cur

countries should not be deprived of the experiences of the world
proletarian movement and of the guidance of the Communist
International. The oaly leadership acceptable is the leadership
of the Communist International. T think the formulation should
be made quite clear and this Section should be differently
feimulated. (from Tuternational Press Correspondence, pagel203),




fetters to Bombay to their yes-men to start a campaign of vilifica-
tion against Usmani in the press. All sorts of baseless and dirty
propaganda they started against Usmani in the press. They

even went sofar as to bring out in Bombay press that Usmani |

had applied for King's pardon !

In January, 1933 judgment was delivered in the Meerut |
conspiracy and the curtain was drawn on a case which dragged ‘

on for four long years.

In January, 1934 Saumvendranath Tagore returned to
india. In Europe he had lived through the Nazi counter-
tevolution in Germany in 1933. The European working class
was facing one of the greatest crises in its existence.

Prolecarian revolution was at its lowest ebb in Europe.
Thousands of German communists, socialists and radicals had
left Germany and settled down in Paris.
centte of the revolutionaries from all the countries of the world.

The German debacle had opened out the flood gate of fascism|

in Europe. Deep and anxious discussions were going on
amongst the revolutionaries in Paris. The causes of the defeat
of the revolutionary forces in Germany in the haunds of Hitler’s
counter-revolution, the perspective of the proletarian movement

in Europe, the immediate strategy and tactics to be adopted by|

the proletarian front for stemming the fascist tide, so on and so
forth, all these problems engaged the deepest atteation of the
emigre revolutionaries in Paris.

Tagore who had gone to Paris immediately after hig

release from Nazxi prison, was in constant touch with the revoiu-
tionaries of all shades of opinion. In that huge
demonstration which took place in Paris in May, 1933, Tagore
was one of the speakers.

build up an anti-fascist front

Paris in 1933 was thie}

anti-Nazi

He had in the meantime met Romain
Rolland and got from him a message to the Indian youths tq
Tagote also met Henri Barbusse!
the President of the International League against Fascism and

War and made with him all atrangements for opening a national
branch of the league in India

3

H

Soon after his return to India Tagore published his book
“Hitlerism or the Aryan rule in Germany”. This book was
published by ane Abdul Hlalim on behall of the Bengal provincia)

£asl

branch of the Communist Party of India.

Abdul Halim whose services to the Workers' and Peq-
sants’ Party of Bengal were always strictly limited to the manual
plane and to the creature comfort of Muzaffar Ahted, was
Muzaffar Ahmed’s pet creature. After the arrest of Muzaffar,

Muzaffar managed to put Halim on the. head of the Bengal
organisation of the party.

After the publication of his book Tagore received a note
from Abdul Halim to ‘the effect that they did not agree to the
viewpoint of Tagore regarding the causes of the victory of
fascism in Germany.

Tagore had written in this book that the reason for the
tragic defeat of the German working ¢lass in the hands of Hitler
and his gang was due to the treachery of German Social-demo-

cracy and the fatal political mistakes committed by the Commu-
uist Party of Germany.

This statement was objected to by the chorus:bor of

Halim wrote to say that they had received the
resolution passed by the Communist International on the
German situation. In that resolution the German socialists
had been made entirely responsible for the Nazi victory in
Germany, and the Communist Party of Germans's political
line and tactics in this period were declared to be correct.  This
suicidal, uvnrealistic and thoroughiy ignorant resolution of the
Stalinist clique in Comintern was a sure indication of the utter
degencration of the Communist International. Once a mighty
erganisation of world-revolution in the perind of Lenin, fcarlcss-—
ly criticising its own mistakes, it had been slowls transformed
by Stalin into a clique apparatus, fearful of historical obiectiviry
and mindful of s own existence onlx. ' |

Stalin.

Great dissatisfaction prevailed in the ranks of the
communists of Burops and Amertica regarding this resolution,
Specially amongst the German communists including  such
Stalinists as Neumann and Ramelle. there was pgreat dis-
appointment and disagreement with the resolution. Evervone
felt that it was a resolurion completely unworths of the  critical
and revolutionary tradition of Lenin's Third International. Men
who had been for years Stalin's stool pigeons such as Hans.
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Neumann,
extremely

Ramelle ete. they even could not swallow this
stupid resolution. Dissension and revolt were
rampant even in the orthodox rank of the Stalinists. Later on
Neumann and Ramelle paid with their lives for this disagree-
ment with Stalin.

There is no doubt that the German Social-democracy
had betrayed the revolution and was moreover to a very great:
extent responsible for the victory of fascism in Germany. But
that is not the whole truth. The general anti-revolutionary
and at all critical periods counter-revolutionary tendencies of
the German Social-democratic leaders were known to everyone
since the imperialist world-war of 1914. Lenin had waged
decade-long war against the opportunist and compromisa-craving
leadership of European social-democracy in general and the
German Social-democracy in particular.  So the betrayal of the
revolution by such lackeys of the bourgeoisie may be tragic
but nothing unespected and surprising.

But what about the Communist Party of Germany which
was formed with the object of wresting the working class from the

clutches of the German Social-democracy and of organising the }

proletariat for the revolution? In 1933 when the German

Communist Patty had sent uearly one hundred deputies to the |
Reichstag, when it had built up an enormous party machinery :

bad its own powerful press and had even gained some seats at
the expense of Social-democracy, lhow was it that it collapsed
like a house of card at the crucial moment of Nazi onslaught ?

This question was worrying the revolutionary communists |
all over the world, and they were determined to go at the :
In 1923 the |
itself under the Teadership |
of the Communist Party of Germany and was ready for |

reoz of the problem and to find the answer.

German workingclass had placed

revolution. At Strelitz in 1920 the Social-democratic party of

Germany had polled 25 thousand vdtes and the Indepen‘dcnts:.
In July, 1923, at Strelitz, the Social-democratic |
party polled 12 thousand wvotes and the Commuuist Party 11;

2 thousand.

thousand.
Voating 1 Berlin Metal Workers
1 thousand votes in favour of the communists and 22 thousand

Union resulted iny
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vdtes for the Social-demeerats.

Of 99tk July, 1923 4 conferends of Yéff-wirié deputies
demanded ‘4 cessation of coalitin with the ‘bourgeoisie and
co-operation with the Communist Paity,

Brandler, at that time the leader of the Communist Party

of Germany, declared in a meeting of the Executive Committec
of the Communist Iiternationsl—""Thete were signs of rising
tevolutionary iiovemnetit, We had femporaiily the majority
of the workers behind us, and i tlie situdtion believed that
undet favodrable clttumstanicés we éould proceed immediately
to attack”
Lenin was in death bed at that time but Stalin who
was alréady controlling the party apparatus in the Jadt dajs of
Lenin, wrote in g letter to Zinoviev and Bukharin—""1n riy
opinion tﬁe Germans must be curbed and riot spurred om"  Thi
reasons that Stalin gave for backing his opinfon was amazingly
naive. He wrote—"When we seized power, we had in Russia
such reserves'as (a) Peace; (b) the Tand £ the peasants, (c) the
sUpport of the great majotity of tie workingdclass, (d) the sym-
pathy of the peasantry. The German communists at this moment
have nething of the sore.”

It vras absolutely historically fslse to say that "“The errmﬂn
communists at this moment have nothing' 6f the sért” The
German communists in 1923 Rad the Backing 6F e majority
of the German workingclass. Moreovey Germany was ot pie-
dominantly a peasant country likeé Ruisia, The numerically
powerful' and politically consciois Gerintin' proletatidt in the
course of its revolutiotiary march would havs swept tHe Pedkantiy
along with it against the Junkerdom. The oFBat p¥ty bdirglisie
would have also fallen-in line with the révSlidEion” for s iaherent
grudge against high: fiance, But thed 1€ wdl dbt ratddify tHut
stood against thie. revolution, it way Stalin's: lackiof faith in-the
proletariat and-world«tevolution: thar militated dgaitist'it. And
that is clear from-the following words of Stilin—"Of tbiiise tHed
have.the-Soviet-natidn as thejr neighbouf, #Hith e did not have,
but what cdn.we offer them at the present ismeit?"  Already
Stalin was on-the why of fetting dbwii €' orlilivedolution
for socialism (?) in one country.
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But the most amazing passage is yet to come, Writes

Stalin in the same letter-—"Of course fascists are not asleep, but
itis to our interest that they attack first @ that will rally the
whole workingclass around the communists (_Qergmny is not
Bulgaria). Besides according to all informations the fascists are
weak in Germany.” I o
Thus the German . COmMunists wére asked [by Stalin tg

wait till the fascists attack. According to ’him,, it is to the
interest of the communists that the fascists attack first | This
was in 1923 and exactly ten vears after we hadopcagion to see
if it was to the interest of the Communists to let the fascists
attack first ! Moreover Sealin had the informatiou_ that “‘the
fascists are 'wedlf in Germany.” So from Stalin's superb reasoning
itfollowed £had the commurists should ot attack first but should
allow'the fizcists to eittqck first : but as the fascists were wéak we
should wait till-they were strong ta attack, for surely the fastist§
were not such'fools ehat they would attaé:ié wlien they were weak !
Yt Sueh is'the extraordinary logic of Stalin ! But whatever

may lie: tlig "quality of that logic, the net result was the betraval
of't'hg-rd'vb ution in Germany, ) o . -
v b e meanwhile Brandler was forced by Stalin even to

enter a coalition government with the Social-democrats.

; .'{",,Ilf:' is difficult to visualise a more opportune moment for

revolution in Germany than that of 1923. Later on Brandler was
to pay for "_'St'aliu’s betrayal_ of the German revolution, Stalin
put all the blame on Brandier for.the failure of 1923,

Alter sacrificing Brandler as the offering to the tribal-

god, Stalin in 1924 swung the German " Communist Party from
its ultra-rightist course to the ultra-leftist course. - Since 1624

to 1933, this ultra-leftist course was followed in Germany and

this was the reason why the Communist Party of Germany failed
50 miserably in 1933,
(known asR. G. O. in. German), the unjeed front from below

tactic, the slogan “Social Fascists™ coined by the German Stalin- - §

ists to dub the Social-democrats and the-undeizestimation of the

Importance-of the middle strata in the revolution, all these serious -
[[anders were at the.root of the defeat of the German working- -

class by Germian fascism.

The Red Trade Unjon Organisation’
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. But then the Stalinists of ‘Europe-and ‘America may get
p_er.turbed_. they may be overwhelmed by ‘the ehormity of the
Qertnan trafedy and may for once be shelled by colossil revoly.
twn.ary tragedy out of their cligue-bound existence but not the
.Indian_‘.StaIinists; Theése Indjan Stalinists had their social root
111 the fgst degenerate section  of the Indian petty bourgeoisie.
Thezse S'tah'nists. In fact; represented the “lumpen intelligentsin
section of the'intelligentsia, R

Ignorant'ax1d gréedy, dishcm'éét'éﬁc'}'izfjsgrUpulous. fawning
to the strong any utterly 'd'islé'y_ai to Efxeﬁ::-é\_v“n '\_co}nr':ades, these
despicable Indian Stalinisis 25 tile samples of lumpen fnellr.
Bentsia, were only concerned wiik tfle'gir pocket-nerves which by
the way were being sutficiently tickled by lSt-aH‘n.'__- ’, '

To th_e Indian chorus-boys of Stalin.;the Comintern
resolttion on’ the German debiacle wasxt _et,ftblytgltégra.wllicll,
Yequired no analysis. Yt was to ‘be accepted -js‘:v_it"h‘ the. same
religious irrationalism which marks tilé';xé:ce{:éthcé of religious
dogmas by rg]igious people all’over tile nOIt‘lld . <;'.._<,'; )

e T =4l
‘Tagore in his reply to.tl}éﬁStqliriisgsv;.,goipted out the
necessi,_t_v of a tlhgrough. study of the causes of the German
tragedy, and of fo;ming considered opinion on the basis of such
studies, irrespective of resalutipns. But the p'ot':ket—nerves of
thg lumpen intelligentsia stood agains&;,the‘ir taking such g
rationa] a:ld:rgvollxtionary attitude towards politica] happenings, .

'_l"he fight with the clique started.

{ . Lty . . i
In1931 a Red Trade Union Congress had been establish. g
v thg Communis:.ts in opposition te the existing All India Trade
Union Congress. " This ultra-leftist move was suicidal.  On the
one kand th'e_‘ peiwl_v grown trade unjon movement of Indiy was
weakened by thjg split, on the other hand the communists hiad
Segregated themselves from the mass of the organised worlers,

. Tagore condemned this ultra-leftism ang advised the
d¥ssolutior.1 of the Red Trade Union Congress and the functioning
th‘r.opgh the All India Trade Unjon Congress. | Tagore pointed
E‘Z;‘}fie-'ﬁiﬁ““-ﬁiffedh‘oiﬁ-fﬁéffﬁ-fi oo o opreition i

iny h L to m se e ¢ percent of the
Or8anised workers and how it proved fq t'all't'outhl;é cause of the

- revolution,
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But historical experience never teaches the Ind}an‘chc-m-
rus-boys of Stalin anything and the revolutionary thlI‘II{v}'Ekg.'lS
foreign to their nature. So Tagore's pleading want unheee.led in
1934 In 1935 when Stalin had swung from ultra-le&.tism o
ultra-rightism all along the line, his Indian gang re.{fentedi:he
order to liquidate the Red Trade Union Congress. This time no
argument was necessary. Lhe order of the pay-master -.v‘_vas i1
sufficient argument. In the Calecutta Session -t?f'-the .4 C
presided over by Hariharnath Sastri, the Stalinists grovelled
on the dust before the reformists and conceded more grounds
in their indecent haste to carry out the order of d:eir -pﬂy-mastfa'-r
than it was nécessary. “Tagore also participated in that parti-
cular meeting in which the final dissolution of the Red T u.C.
was accomplished,

But in 1934 the Stalinists stuck to their blunder with. tl.le
obstinacy of hirelings whose thought process consis_f:s.0n¥y-. in
carrying out the order of the pay-master. In 1934 the Stalinists
had also assumed an ultra-leftist attitude towards {:he petty
bourgeois intelligentsia. Having come from the lumpen
section of the intelligentsia, these men suffered fror-n' a sense of
inferiority complex visavis the intelligentsia. This preventgd
them from making an objective estimation of the role of tl?e
petty bourgeois intelligentsia in the revolhtionary‘mo?ver?_ent ;‘n
India. They alienated the most radical sectior} of the li.ltf!“]—
gentsia and picked. up the lumpen. That suited the chq}.ze
alright but was detrimental to the development of communist
movement in India.

Tagore stood against this tactic of alienating Fhe intelli- .“
gentsia. The need of the professional revolutibnafms for the |
communist- movement in India was too 3
great and urgent to be trifled’ with.  And in thg‘conditio?s of ¢
India in 1934, only the intelligentsia could supply the professional :

development of the

revolutionaries.

Disagreement on all these fundamental questions continued |

till the middle of June, 1934.

a campaign of distortion of Tagore's viewpoint. The' clique was

frightened lest the control'of the apparatus slipped awayv from its

The clique of Somnath—Halim
controlling the Benga! apparatus of the Stalinist party atarted {

et
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When after a series of discussions with the various

d of other parts of India it became quite
evident that corruption’ and degeneration had eaten up the core
of the so-called Communist Party, it was decided to start
another paralie] party.” In 1934, the Communist League
of India was started with Sudhir Dasgupta, Probhat Sen, Ranjit
Majumdar, Arun Banerji and Saumyendranath Tagore as its
members. Communist League was chosen because
of its historical association with the Communist League of Karl
Marx, Marx and Engels had published their epoch-making
“Communist Manifesto” on behalf of this League.

Ganavani ( the voice of the ma
first as a weekly, then as the monthly organ of the party. Marx-
ian literature poured out of the Ganavani Publishing House. In
1938 *Red Front™, the illegal organ of the party made its first
@Ppearance with the draft platform of the Communist League.

The programme dealt mainly with the fi

oliov{ing subjects :-
(1) The Role of the Indian bourgeoisie,

(2) The Indian National Congress,
*(3) The character of the Indian revolution,
+ (4) The political misdeeds of the Stalinists
-and (5) The tasks before the Communist League.

The name

sses Jmade its appearance

at this

People's Front tactic, The
Swan-song of revolution—the class-collaborationist tune of

Menshevism—became the main tune of the chorus-boys all over
the worid. In India this class-collaborationist Neo-menshevism
expressed itself in the Jndian Stalinists' sudden outburst of love
for the bourgeoisie and for the bourgeois Congress. They had
since long characterised the Indian revolution as a bourgeois
revolution, but now- this ignorant blunder was made doubiy
worse by ascribing revolutionary role ( later on of course they
chanded this revolutionary role into an oppositional role of the
bourgeoisié. ) to the bourgeoisie. The wholesale condemnation
of the Congress gave place to uﬁprincipled sycophancy of the
Congress. The Coungress became by a stroke of the pay-master's
pen the only antj imperialist organisation, the realisation of the
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Indian people’s anti-imperialist struggle and the organ for the
completion of the national revolution ! '

Here are some relevant quotations from the Drafe Plat- -

form of the Communist League of India in Red Front No: 1
Vol 1l :— ) ‘

" Colonies and dependencies of which India constitutes a
classic example are the deeper reserves of}.'imperialism. Tt is
out of the vast reservoir of colonial super-profit that the imperia-
lists bribe a section of the proletariat at home, infect them

with a national chauvinism and thus secure the social-economic'

basis of reformism in the labour movement. Now if the
imperialist system of exploitation is to be destroyed thé world-
front of anti-imperialist revolutionary forces must extend from
the wvery centre and heart of the imperialist home countries to
the colonial .lands.- The final defeat of Imperialism: is then
conditioned by.the emancipation of the colonies from the'dcto-
pus of Imperialism. This is why in the anti-imperialist struggle
the movement for the liberation of the colonies is an important
and decisive factor-—a factor of revolution.”

]

“The npational question, the problem of national
emancipation, of independent national development is nota static
question. It must not be viewed as an extra-historical pheno-
menon, an abstract metaphysical concept isolated and detached
from the central task of the epoch, the overthrow of imperialism
and the establishment of socialism. It is only anitem, a signifi-
cant detail in the general process of historical social changes.
It has no absolute or independent magnitude but is determined
by the whole course of social development.™ ‘

Eol L2

“"But in this epoch of the decline of imperialism and
of proletarian socialist revolution, the content of the national
liberationist struggle of the colonies and dependencies has
changed. The bannetf of bourgeois nationalism is discredited.
The concept of bourgeois emancipatory national movement is
sterile.  The fight for national freedom shall be won under
the bauner of proletarian internationalism, under the banner
of the socialist conception of self-determination. The national

Ty
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qt_iestion has grown into the general question of liberatitig the
nations, coldnies and semi-colonies from the yoke of impétial-
ism. "'

hd #

“Historically, the I. N. C. was the politicdl organisation
of the Indian national bourgeoisic, who created, fashioned,
moulded and weildg'd it for wringing some conékssions from
British Impérialism. *~ Objectively, it thub - nitidted the first
phasé of anti-imperialist struggle.  Gradually {t¢ social base
widented.  But chis widening does not chahge the éladd-role and
class-face of the congress. After reaching a definivé stige of
struggle the' socfal class leadership of the congtess, cxuglic in
tlte’ mésh: of* inherent socidl contradictions, tries to Blant the
revolutionary edge of the anti-imperjalist struggle. Neier-
the-less its social class-basis is wide enough to. enfold vast
masses of the middle classes, peasantry and the workers, It is

in this sense that congress is a multi-class organisation. Tliat '

is why in the anti-imperialist united front of the people, the
national congress-is a factor of account but not the organisa-
tional realisation of the anti-imperialist people’s front,

i . w»

" The working class must necessarily constitute the *
driving force of the Indian national revolution. And the prole-
tariat and the peasantry cannot grow into a vital political
force if they confine their struggle to economic sphere only.
In fact the rigid division -between political and economic
struggle is arbitrary and fantdstic.  Economic struggle shades
off into politig:ai struggle and political struggle develores into a
struggle for power of a particular social class against some other
social class or classes. The' working class and the peasantry
through their economic organisations cannot indeed participate
as a class in the political struggle for national independence.
It is through. the political party of the proletariat that the
working class and ‘the peasantry fashioned into a distinct poli-
tical force in the process of active political struggle will
participate in and. guide the national revolution.. But the work-
ing class and. the peasantry must at first become independent
political force before they can be the central dynamics of the
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anti-imperialist struggle. The very idea of an alliance necessa-
tily involves and postulates independent existence of the class
organisations forming the alliance.” '

“The working class is not simely an aggreqgate of indivi-
dual workers. The working class is a developing sacial force -and
can [ulfil its role in the anti-imperialist shruggle onfy ac_{-‘ing as a
class. Hence individual- enrolment of workers in the hational

congress does not enable the working class to infuse its militancy

into the national struggle. Simple numerical addition of some
thousand workers to the national congress shall not enable the
working class to act as powerful social lever in raising the anti-

imperialist struggle to a higher and more consciously revolution-
ary plane.”

1

& 3
\

s “We are not opposed to fractional work in reformist
‘trade unions but we must not forget to organise independently
vast mass of 'un-organised workers. MNeither are we opposed to
co-operation with the congress on specific issues but we are
not prepared to perpetuate congress influence in the working
class to transform it into , bourgeois reserve and paralyse its
independent class-action.”

& *

&

“The threatening growth of really revolutionary upsurge
of the exploited and toiling masses of Indla, not only against
British imperialism but also against its native servitors, seriously
set the congress leaders a-thinking. The rapidly growing mass
revolutionary. temper must be kept withii proper limits under
the stupefying bourgeois influence. Gandhism! as the theory of
class-collaboration, as a powerful brake upon revolutionisation
of the masses proved inadequate to the changing coﬁdition‘s.
The political terminology of cangress leadership miust be smack-
ing of more revolutionism and radicalism. A new type of men
must be requisitioned to steer the congress helm. The rank
and file of the bourgeois political party was greatly dis-illusioned
by the.ctiminal treachery and betrayal of the anti-imperialist
struggle. They tended to break away from the céngress. Thus.

i
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' when the bourgeois congress was threatened with the loss of its
" social base, congress-"‘socialism” stepped in and stabilised the

social base of the bourgeois congress. The task of keeping the
process of radicalisation confined and restricted within and
under thé¢ congress was set forth in the Congress~3ocialist of
29th September, 1934, “Hitherto elements dissatisfied - with the -
policy, officially pursued by the congress tended to break away
fromit...... with the formation of the congress-socialist party
we hope the stage of infantile disorder is over."

#
* . * -

“That Congress-"Socialism™ is a left- manouyre.-of the
bourgeoisie and not a-radicalising agency and that:it- cannot be °
the rallying ground- of . the anti-imperialist. elements are - deter-
mined by its (a) attitude to the congress, (b) its-work in the-cdng.

ress on definite issues and (c) characterisation of the nature of
colonial revolution.”

'\;,‘

#* - E ) &

“The immediate task of the communists is —

(1) To speed up the independent communist organisation
of the working class; peasantry” and the middle-class.

(2) To organise and ‘develop independent tlass organisa-
tion of the working class and the peasantry 6n the basis of clnss
sttuggle, on the basis.of unflinching oppositign to  latilordism,
capita'ism ‘imperialism and to maintain their ideological and
political independence,

(3} To.develop the anti-imperialist movement along the
active struggle for the immediate class demdnds of the toiling
masses, along. the lines.of clsss struggle, for. raising the tempo,
width and. intensity of the movement.

(4) To organise a genuine left bloc within the congress
to-deepen-and sharpen.the conflict between the counter-revolus
tionary leadership and the anti-imperialist tank and file ond to
rally the rank and file around the genuine - anti-imperialist

- platform, developing outside the congress,

(5) To detect every subtle bourgeois manouvre ( eg.
Jawharlal's “‘socialism”, Roy's theory of multi~class-leadership
etc. ) and apply communist criticism against-it.

- (6) To. explain to the working class the implication of

"

L
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tailism and class-collaboration that are inherent in the particular

way in which the C. S. P. and the “C., P. L." have launched their
drive for individual enrolment and to organise the préssure of
the mass movement to effect recognition of the principle of
collective affiliation by the national congress. . _

(7) To set up local united front action committees bet-
ween the congress and the organisations of the workers, peasants
and students on the basis of the struggle for appropriate and
concrete anti-imperialist issues,”

In 1938 met the first convention of the party. The main the-
sis before the convention was on the united front tactic, The tra-
gic history of the united front tactic practised in France and Spain
was too serious a‘happening to be passed over without assuming
a definite stand on such a tactic. The party had since 1934 con-
demned the - class-collaborationist united front tactic followed in
"China in 1925-1927. This tactic had spelled disaster to the
Chinese revolution and was thoroughly un-Marxian and un-

"Leninist. It was Menshevism in ideology and practice.

In his, “Address - to the Communist League” Matfx wrote
in 1830,—"In the case when a struggle against a common enemy
exists, a special kind of alliance is un-necessary. As soon ag it
becomes necessary to fight such an enemy directly, the interest
of both parties fall together for the moment. ...... .. During the
struggle and after the struggle, the workers at every opportunity
must put up their own demands in contra-distinction to the
demands put forward by the bourgeois democrats,"

And Lenin says— "Here we have before us the new
Iskra philosophy in jts complete, pure and consistent form, the
revolution isa bourgeois revolution, therefore we must bow to
bourgenis vilgarity and make way for it ...... By that we would
place the proletariat entirely under the tutelage of the bdﬁfgeois—
ie (while retaining for ourselves compiete freedom to criticise...)
and compel the proletariat to be weak and mild in order not
to frighten the bourgeois away, We emasculate the immediate
needs of 'the ‘proletariat, namely its political needs whick the
Economists and their epigones have never thoroughly under-
stood, out of fear lest the bourgeaisie be frightened away. We

would completely abandon the field of the revolutionary struggle
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for the achievemient of democracy to the extent required by the
broletariat in favour of the field of bargaining with the bourgeoi-
sie and obtaining theijr voluntary consent (‘'not to desert™) at
the price of our principles and of the revolution itself."

Little did Lenin know that in 1925 and again in 1934,
the consent of the bourgeoisic “not to desert” should be
obtained “at ‘the price of our principles and of the revolution
itself™  Little did he imagine that the emasculation of “'the
immediate needs of the proletariat namely its political needs ...
out of fear lest the bourgeoisie be frightened away,” would he

practised in 1925.27 and 1934, by the Bolshevik Party under °

the leadership of Stalin.

The convention repudiated this un-Leninist variety of
United Front practiséd in China, France and Spain with such
disastrous results, and declared it to be a betraval of the
revolution. '

. The second’ imperialist war started in September, 1039,
The party of the revolutionary proletariat immediately - came
out with its pamphlet, “The imperialist war and India." It
exposed mercilessly the real implication of the so-called demo-
ctatic front stunt of the British Communists (Stalinist brand)
of the Tndian Stalinists, of the Indian bourgeois nationalists such
as Gandhiji and of the petty bourgeois Congress-socialist (nation-

al socialist) Party.

It was the period of national-chauvinistic  defencist
policy of the Stalinists of England and France.. The secret and
open alliances of Stalin with Hitler and Stalin's supply of war
materials to Hitler had not become known as yet. So Harry
Politt, rhe British Stalinist came out with a thoroughly chauvi-
nistic pamphlet in defence of Britich imperialism. e had soon
to recant it when his master entered into open and sectret pacts
with Hitler and tied himself with a golden chain of friendship
with him. The Stalinists of Great Britain and India (as a matter
of that Stalinists all the world over) immediately shunted their
bogey from the “democratic (1) rails of British imperialism to
the anti-imperialist (?) rails of German fascism. This was the
second period. In this period—a'la the in ternational chorus-bovs
of Stalin—Hitler became democratic, revolutionary and what

ey
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more the defender of the world against British imperialism. oo '

Stalin's shameful secret pact with Hitler 'according to which he office. . That could have been the starting point of a freat mass

sent his invading army to Poland when Poland was writhing movemeAt—the forcible suppression of ‘popular’ ministry~but

in agony under Nazi boots and grabbed territories according to , that is exactly what the Indian bourgeoisie did not want at that

his secret arrangement with Hitler and.Stalin’s supply of | time, world-situation was yet not in its favour.. Stalin was

necessary war materials (oil, timber and manganese) to Hitler — | reaping the benefit of his pro-Hitler ‘neutrality’ and grabbing

all these unpardonable erimes were supported with vehemence 7 territories in a way which was rather disquieting to the Indian
+ by the chorus-boys of Stalin all over the world. Then came  § bourgeoisie. It was extremely nervous in the early phase of

the third period.  Hitler attacked Stalin erstwhile his comrade | the war. Red menace seemed to be growing too unpleasahtly

in-loot. Overnight the tupe changed. Churehil became the : fast for its taste. .

That is why Jawaharla] Nehru tvaxed so eloquent on his
being a gentleman (not a fighter) for India’s freedom and

only . champion of democracy, the Imperialist- war became the
people’s war and Churchill the leader of the people’s. : war
against fascism.

. -, Gandhiji opens out his lochrymal glands in sympathy of infperia~
. . 3 . ¥
"{'hese are the three phases of the ‘dialectical’ (a word used i list democracy. A - .
by Stalinists to cover up all their stupidities and criminalities) | ‘The individual Satyagraha was in perfect tune with the s

T attitude explained above. [t was just a stunt to put a Stop to’
'{ffyth,ehs_econd imperialist world-war. The Indian bourgeoisie 4 the murmurs of the dissatisfied elements within the Congress,
thitough its i i { : . . -
rougy s party, giie If_“?’ha“ Na'tt.una! Cojgrggs declared its { ~* The Communist League took its firm stand on the pro-
fullest sympathy for the demotratic' front of British imperialism.

S found teaching of Marx and Lenin and exposed all'the political E
Gandhiji in grateful sytepathy with British imperialism burst into Cor ‘

tears before the imperialist butcher Linlichgon, Tawahorlal ' chican.eripfs of th? Stalinists, the .bo.urgeois Congress and its satellite ]
Néhru, the  Gandhian national-socialist clowned the cap of ¢ orgamsat.lonmthe ‘Congress-socmh's.t Part?z. .
Micawber and played the role of gentleman in politics. He | ' Here are some r‘eIevant quotations from Red Front,
ascribed to Himself the title of statesman and declared with holy | March, 1940—as .adopted i the Second Paity Conference i—
wrath that an enemy in peril could not be attacked. That would be  } “So, the ( second) imperialist war broke out not in :
a violation of the gentlemanly code of the Micawbar statesman, | defence of people's democracy and freedom, hot really in ¢he :
Behind | all these clownish games of Gandhiji and Nehru was b brotection of the independence of Poland as the Hypocritieal :
hidden the naked class-intetest of the Indian bo‘urgebisie, ; bourgeoisie would proclaim, but as the direct dutcome of the .

The Indian boutgeoisie could ot afford Ito' start a | rl?alr:es for 1mper1a.hst b;fgandfage on the masses. AAnd Fhe
genuine mass movement against British imperialism, It knew | masse§ are dre?gged into this horr‘ible carnage by q.propaganda
fully well that in this epoch an anti-imperialis mass-movement ~ of rabid 'chauvmlsm. and m?de to fight a battle to which they are
would mean its own negation as a class. Its dread of the Indian | not parties but their exploiters and ORpressors are. )
masses —its class-enemy is infinitely deeper than its dissatis- “In explaining the task of the proletariat in socialist
faction against British imperialists, its partner-in-robbery, revolution Lenin exploded the idea of imperialist war breaking
That explains the attitude of the bourgeois Congress and its out on an immediate issue of fight for peace or democra;y and
accredited leaders like Gandhiji and Nehey, That explains why called upon the proletariat to overthrow _the power of capital
the Congress resigned the ministry in such a tame drawing room | for the achievement of democratic peace. “The warisa product
fashion, instead of forcing Linlithgow to drive them out of | of half a century of development of world imperialism and of its

‘ ' : - : million thread and connections,” he said,” "‘one cannot escape

v ‘
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from the imperialist war, ane cannot achieve democratic non-op-
pressive peace without first overthrowing the .power of capital
and without the overthrow of the power of state to another class,

the proletariat.” ( Lenin, The Task of the Prolétariatin our

Revolution ).
3 o

“In viét of the present situation created by the Second
Imperialist War, the Communist Party of Iridia takes its stand :-
' (1) For the Independence of Poland, the present victim

of fascist appression.

(2) Against fascism, the arch-éneniy '6f the people and

‘its sdtellites, the bourgevisie of all coumtries.

(3) Against all patriotic, compromising and “'democra-

“tic” sopliism 6f thte bourgeoisie and ‘pacifists.

(1) 'For il sélf-détermination of the colonial -peoples.
© (5) Fér-the suppoft -of the-international -praletariat for
the suczessful ‘overthrow of its own national bour-

-gedbisie-dn all countries.

(6) For the conversion of imperialist war internallyinto
a civil war and eéxternally into a revolutionary war
for the real defence of Soviet Union and the carry-
ing forward of the world revolution.”

Soviet Russia was all along under Stalin a-partisan in
the war. Tt was Stalin’s open pact with ‘Hitler that brought
about Hitler's attack on Poland and it was Stalin's secret pact
with Hitler that led to the partition-of Poland by Hitler and
Stalin.  Stalin took Bessarabia and -the Baltic  states as a price
of his .neutrality in favour of Hitler, whom be supplied war-
materials till June, 1941, Thus it is wrong to say-that Soviet
Russia was not in the war. Stalinism was in the war from the
very beginning in favour of German fascism, its neutrality was
with certain reservations like the neutrality of fascist Italy. In
this period both 'Stdlinism and Italian fascism played the role
of the supplier of raw materials of war to Hitler,

In the {irst conference of the Communist League of India

the-two main theses that came before the party were the thesis
on the People’s Front and the thesis on the Third International

(39)

and Soviet foreign policy. The conference declared the so-

* called People's Front of the Stalinist variety as in essence a front

Aagainst the people and condemned the Soviet foreign policy of
the Stalin-regime and the subserviance of the Third International
to the needs of Stalin's foreign policy.

Stalin had attacked Finland in October, 1939, This un-
principled aggression: of Stalin on Finland was supported by the
Stalin's -hirelings all over the world, The Communist League
sharply condemned this un-commeunistic action.of Stalin.’ It
declated that—""The Soviet invasion of -Finland ‘was an act.of
pute and simple -aggression. It has no .connection whatsoever
with the revolutionary proletarian movement in -Finland, {Of
course, the myth.of the Finnish rpepple’s government was incu-
bated  three,weeks after the’ Soviet army had invaded Finland.
in order to. give aggression -the  honourable Aappearance of

-revolutionary “help to a people in revolt. The fact remains thit

there was.no ,popular uprising in Finland to justify the, jntér-
vention.of . the Red Army. .The subsequent  action of the Soviet
Government signing peace treaty with the Finnish ;Government
denounced by them as fascist, dealt the last blow in.demolishing
the myth of the Finnish peoble’s good.” ‘

"(On the ‘Self-determination of Nations.)

* Further—''Let us ;be quite clear on.this. I-by.military

intervention:it. would have been possible to overthrow capitalism
-and imperialism' we would have welcomed it unhesitatingly. If

it had meant the quickening of the world-zevolution and the |
seizure of power, by the working class, we-would have welcomed
it as.by this alone could the Soviet Union justify its existence
as the citadel of revolutionary, internationalism. The working
masses and the gppressed people of the world demand bold
revolutiopary . interventions by the Soviet Union on the world
arena,but not the type of military aggression as on Finland, We
strongly object.to such military aggression because we are con-
vinced that military interventions when not in the nature of
a help to revolutionary uprising started by the people of a coyn-
try, causes the greatest sethack to the revolutionary movement,

It actually helps.the bourgeoisie to befool the people and to

temporarily utilise the masses for jts own capitalist cum-nation-
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In Finland the Finnish \aiorkg_ré and ‘pej'a:santsl h_ad
fOUéhfi for th‘_el independence _of.t"heir, couptryl_ag'amst the Red
Army. The Red Army did not appear to t‘l'le Flfl‘nlsh masse;'las
their saviours but as the enemijes of.i:h%:ir country's frfedcm. ‘ui
Soviet Governniént 'did not come to theid as champion of socia
justice and national integrity b.ut' as the-des;;oye‘r of tll?l;
- national integrity. f¢ did not represent to _tiaer_n tI:!E cause 0
‘the ‘revolution ‘but the ‘expansion of the Soviet terrxt‘ory.' 'Th]s
18 a bistorical tragedy of the first magnitudg. it has 111‘3u§ed
the cause of communism and has lowered: lits;'mora'[ prestige as
‘nothing élse has done,

" Mannerheim and the Finnish bourgesisic had' been}help_ed
by this a‘ggre’ssigni and the proleta_rian' re‘vdutiqn:h‘aa bfaen
sibmerged by “the nationalist flood let loose “by .Stah.n s ;ct;onf.
The dreat teaching of Lenin about the seIf—ld.etermnmmon o
nations aé the heeessary step towards éoginlis_rlll, has beer} com-
pletely. ignored by Stalin who it seems ['ms f‘ad‘(.zd to realise the
“profound revolutionary implication of this prmgp[_e. _ ,

) We have to bring back the faith of the oppressed peo.ple
of the world, in the Soviet Government by condemning Stalin’s
aggression on Finland.' and by pssertfr?g c?ur ‘“{IIDIIQ-IIIEaItIEd
suppdrt to the ‘princip.lg of self-deterp-l_xgl.a_t}qn yll:ch in the
words of Lenin is “in accord with the genefal task of’tihe imme-
‘diaté'étfuggie‘fér socialism™ and s morcover _"ab_sol‘ute[y neces-

' -safy for the sake of the final aim." o

" (On the Se[f~determination‘of_ Natlo'ns:)_

Further—"The aggression against Finland was c-arried out
on the basis of two pleas put forward by Stalin : —Firstly tl?at
fascist Finland was being made the base of attac.k on So;u'et:
Russia by all imperialist powers, that it was being mﬂfle into
some sort of an imperialist Jumping ground for'attackn.ng t.he
Soviet Government, Secondly that some F{hnmh terrxtox:{es
were necessary for the effective military protection of i':he Soviet.
The first piea put forward had 1o immediate_ bearing on tflle
issue of aggression against Finland, At the moment of aggn'zssm?n
there was no sigy of any imperialist or fascist c?ncentratlon in
Fintand for launching an attack on Soviet Russia. That such
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a fiture probability existed, may be gtanted for argument' sake:

but then such 2 probability existed also from the sides ef Poland
and Rumania, Qp the assumption of a1 fypupe probability
aggression cannot he undertaken,. That smacks too much of 3n
imperialist ang fascist method of putting foward 3 plea for
aggression, The. Second plea that some Fionish territories were
necessarv for safe-guarding the integrity of Soviet territory also
does not fare too well.  In these days of modern mechanijca]

warfare twenty miles of territory, here and there, does not and
cannct play any significant role in the protection of
of any country,

this plea .of Stalin by forcing’ hj

The government of Fin]
in the sense thae Hitler's or
are, Itwasa bourgeois demo
social-democratic elements,

and was also not a faseist government
Mussolini's or Franco's Bovernments
cratic government dominated by the
But there js no doubt that like bourge-

d of acute crisis of imperialism, the
Finnish Gove, was also fascist in content. It was fascist in the

Same way as Baldwin’s or Chamberlaip’s national governments

had attacked either Nazi Germany or Fasci
Italy or Fascist Spain. Our main point is that by this method of
aggression nejther Sovietisation can be achieved nor the cause of
world-revolution cap be furthered. It cannot be achjeved because
the citadel of world-capitalism cannot be battered by just
'nibeing at its outer periphery. I by aggression we conyld
conquer fascist Germany op the so-called democratic countried
of France and England then of course we should Carry out such
aggressions by a]] means.  Sucl 3 conquest will smash the
very heart of world-imperialism, Sovietisation and  world-
revolution wil] surely then make colossal strides forward, By
we all know that speculations of such attacks onthe pring;
imperialist bowers cannot form even the subject-matters of

The Soviet army cannot

be expected
to launch in near or distant future such attacks against imperjal-

st Poland or Fascist

o
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ist powers. This sort of aggression against small powers can
not do any appreciable damage to world-imperialism, but it does
definitely harm the cause of world-revolution. It harms because
the bourgeoisie -of the major imperialist countries and also of
all capitalist lands would use such aggressions as a handle to play
on the nationalist sentiments of the people and to win them over
to their side ( however temporary that may be and historical
temporariness may mean many years ) from the revolutionary
mass front.

That was exactly what happened when in the days of

Lenin the Red Army marched into Poland -without being

invited to come by any pupular uprising. The polish bourgeoisie

-made good use of the nationalist sentiments of the masses and

got them to fight the Red Army. Lenin, the great revolutionary
frankly admitted his mistakes. g o ‘

The same mistake was repeated by Stalin by his aggres-
sion on Finland. Finnish workers and peasants sided with the
Finnish bourgeoisie to fight against the Red Army. Stalin's
aggression served as the bridge by which the gulf between the
Finnish ‘masses and the Finnish bourgeoisie was-bridged for the
time being. The revolutionary cause of Finland suffered
thereby. Since Stalin has launched on the policy of united
front with the ‘democratic’ imperialist bourgeoisie to-day and
the united front with the fascist bourgeoisie to-morrow he has
shelved the task of world revolution completely. He - thinks
that what is only possible of achievement by consistently orga-
nising the revolutionary movements inm each imperialist and
capitalist country ( the task which he has given up already many
vears )} he will be able to achieve it by small dipfomatic pilferings.
But as we have seen that the task of world-revolution can never
be achieved through such tactics, it can only be then wasted and
injured.  Only on that ground we have objected to Stalin’s
aggression against Finland. ( Red Front, March, 1942).

We have seen how in this period the Stalinists gloated
over cvery victory of Hitler and eulogised him as the defender
.ot democracy. But saddenly the .table was turned. Hitler
attacked  Soviet Russia in June, 1941 and over-nmight dialecties
( the dialectics of pocket ) came to the aid of the hirelings. For
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us; the revolutionaty communists, Hitler was since 1933, i not
earlier, the filthy criminal, the murderer of the German commu-
nists, socialists, liberals and pacifists,—in one word Hitler was
the hangman of all those elements that signified progress and
enlightenment in Germany. For us Hitler never “dialectically™
changed into a saint from satan and again satan from saint. The

cause of w9r1d~revolution determined our thinking. not the
greedy open jaws of the pocket.

Likewise, Churchill, the arch-imperialist, the criminal
slave-driver of colonial people did not for the revolutionary
communi;sts transform him_self into an angel just because it was
to the interest of Stalin now to cuddle close to Churchill, being
s0' unceremoniously released from the bond of “golden chain of
friendship® ( Molotov ) with Hitler,

But for the Stalinists, the third phase of thieir. metamor-
phosis has already begun. Hitler, the champion of people's
democracy ( according to Stalinists ) became the blood-thirsty
savage ( whicl:} he really - was all the time, even at that period
when the Stalinists called him an angel ) once more. The wat
lost its imperialist character as soon as Soviet Russia entered
the war ober_ﬂy ( as covertly it was all along in the war like
'ngutra[' Italy ) and became the people's war.

Red Frout, the organ of the Revolutionary Communist
Party of India wrote in March, 1942—~“The Stalinist Notorious
(N ) Funkers ( F) group once. propagated united front with
democratic (I} imperialist bourgeoisie because they were ordered
to do so by Stalin. Then when Stalin made his pact with Hitler
and Molotov grew lyrical over “the golden chain of friendship”
( Molotov ) that bound Soviet Russia with fascist Germany, the
Stalinist N. F. group over-night discovered that the democratic
(?) imperialist bourgeoisie were not half so democratic as they
thought ; Hitler was much better. Then the Naziattack on
Soviet Russia brought the sudden revelation to these N. F. traitors
that British imperialism_is waging a people's war against Hitier.
These traitors can be made to side with either British imperial-
ism or Nazismz according to the order they receive from Stalin.”

The Third Conferenqe. of the Communist League of
India met in 1941. In this conference the name of the party
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was changed from the Communist League of India to the Com-
munist Party of India. The party considered the situation created
by Hitler’s attack on Soviet Russia and had prolonged discussions
on the point whether Soviet Russia's entry into the war had
ot changed the characrer of the war. After prolonged discus-
sious the party came o the conclusion that the character of the

war had not changed because of the entry of Soviet Russia in
War, )

, “The imperfalist character _éf the world-war has not under-
gone any change even whep Soviet Russia has been entangled in
it. An'd why ? Because firstly, as a2 whole the character of the
worl@l-war remains imperialist. One cannot and must not
judge the character of a world phenomenon like the world-war
in"a piecemeal fashion, One cannot say that part of the world-
war is imperialist in character and part of it is people’s war in
character. - The absurditey of such a viewpoint is nfore than
obvious. ' One must judge 3such a world-phenomenon by its
world-aspects - and judging its total aspects we see thdt the
prime - movers dre- imperialists and - the objects for which it is
fought is entirely imperialist,

“Secondly, éven if we accept the contention for argu-
ment’s sike that Savief Russia’s entanglement in the second
world-war has changed jes imperialist character and has trans-
formed it into the people’s war, we will have to ascertain before
that whether the U, S. S. R. is still a2 genuinely people’s
government.” That question’ has to be decided before the
transformation of the imperialist character of the war into a

people’s war by the coming of Soviet Russin into war arena
can be judged.

"We are of the opinion that though the governmet
of U.8 8. R rémainsstill Soviet in form, in content it fs no
longer a génuinely people’s government.  Under Stalin the
Sovie Gove;nment has slowly transfromed itself into a govern-
ment of bureaucratic caucus which rules with a ruthless terror
against the people of Soviet Russia itself. The proletarian
democracy which was surging in mighty flow right from the
masses, enundating the lowest as well as the topmost rung of the
Soviet. structure during the period'of Lenin, has been checked
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-impeded, smothered and crushed by Stalin and the bureau-

cracy of which he is the [eader.

_ “Tried servants of the people, seasoned revolutionaries,
have all been murdered by Stalin and his gang on the plea of
the most shamefully false charges manufactured against them.
The democratic rights ( proletarian democratic rights ) of the
people of Soviet Russia, the inner party democracy of the
Bolshevik Party:of Lenin were swamped by the slimy bureaucra-
tic tide of Stalinism. Every opinion that differs from Stalin - is
dubbed as counter-revolution and the person who dare utter
political views not liked or shared by Stalin and his bureaucratic
caucus, is branded as a spy of either this or that imperialist
power and is shot. DPolitical jesuitism of Stalin has surpassed
it savagery the inquisitory method of Spanish Jesuits. Stalinism
has not only not freed bourgeois democracy from its class-limita-
tions and make it proceed to the next higher stage of proletarian
democracy, Stalinism has even limited the rights even enjoved
by the people under bourgeois democracy and has reverted back
to the unabashed rule of bureaucratic autocracy. Thus we are
driven to the conclusion- that the present Soviet Government
has lost its character as a people’s government which once it
had in the period of Lenin.

“Also the foreign policy pursued by Stalin during the
last nine years reflects the non-people’s government character
of the present Soviet tegime. If the revolutionary working
class of Soviet Russia which las successfully carried out the
greatest revolution of the world and had thereby ushered in the
era of world-revolution, had the Soviet Government really in
their hands, they could never have then formulated the policy
of class-collaboration with the bourgeoisie, the policy known
as the united front and people’s front which was realty the front
against the people.

"“They could never have carried on aggression against
Finland knowing that such aggression can never be a method
of Sovietising the world and that such a method cuts at the
very root of the Leninist principle of self-determination of
nations which forms an integral part of revolutionary socialism.
Moreover it should never be forgotten that such aggressicn only
helps the world-hourgeoisie to alienate gj}g&masses from the
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Soviet by playing on the nationalist sentiments of the masses. It
harms the cause of revolution and communism. ,

"'If the Soviet Government is really the people's govern-
ment, it would not have allowed Stalin to enter into secret pact
( not the non-aggression pact ) with Hitler for dividing Poland
with him. * All these facts prove that the revolutionary werking
class of Soviet Russia is not at the helm of the Soviet Govern-
ment. Jtis a bureaucracy led by Stalin which rules the Soviet
Government to-day. Therefore even from the standpoint of the
Soviet, it is not a people’s war." '

( Red Front, the otgan of the Central Committe of the
Revolutionary Communist Party of India, March 1942, )

Regarding people’s war it says further—“People's war
presupposes that the people of a particular country or a group
of countries which are involved in war, have snatched the
political power from the hands of the bourgeoisie and have
become the masters of that particular country or group of coun-
tries. People’s war presupposes the existence of people’s govern-
went. Only when the people's government fights for the Pro-
tection of the people’s government or for the revolutionary
extention of the people’s government in any other land in response
to the invitation of a revolutionary people’s uprising, can such a
warbe called a people’s war. The mere fact that people have been
drawn into the war and that they have been made to fight their
masters’‘battle does by no means allow us to designate that war

as people’s war.  For in that case every imperialist war can be’

called a people's war. Because it is the people of every impe-
rialist country that who are forced to fight by ideological terror
and physical terror—in one word by the organised terror
of the bourgeois state to fight against the people—their own
class-brothers—of another country.” '

( Red Front, March, 1942, )

As we do not consider the war to be people’s war even
from the standpoint of the Soviet, what then is our attitude
to Soviet Russia now engaged in a life and death struggle with
German fascism ? '

“QOur attitude towards Soviet Russia would be elear from
the slogan—All aid to the Soviet—that we gave out. But this

§
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slogan must be understood in a revolutionary way.
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Our aid to
the . Soviet does not mean the petty bourgeois Jawahatlalite

method of sending ten rupees or a bottle of iodine or two Red
Cross nurses to the Soviet- This petty bourgeois non-revoly-
tionary romantic method has been adopted by all petty bourgeois
“friends” of the Soviet including the Notorious (N ) Funkers
(F) group. We know very well that placed as we are we
cannot send substantial and direct help to Soviet Russia to-day,
Every help must g0 through British imperialism which is most

" likely to usurp and utilise most of the help intended for the.

Sovi o _ .
soviet for its: own butpose. Moreover under the present cir-

cumstances .we are notin 2 position even to render efféctive
help to the Sovietin the manner discussed above, Our aid to
the Soviet to-day can mean :—

(17 Mobilisation

of the masses of our country for the
Soviet idea.

(2) Organisation of the people of our country into
anti-fascist mags organisations.

(3) Utilisation of the quandary in which British
imperialism finds itself at present for striking at it when the
opportune momeiit comes.

And thus (4)" the establishment of a free and Soviet India.

Only in striving to accomplish these tasks and by accom-
plishing these tasks, can Soviet Russia be effectively helped.”
. ( Red Front, March, 1942, )

Red Front, the central organ of the . Revolutionary:
Communists further declared--""M. N, Roy and his gang, and
tjhe Stalinist legal-communists both declared the war as the
people’s war,” M. N. Roy, from the very beginning of this
imperialist war and the legal-communists since Soviet Russia
has been engulfed in war. But at present both the groups con-
sider the imperialist war as the people’s war and both the groups
have declared their unstinted support of the war; Now this support
necessarily includes support to British imperialism which is a
party to this war. Both M. N. Roy and the legal-communists
have clearly and’ unhesitatingly declared their readiness to help
British imperialism with all thejr strength.  Both the groups

have volunterred themselves as recruiting agents and.war fund
A )
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collectors of British imperfalism. This means that these preaclr-
ers of people’s war stunt will go about amongst the Indian masses
and ask them to assist British imperialism in its fight against
Hitler. The result will be that firstly there will be great con-
fusion in the minds of the people. They will wonder as to why
those who had so long opposed British imperialism and had
tatked of revolutionary struggle against it, should now talk of
helping it. Has there then taken place any change for the better
in the villain called British imperialism ? The masses will he
greatly confused as a result of such propaganda.

“Secondly, if by this perfidione propaganda the legal-
communists and the Royists would succeed in making the Indian
masses side with British imperialism, then it would mean that
a change of attitude Thas been brought about in the mentality
of the masses towards British tmperialism. It would signify a
change from the attitude of opposition to it, to that of co-operation
with British imperialism. It is clear that no revolutionary
struggle against PBritish impetialism can be carried on if the
masses of India develop a mentality of co-operation with British
imperialism.

“The vendors of people’s war ideclogy are teying to
bring about that psychological change in the attitude of the
Indian masses towards British imperialism.  That will mean
nothing else but weakening, - disintegrating and disrupting the
revolutionary mass front for India’s independence. That

amounts to a treachery to India’s revolution.” . { Red Front,
 March, 1942,)

And that unheard of treachery started with the legal-
communists’ conversion to people’s war ideology. One by one
the Stalinists trooped out of prison by abject surrender to the
terms imposed upon them by British Imperialist fascist regime
in India.  The terms were —support of the imperialist war and
sabotage of the national revolutionary movement as far as it
was in their power to doso. On these terms these Stalinists
bought their personal freedom and the legalisation of their
party.  They became openly the agents of Linlithgow-Maxzwell.
At government's expense their men were sent to  attend
the Delhi student convention straight from prisons. The legal-
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communists were subsidised by the All-India radio to preach
support of the imperjalist war. They went round in police-
lotries in- the city of- Bombay asking people not 'to oppose thé
imperialist. war. They started their weekly jourhal “Peaple’s
War” in half a dozen languages with the maney they received
from Linlithgow-Maxwell for prodagating support of the impe-
tialist war. They acted in scores of cases as ihformers of the
C. I D, and got their political opponents arrested.

The black record of misteeds of the Indian Stalinjst legal-
‘communists’ leaves the records of Stalinists or faecists of othet
lands far behind in sheer perfidy and criminality. The reason
isnot far to seek. Itis as we have already se¢n the lumpen-~
intelligentsia social root of these legni-communises that is tes-
ponsible for their loathsome political behaviour.

In the meantime another sly attempt was made by the
legal-communists and their supporters to use the Kornilov inci-j
dent of the Russian revolution as a plea for the justification of the
legal-communists’ support to British Imperialisin. The canard
was-started by Swami Sahajanand, a4 'Kisan' leader who hatl
developed a sudden love for the people’s war theory, In g lettéf
to- Indulal Yagnik, another ‘Kisan’ leader Swami Sahajanand
“made an effort to. justify his present tonversion to people’s
war theory on .the plea that Lenin and the Bolshevik Party
had supported Kerensky and joined hands with himg when

Kornilov raized the standard of revolt against the Kerentky
government. . :

“This amazing travesty- of historical data and this most
astounding example of the mechanical and unhistorical tise - of
false -analogies, has gained currency amongst ‘the Stalinist
National Frontists who- hang on Swamij Sahajanand's Kornilov
fiction with the desperate tenacity of a drowing man clutching
‘at a straw.”  That is what the revolutionary Communists wrote
in their brochure—Sahajanand, Kornilov and People’s war.

They wrote—~"The Bolsheviks not only entered: the
Committee of Defence, inspite of their being a negligible
minority in that Committee, they moreover anpounced that in
the struggle against Korniloy they are reday to form a "mi]iraz-y
techinical union” even with the directc_;gy‘_,‘.,wl‘,enin wrote—"[¢
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support that they have given to anti-Bolshevik ‘raids, to shoot-
ings at the, fronts and disarming of workers of refusing to
support them againse counter-revolution. Support the provi-
sional government i a “technical military sense” but not politj-
cally, that is what Lenin advised the Bolshevik Party to do.
Time apd again Lenin warned the Bolshevik Party not to lend
political support to Kerensky and the provisional government,
In one of his Jetters to the Central Committee Lenin wrote—
"We' ought not even now to support the government- of
Kerensky. That would be unprincipled. You ask : But mustn’t
we fight Kornilov ? Of course, yes. But that 15 not the same
thing. There is g limit here. Some of the Bolsheviks are
crossing it, slipping into ‘compromisism, getting carried away
by the Hood of events’. I - .
"On August 20th, 1917 Piatakov, a Bolshevik leader,
declared at a session of the Kiev city Duma—"1n this dangerous
moment we must forget all the old accounts...... and udite with
all revolutionary parties which stand for a decisive" struggle
against counter-revolution. I summon you to unity etc. etc.”

MThis was the false political tone against which Lenin
wrote these memorable words—'"To forget the old ‘accounts
would -have meant to open new credits for the candidates in
Bankruptcy.” Furth’ ~ Lenin wrote—"We will fight, We are
fighting agajnst Kornilov, but. we are not supporting Kerensky,
but exposing_ his weakness, This is a different thing...... We
must struggle ruthlessly against phrases about supporting the
provisional government etc. etc., precisely as mere phrases,”

"Thus in fighting Kornilov, the Russian proletariat was
not supporting Kerensky, it was only pursuing its owr special
aims. Cee : ‘

"From the above quoted utterances of Lenin we ean

draw the following conclusions :—
' “Firstly, only a.*“‘technjcal military union” with the provi-
sional  government : this was all  that Lenin could
recommend to " ™y3sian proletariat and to the Bolshevilk
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- Party,

“Secondly, Lenin - warned the Bolsheviks not to
support the government of Kerensky in any case. That would
be unprincipled (Lenin ). Here Lenin wanted to point out
that only technical support can be given to Kerensky, but no
political support.

“Thirdly, Lenin pointed out that fight against Korniloy
by no means implied support to Kerensky, “That is not the
same thing. " There is 2 limjt here. Some of the Bolsheviks are
crossing it, slipping into compromisism,or getting carried away
by the flood of evénts” (Lenin ). Here Lenin hinted ,at the
attitude of Piatakov and such other Bolsheviks,

“Hasnt Swami Sahajanand taken up exactly the same
attitude as that of Piatakov and hasn't he in a pahic got him-
self “carried away by the flood of events” ? Don't the slogans
‘people's war’ and‘democratic front' which Swami Sahajanand
finds himself so deeply attached to these days, lend political
support to British impeérialism 2 Is it rige "“slipping into compro-
misism" ( Lenin ) with British imperialism 7 Doesa’t the accep-
tance’ of these” slogans amounts to ideological concession to
British imperialism which must lead to political ¢ofrcessions ?

*We are the sworn enemies of fascism and against it
We must carry on’ a prolonged and ruthjess struggle till fascism
is;exterminated. ' But it is one thing to fight against fascism and
quite another thing to mis-représent the character of 'tht—_: present
war and to propagafe such false slogans as "people’s war' and
‘democratic¢ front”, This is thotoughly unprincipled. The Bol-
sheviks opposed Kornilov, and itis because of them that Korniloy
was .smashed, withour supporting the goverhment of Kerensky,
They brought pressure on Kerensky and foréed the provisional

government to accede to the demands of the workers of Petrograd .

to arm themselves. They could do so, firstly, because there was
a revolution which had overthrown autocracy, and secondly, beca-
use there were the soviets, the mighty organs of the revolutionary
masses of Russia. Even then the Bolshevik Party did not sup-
port the provisional gevernment and Lenin pulled up those
Bolsheviks who like Piatakov got panicky apd craved for unity
with the government. of the Russian bourgecisie.
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“Lenin castigated those who like Piatakov took up. &
defencist position. Lenin wrote—""We will become defencist
only after the transfer of power to the proletariat. Neither the:

capture of R;ga nor the captore of Petersburg will make us‘

,defenmsrs Upto that mement we are for proletarian revglution.
We are against the war. We are not defencists.” And Trotsky
wrote——"The fall of Riga is a cruel blow. The fall of Petersburg
will be a misforturie. But the fall of the international policy
of the Russian proletariat Wlﬂ be ruinous.’

“And moreover is there even the slightest justification for

using the Kornjloy incident as a piauu:ble analogy to the present
situation in India ? L '

.
“The hlSE:Dl‘]C'll back-ground of the Kormlov mc:dent
had the following characteristics :— :
F;rstly, the masses had already destroyed autocracy. -
Secondly, though the masses had tor surrender the state
power inte the hands of the bourgeoisie in February due to the
weakness of thexr polmcal parties, yet the masses- had kept
suff1c1ent power in their hands through their soviets.. : - - :
Thirdly, though the, bourgecusm usurped the state power,
it was. powerless to exert it fully on the masses, The phenomenon
of dual power had m'xde its apperance in February IR
Fourthly, by lendmg only ‘technici__military. help’ to the
pmvlslonal government, on no account political help, the worL-
ers of Petrograd got the chance of arming themselves.

“"Does the political situation in India fulfil even: a single
one oE these conditions ? Are analogies meant to be usedas a

claptrqp for the masses; for the ill-informed and for.the justi-
fication of one’s panicky state of mind and: one's consequent
surrender to reaction ?

~*And morcover are analogies justified when there is a
sxmdanty only in most &upérficial non- essent1a15 between the
events compdred and when there exists profound differences
between the subjects of analogy in their fundamental aspects’?

"W’e hope this will be enough for Swami Sahajanand
and we trust that this will cure him ( oris it a vain hppe 77) of
the nnhdy of false analogy, panic, compromisism and defencmm

At TRl .
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As for the so-called National Frontists ( Stalinists ), no reason-
ing can do them any good. Saboteurs of revolution have their
own logic, - propounded and codified in the school of treachery
and opportunism.

, . “Let u® mobilise the masses of India against fascism and
touse them to oppose fascist aggression. But that task can only
be fuifilled- when we e#plain to the masses the :imperialist
character of the present war and rouse the masses to action both
against imperialism and fascism.

“We must follow a distinct course with a definite aim
in view just as- the Bolsheviks did in their fight against Kornilov.

.k

) “And” that. Stwami Saha]anand cannot be accomplished
by caveling 1mper1ai1sm with one's own unprmc:pled opportunism
and Bv making it appe'lr thereby democratic and respectable.”

" Saha]anmd Kormlov and People’s war ).

"Standing fu;rn on the foundatlon of revolutionary defeathm
of internatiohal’ Marxxsm, the revolutionary communists exposed
the 1mperlahst1c chauvmlstm implication of the people's war
slogan

. Even the f’lll of nga .and Petersburg was not con51dered
at all sufficient a reason by Lenin to become chauvinistic-defen+
cist. Only after the revolution can the communists- become
defericists. But. here the legal-communist Stalinists of India
became defenc:sts of British imperialist colonial empire because
for the moment that qmted the political purpose of their pay-
master, Stalin. ’

Red Front Wrote—-”Smce the war started, the St'ihmcts
and the Roylsts advanced one step more in pursuance of their
united ‘front tactic. From the united front with the Indian
bourgeoisie they Tassed ¢ on to the united front with the British
1mper:ahsm “The myth of People's war was created in order
to cover up the ‘shameful surrender to imperialism. When
Stalin bound hzmself with the golden chain of friendship with
Hitler, these Stahmst chorus-boys discovered democratic virtues
in Hltlerism‘, fo-dav when Stalin and Churchill are so by an eq-
ually golden chaln ‘of fnendshlp. the Stalinist legal-communists in
India have no other alternative but to serve British imperialism.

g They bave reduced the great prmcmle of L “\l‘utronarv inter~
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nationalism to the principle of wage slivery of Stalin’s cligue.
The change of policy of the Stalinist National Frontists’ will
depend entirely as in the pact on the order’ of Stalin and on’.
nothing elge,” ( Red Front. October, 1942 ), . : - - vt

In Red Front, March, 1943 we tead—"Attempts of the
once “National Frontists” and now Imperialist Frontists and
other.sowcalled independent ‘kisan’ and labour leaders like Swami
Sahajanand, Indulal Yagnik etc. proved ridiculous in its effect
upon the general picture of the movemert and their sudden
Somersaults, as a natura) culmination of thejr opportunities, have
brought political suicide for them, confusion for their followers
and indignation and disgrace for thejr avowed political ideals
andl helped the Indian bourgeoisie to ridicule any idea of class.
organisation, independent of the Congress. Thus we see these
Maxwell-boys (these Stalinjst legal-communists ), the Royists
who could never dream of any other organisation but the
Congress ) and the confused independent leaders have now
neither the Congress nor the masses nor even their 'mass
organisations’ to stand upon. They have left the native bour-
geoisie, left the masses and the intermediate classes.

stand_ nowhere on Indian soil.
interests,"

) They now
They are now hanging on foreign

In 1942 the Indian bourgeoisie under the leadet .ip of
Gandhiji started the ‘Quit India’ movement. We have seen that
when the second imperialist war started in 1939, “the bourgeois
Congress adopted a policy of futile neutrality. Neither help nor
obstruct, this most absurd policy was adopted.” * ( ‘Revolution
and Quit India’ number of the Red Front, October, 1942 ).

We have also seen as to why the Indian . bourgeoisie
adopted this policy of purposeful hypocricy in 1939. Red Front
writes—"In 1932 British imperialism had not as yet received
any hard knock from Nazi Germany and its power .was not
weakened by the continuous reverses that since then have weal-
ened British imperialism considerably. Then there was another
factor which was causing great uneasiness to the Indian bour-
geoisie....... The Indian bourgeoisie realised with alarm that the
result of the war was foing in favour of its most dreaded enemy,
the Sovier Government. Whereas to the European and Ameri-

- ‘\ L L . - ) Y
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Indian bourgeoisie, he still appeared as the incarnation of world-
revolution. The apparent success of Stalin's unprincipled
diplomacy frightened them. They sensed in the victory of Stalin’s
deplomacy the growing power of the Soviet Goveranment and
of their own approaching doom. Thus the international political
situation in 1939 militated against the possibility of the Indian
bourgeoisie launching a mass movement against British imperial-
ism. What appeared to them to be Stalin's diplomatic victories
had unnerved the Indian bourgeoisie. It stated seeing the
unwritten wold of its class-destruction on the wall of inter-
national political development. That is why we witnessed the
political phenomenon of the resignation of ministry stunt and
the melodrama of ‘Individual Satyagraha' enacted by the Indian
national Congress under the guidance and patronage of its class-
owher, the Indian bourgeoisie. In 1939 the world political sito-
ation did not allow the Indian bourgeoisie to go further than
this.”  ( *Revolution and Quit India’ number of the Regl Front,
October, 1942 . ' ’ )

" This was the reason of the hypocritical ‘moral protest’
gesture of the Indian_bourgeoisie in 1939. By 1942, the inter-
national political background bad undergone a colossal change.
Fascism has'_n'ot only scored victory after victory against the
so-called democratic _powers, fascism has moreover given
infinitely worse and deadly blows to the Soviet power
Whether the nakéd fascism of Hitlerian type or the veiled
fascism df_QhuréiﬁI_!_ian .type will ultimately win, one thing is
certain, world-imperialism as 2 whole will emerge out of this war
immeasurably stronger than the world-revolutionary front.
Soviet Russia for years to come will be dependent on the
Anglo-American imperialist pnwers.  Soviet Russia  under
Stalin had long ago ceased to be the ideclogical centre of world
revoluticn, now it cedsesto beone also from the point of
view of financial and technical assistance to the international
revolutionary movement.

. “The present day dependence of Soviet Russia on Anglo-
American imperialism has_forced the Soviet Government to lend
its suppoct to the notorious Atlantic Charter and to enter into
pact with British imperialism in which the S'Qv_iet Government
promises not to interfere in any way the. 7 went of British
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imperialist domination for another twenty years. “‘Stalinism
has finished the role of Soviet Russia as the yeast of world

revolution. In 1942, the forces of world-revolution have reach-’

ed its extreme low water mark. _For the time being. counter-
revolution has come out supremely triumphant. ,The Indian
bourgeoisie is not primarily concerned as to which combination
of the two warring imperialist power come out victorious in this
world-war, because which ever side wins, it will not materially
alter its class-position.  The victory of neither side can or will
destroy the economic previleges of the bourgeoisie which the
victory of Soviet Russia would certainly have meant. Therefore
tjhe defeat of Soviet Russia and its tragic weakening is.a most
welcome: thing to the world-bourgepisie ...... To-day the
Indian bourgeoisie is confident that a mass uprising in India
can receive no help of any importance from Soviet Russia.. - Any
méss movement which the Indian bourgeoisie would organise
ig‘ order to put pressure on British imperialism will not be'able
to break through the bourgeois limitations of the movement
and assume a revolutionary, form because those two. factors
which are necessiry for such a break through ,are missing
firs:tly_, the revo[utionary leadership of thé_mésse‘s‘;n Indja, and
secondly, the help given toa revolution by an_international
tevolutionary centre. The uttut characterlessness of the leftist
movement in India as a whole and its miserable weakness.on
the one hand and the mortal weakening of the Soy,'*i'ét power by
the Nazi on the other, bAoth'th'ésg ‘phenomena have negated
the possibilities of a successful revolutionary movement in India
for'some time to come.” ( ‘Revolution and :Quit India’ issue of
‘Red Front, October, 1942 ). o _

That is the reason why the hypocritical mist of “'moral
gesture” of 1939.1941 evaporated in 942 by .the rays of class-
interest.  The hint of the possibility of a scorched earth p olicy
being followed in India.in case of a Japanese attack on  India,
the collapse of the Pritish imperialist regime in Burma, the
growing food scarcity in the country, the terrible battering of
Soviet Russia by the Nazis,—all these factors contributed their
shares in the &ecision:of the Indian bourgeoisie to launch a
pressure movement against British imperialism in Autumn, 1942,

i"Th(%é v India’ siogzin_ref!ects all these political
& OLf e, Pl
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reflections and- epitomises the political conclusions reached by
the Indian bourgeoisie. It is an admirable slogan for inflaming
the masses and for mobilising them against British imperialist
domination. - But the bourgeois wants only a pressure movement
not a revolutiopéry movement. It declares that the movement,
would ‘be short and swift. - In other words, the Indian bourge-
oisie is fighting shy of the prospect of leaving the masses too
long in astate of mobilisation. Such a state of mobilisation
spread over a long period may lead on to the revolutionary
transformation of the masses. Such a risk the Indian bcur-
geoisie is naturally not prepared to take. Therefore the
movement is contemplated as a short and swift one....... But it
must not be allowed to get linked up througha centralised
le?adership. Its spontaneous, atomised and non-centralised charac-
ter must be maintained. This is the political implication of the
programme of action of the Quit India moevement that the
Congress has placed before the country. The state power can
not be seized. by spontaneous non-centralised episodes of vio-
lence. The seizure of power can never be made by a movement
of spontaneous and decentralised nature ; it can only be attained
through a-movement led consciously by a political party with 2
centralised Jeadership. In other words the seizure of power can
only be the_outqome of revolutionary process ; and a revolu-
tion is by no means a2 huge pile of unrelated and unconnected
episodes of violence. Revolution is a planned action undertaken
by a political party for the seizure of power. That the authors
of the Quit Indid movement do not want a revolutionary move-
ment but just outbursts of localised mob-violence, is quite
evident from the plan of action they have put forward. They
themselves® are détermined to see that the present episodic
character of the mass violence is maintained. The intentions
of the leadership is also apparent from the way that the entire
Congress leadership has meekly allowed itself to he transported
to the jail. To expect a political movement to succeed without
the guidance of leadership is something like expecting the army
to fight without a general staff. Thus we are driven to the
conclusion that seizure of power has not been contemplated at
all. Transference of power by the pressure of world-develop-
ment and of internal anarchy is the high war"'t'ﬁlzg_rk that the
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political movement:led by .the Indian bourgeoisie can- reach

to-day.” ( ‘Revolution and: Quit India’ number. of - Red Front;
October, 1942°), Lo

Bourgeois Cdngress raised the cry of ‘Quit India’ but gave
no programme of action and the ldadersHip betrayed the masses
and consciously kept the movemeat within the bounds of didcon-
nected episodes of violence. Yet what the masses of India did"
without any leadership, without any planof action, being
supplied to them, will be 4 proud heritage of the generations of

Tigliters for freedom and social equality all over the world:

Unarmed, left in the lurch by the Congress leadership,without
any help from any outside source, thre masses of- lndxa chhallenged
the British imperidlist fascist regime in India in hundreds of
heroic encounters. - Thousands -and thousandd “gave 'their vaes.
hundreds of villages were pillaged and burnt by imperialist sol-
diers, massrape of women was carried -out according to-
imperialist plan, nearly hundred thousand were arrested, still’
they fought oh, attack- after attack;, one thore heroic than the
other, hoping against Hope that revolut;onary h#lp ind direction '
shall reach therh.. But nothing cameé, no direction, ho'help.
After two months - of heroic struggle they “retreated before
the- mhuman savagery of British imperialist"forces in Indid.

It can be asked that whatever role the bourgems Congtess
may have pliyed, where were the leftists, what were they doing
at this crucial phase of mass upsurge ?

Why did not the leftist,. parties which had been: sweanng,
by revqutlons for so many . years, take the leadershsp of this.. gi-
gantic spontaneous mass upsurge in India and direct. it on... the
path of revolution? The question: is motre than pertinent . and,
requires a thorough answer. ' '

There have been- so far..-four parties in the field which:
constituted the left movement in India :—

(1) The Congress-socialist Party,

(2) The Communist i’arty of India- (The Stahmst {egal~.
communist party ), ——

(3) The Royist party
and  (4) The Revolutionary Commumet Party of India.:

{ Dut-' wthe August Movement, 1942, the name of the
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party was changed from: Communist Party of India to Revolu-
tionary Communist Party of India.—see Red Front, March, 1943 ).

Of these four parties, tHe Stalinist ‘legal-communist party
and the Royist party have become imperialism-defencists and
open ‘sabotetrs of natibnal revolution.

The other tv‘:o"parties.,thé Congress-socialist Party and
the Revolutionary. Communist Party of India though both had
joined the mass uplieaval released by the Quit India movement,,
their approach to the Quit India movement has been tot‘aH}'
different from one another,

The . Congress-socialist Party as behoves.a wing,of .the
bourgeois, Congress. .was all :praise for. the. leadership.: of ‘this

movement and . had not a word . of criticism ,for it.,. Its criticism.

was limited to a ‘philosophical’, (1) discusson non—vnolence\ Evén,
in the period of .a.mass upsurge all the:criticism that, it had, to
offer against the betrayal of the revolution by the bourgeois Con-
gress has been only about Gandhian non-vialence | Such is the
revolutionary. (1) role of this petty bourgeois party,{Its leaders
never learnt the sxmple truth that for a socialist party ( of course
they may. protest agamst it and say, when. has it ever been one ? )
it is absolutely necessary to criticise the haultmg nature of its
bourgeois ally ew:n at the time when they are both attacking the
COMMON enemy. It must caution the masses against the bBour-
geoisis; the compromising character of the bourgéoisie and place
its own dernands and plan of actions before the people. This is
the pohtlcal tactic that every party calling itzelf leftist,
must follow': '

Rémember what Marx wrote in 1850 in his address to the
Communist League— ‘In the case where a struggle against a
common enemy-exists; a special kind of alliance is unnecessary.
------ etc.”"{ as quoted Befdre ) and lso remember Lenin's impor-
tant advice, *'Striké - together but march separately.” The Con-
gress~socialist never thinks himself separate from the Congress—
a congress-man first: then a sodialist. Thi¢ policy and faith,
however good for being a blind {ollower, can never be the mettle
for any independent:leadership. Thus for éxample, when Gan-
dhiii came out, openly dissociated himself from the August Move-
ment and condemned all violent- activities an- ‘f?:_p\nﬂdemued those
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congress men and women who took part in it ahd asked'them to-

stop all sorts of violent talk and movement, there was nobody,
Dot even the C. S. P.—to own the responsibility of the movement

TNot to speak of having the courage to continue it. It has no-

voice to-day, jes lamentable weakness in political conception
has created wild confusion as revealed in the book of Masani
“Socialism Reconsidered” which is nothing but “socialism with

drawn’, Dantwalla's "Gandhism Reconsidered" which is nothing

but “Gandhism and not socialism™ and in Atchut Patwardhan's

letter to workers on labour front toabandon Marxian teachings

of class struggle and to accept the Gandhian tactics of Mazdoor
Mahajan ag revealed in Ahmedabad —j.e. class-coliaborationism,
and in Dr. Lohja’s mystical meaninglessness in ‘Inquilab’. Obvi-
ously the influence that C. 8. P. wields to-day is not due'to jts
theory ( which it has none other than the hourgeoisic leadership

At every critical stage ) but to its capacity to follow the whims

of its masters.

There can be ng real truce with the class-enemy “at”

any stage.  Even when along with the bourgeoisie the masses’
will strike at the common enemy, they must at every opportu-
nity oppose the bou’r_geoisie with their own demands.’ In no case
shb_u!& the leaders of the working-class parties allow the"
workers and the masses to lose sight of their own special ends.

Inone of the circulars issued by Jaiprakash Narain, the
congress-socialist leader after his escape from Jajl, he éayé —
"Nothing like it ever happened or was expected to happen in
this our long suffering and suppressed ccuntry. It truly was

the “Open. rebellion envisaged by our incomparable leader
Mahatma Gandhi.”

The utter bankruptey of the leadership, its conscious
betrayal of the mass revolution, - its deliberate plan of not plan-
ning the mass uprising, its intentional‘ sabotage of the mass
movement, the jnevitable class-limitations of this bourgeois

leadership etc. etc., there ig not a, stinple word about these
things in the- circular.

All that we learn from the lips of the congress-socialist
worshipper of the ‘incomparable leader Mahatma Gandhi.
{ which really Jremns—the incomparable leader of the Indiamy
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bourgeoisie ) is that thefe have been two reasons for the sup-
bression of the movement, firstly that “there was no efficient
organisation” and secotidly that “after the first phase of the
tising was ovet theré was no further programme placed before
the people,™ '

So this is the worth of T aiprakash Narain’s “incomparable
leader” who neither created efficient organisation for the uprising,
nor placed any programme before the people. Yet he talked of.
“open rebellion” ad nauseum and when asked fp give a concrete
programme, He is reported to have said that al] that is there to do
is to crrry the message ‘open rebellion’ to the villages. The masses
will dJ the rest1 Ig othér words keep the movement a sponta-
meous nd iihotganissd i chardcter as'ong can.

Such i the intomparable leadership 1 o

" He has riot thi heart to analyse theé drtiohs of iis “{rtom-
parable leader™ and find out if the lack of efficient 6rgépisation
and the lack of programme of action are not the deliberate
designg of ehé inkokiparable bolitgeois leadetships that is frighten-
ed'to death in'the dame of a mass revolution. ,

jéibf_él-’:‘ash Nzirgin wants the masses to be prépared for the
second phase of fﬁe‘ ‘revolution’ under the same ‘incomparable
leader’ and his $til more incomparable ‘socialist’ worshipper,

But there is nothing strange or unfamiliar for us in this
attitude of Jaiprakash Narain and the Congress-socialist party.
Congress-socialism has since the day of its inception has been
in the service bf the Indian bourgeoisie and Gandhism, “Te
sided with Gandhism every time when the decisive moment
came, Its betrayal of the Jeft wing has been so brazen-faced that
it hardly needs ‘comment. Jaiprakash Narain, the pontiff of
congreéss-socialisth, ' is perfectly justified when he writes that the
congress-socialist have often disagreed with Mahatma Gandhi
but never opposed lim." The revolutionary communists are
quite corréct when characterising the Congress-socialist Party
they write—"It was the bourgeois seed that fructified within
the womb of the Indian petty bourgeoisie and resulted in the
political illegitimate,—congress-socialism."

How can such a party which fulfils the role of His
Majesty’s Opposition within the congress whic'-2verts its utmost
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to dupe the masses into the sty of the bourgeois congress, and”
which owes jts political existence and prestige (1) to Gandhi:
and Nehru, ever give a correct revolutionary leadership to
the Indian masses ? It was never - created with that end in view:
It was created tostem the tide of leftism in this country and to-
strengthep‘ thel _bo_urgeois congress.  Congress-socialism, the
Fndi;tn x_r’aria_tion of socialism reflect all the degeneration of
international socialism with, amazing clarity. It created its
Inass organisations, only for handing them over to the bourgeois
congress. II:_s;ibqtaged the Kisan Sabha (peasant committee)
at tl?e_l{iddin'g g:}'f the'cpngress. e
The 'Revo'_lu'tionary Communist Parry of India had stood
shoulder to shoul_cIer with the masses in their grim battle -
against the British imperialist-fascist regime, Hundreds of the
revolutionary Communists. have been imprisoned. all over India.
Five have been killed by ~tile_imperia1ists‘. bullets. ‘Helped by
the Stalinist legal-communist .informers, the government had
let loose its sdvage repression . against the revolutionary commu-
nist party.  Every where they have been the special target of
imperialist wrath. . Yet unfalteringly the . revolutionary
communists stobd by the masses.  As early as N'-ov,émber 1041,
in the second conference of the party, a detailed plan of action
for the coming “struggle was drawn up and sent to the various
organisations of the party. . _‘ L
When the "Quit India’ movement started and the masses
surged forward”in. mighty revolutionary waves, the party. was
not caught unwares. - Irs idéological weapous were never allowed
to get the bougeois rust. Tt never identified the mags, mowement
with the Congress, nor did it prove its political bankruptey like
the Congress-socialist Party by forfeiting its revolutionary right of
criticism of the bourgeois Congress.

The Revolutionary ' Communist Party was- not - slow - to
point out the treachery of. the bourgeois teadership of the *Quit
India’ movement. As early as October; 1942, only a month and

a half after the commencemerit of the moverhent, the party-

brought out a thorough analysis of the movement in the party -
organ, Red Front. The party warned the country not to mistake this
movement for a revolution. The fate.of the movement was sealed
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by its bourgeois leadership.. The Congress leadership had
sabotaged the movement even before it started. Not for a
moment did the party surrender to the Congress-romanticism
of the petty bourgeois congress-socialists, nor did its feet were
swept off from the grounds of revolutionary ideology and tactics
by the sweep of the movement. Petty bourgeois politics bow-
led over by a mGvement is’ 2 common phenomenon all the world
over. The party fought relentlessly against this danger of sud-
den ebulition of petty bourgeois romanticism regarding the
bourgeois Congress amongst the revolutionaries in the ranks of
the party and outside it.

_ " The party stood by the masses, stood by the mass uphea-
val, never did it stand by the bourgeois Congress. ,

., -. .. The gigantic mass heaval of August and September, 1942
should never be confounded with the Congress. Bes.ides giving
impetus..to the movement by the slogan 'Quit India' and its
propaganda, the Congress was nowhere in the field when the
actual mass uprising swept over the land. Almost-all.the big and
small leaders had already hastened to jail to seek safety there.
And fd-day"G;indhiji openly denies any congress responsibility
for the movement I Once the students of India had ignited the fire
of revo:lt.' the masses started the fight without any help from the
Congress. “Thé _revolutionary communists went along with the
masses 'th'rough. the ordeal of fire, not faltering for once, not
leaving tﬁga ma_sse;: in the lurch for once, knowing fully well that
due to the betrayal of the bourgeois Congress leadership of the
Iﬁovemen;, the movement was doomed. - The _revolutionary
qumunlisﬁs marched with the masses in the hour of their struggle
with imperialism. 'T.hey did not follow or support the Congress
even once. It is one thing to join the revolutionary upsurge of the
masses, even when one knows that the uprising is sure to be defea-
ted, and it is another thing to solidarise with the treacherous lea-
dership of the movement, to sing its praise as the congress-socia-
lis t]aiprakash Narain and his followers do. - The Revolutionary
Comfnhnist Party to-day is not shy of what it has done to help the
movement and it shall never disown the masses in their move-
ment, however i:léfectivg it had been in practice.

V'The...conclusions -that we draw from the 'Quit India’

movement are.:-—. . 0 s

el -



o @

[ 64 .

Firstly, the utter bankruptcy of the Congrcss, the Party
of the Indmn boulgeome and its total inhbility (as the class—
party of the bourgeoisie) to lead thé national moveiment, - &

Secondly, the complete overthrowal of non-v:olence as

the technique of struggle, :

o

Thirdly, the complete exposure of. ‘N':t[onai Frontist’
legal-communists, the germ-~carriers of Stalinism in India.

Fourthly, the phenomenal tempo of the revoluuomedtlon
of the masses of India,

T ifthly, the ripening of the ideolofical premises for the
growth of real leftism in India, a5 a result of the political deve-
lopment, both natiohal and mternatxonal The national réve-
lutiohary mibvement in India hus defmxtdy jumped over the
hurdle of Gandhism and Hhag scornfully rejected the petty
bourgesis congress-socialisin which is at tlie service of tHe Indian
bolirgeoisis”._

{Revdiution and Quit India.. Rcd Front. October,1942).

In March, 1943, the party change& its name from the
Commumist Pitty of India fo the Revelutionary Communist
Party of Indiai  In this connection, the Red Fiont wrote--* ‘“The
Revolutmnary Communist" Party is ¢ .the party of toiling masses
stidggling to becbine the most conscious dnd the moqt consistent
exponent of revolutlonarv communism an the Ime of Marx,
Engels snd Lenin in oppnsition to the most' severe onslaught
of itnpetialisth on the one hand and profanation spread fny the
P. C. Joshi group*disparaging the ideal of communism 1tself in
the eves of the pubhc. on the other hand. | 1t has from its. very
inception in the yefr 1934, tried its best to organise the masses
in.theit® own class-organisations independent of the Congress
dnd independeiit. of any bourgeois influences. Time has shown’
the correctness of its analysis and m\ riear futuré it will show
more the exactitude of its formulation of the Indian struggle
in the arena of world socidlist revolution. In the course of its
histoty, it tad to change " its name twice—once from the
Communist Léague to the' Communist party of India and thence
to the Revolutiohary "Cominunist. Party of India. We know as
most students of politics know that commufiism is nothing
H-nota ré@b:»ﬁ;?:xn'fy theory, but .communism in the hands of
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the so-called official communists have. become so profaned and

shameless]y distorted that we have been forced to add an epithet
revolutmnary before. communism in.order to -differentiate

our _gtand from those betrayers” ( Red Front, March, 1943 ).

In the national field the immediate task of the party are
(1) “to undertake the task of teaching the masses, the science
and art of revolution™ ( Red Front, March, 1943 ).

The confusion creared by the betrayers, the spirit of
defeatism spread by the impatient bourgeoisie and the terror
created by the '‘Goonda-Raj' of British imperialism shall lead
the masses to reaction unless we, the revolutionaries rightly:
educate the masses in right earnest.” (Red Front, March, 1943 ).

{2) “To build ‘up the organisational apparatus. Uhless
the masses have their own organs of power and fight, indepén-
dent of the Congress, how can the masses fight “when the Coh-
gress halts ? These independent organisations of the masses
and their own leadership are absolute preliminaries of continuing
the struggle -into the revolution. (Red Front, March, 1943 ).

(3) “To explain the sinister implication, of the Congress’

" bffer to the British imperialism that if they agree to.the Congress

demands, they will join. the' war against. the Axis. - We- must'
stand uneguivocally against- thisresolution. .We, the Indian'
masses shall not buy our fréedom with the cost of contmmng
the 1mper1ahst war. - We, t;‘hall not fight hpanese xmperlahsm
for the British nor shall we fight British 1mper1ahsm for' the '
Japanese.” (‘Red Front, March, 1943 ).
In the international sector the following changes are’
inevitable®™— = : :
-.' “Firstly, the d;smemberment of th& British Empire,
“Secondly, the virtual extinction of  Sdviet Russid as

Ty

‘an international revolutroharv force. ’Ideologlca!lv it has sinte

the beginning of the Stalin régime ceased to function as a revo-
]utxona\ry centre fiow after the war, for years to come! it will
not be In. a positiof to lend material and technical help to the
revolutionary movements of other lands:

“Thirdly, the formatlon bf ‘an mtetnatlonal revol‘utlonary
centre after the war. The natidnal revoiutton'\rv movements

.
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ih the colonf

‘ al' countries—national in form, proletarian in content
will have p

e @ form an intermatitnal revolutionary centte it co-
opefation with the European revolutionary movements, This
task cannot bhe relegated’ in the buckground for' am indefinite

period after the war. Ir must be immediately and effectively:
tackled.” . .

This was what the Red Front wrote in October, 1942,
fore the dissolution of the Third Intetnational by Stalin.

» The Revolutionary Communist Party had all along been
crxtlcql of the iﬂ'?(ﬂogical and tactical line of the Third Inter-
nativral ‘under Stalin. The complete subserviencé of the Third'
Inter'natiqnal to the political’ necessities of the Soviet state, the
naintenance of the Third International solely for the furtherance
of the Soviet foreign pelicy, the complete domination of the
Comintern by the Russian -Stalinist clique, 'the systematic des-
truction of democracy’ within the ranks of the Conmiunist
International, the class-collaborationist - United Front policy of
the Cominrern—a factor. which contributed enormously: to the
blunting of the edge of the international proletarian revolutionary
movement and prepared the ground for the advent of fascisrm,
‘the seal of consent that the Comintern gave to Stalin's chauvi-
nistic theory of ‘socialism in one country’, the. support that the
C:ominr.ern Eave to Stalin’s aggression on Finland in complete
d__.lsreg;.:rd to Lenin's ‘reqvolutionary teaching on self -determirz..
tion of nations,—all these tragic deviations from Marxism-Lenin-

ism, the Revoldtionary Communists had unequivocally con-.
demded. : - : i

long be

I

Yet they had not giver the slogan of a new International:
before 1942, And why ? Because each and every alteration and‘
deviation from communist principle can surely be condemned
and must be &ondemned, but they are not sufficient*for launching
foreh the slogan for a'~ﬁgwq1ntematibnah A major crisis is nece-
ssary for taking such a step. It is only when the very ideclogital
foundation on which an organisation or a party is hased has
been liquidated, does such a moment come. To precipitate it ie
adventurism, to postpone it after such a moment is come is
opportunism. The Revolutionary Communist Party shuns ‘both.
Just as Lenin could not advance the slogan of Third Interna-

v
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tional till the first world-war, though he had been a constant

critic of the opportunistic and class-collaborationist tactic of the
Second International since a,decade earlier, the Revolutionary
Communist Party of India could not advance the slogan of a new
International, till Stalin gave the last stab to the Communist
International by siding with German fascism at the beginning
of the war, by supplying Hitler with raw materials of war and by
entering into secret pact with Hitler for dividing up Poland
between German fascism and Stalinism. This hineous crime of
Stalin sounded the death-knell of the Third International. The
lesser perfidies of supporting the Atlantic Charter, entering into
twenty years’ pact with British Imperialism by Shich Stalin
promised to maintain British imperialist ‘status quo', were the
last straw on tne back of the camel.

The Revolutionary Communist Party realised that Lenin's
Communist International has been finally murdered by Stalin,
no hope of iff resusciation remained. -

That, is the reason why in 1942, the party advanced the
slogan of a new International.

Stalin by his announcement of the formal death sentence
on the Communist International in 1943, only killed once more the
corpée of a great international organisation, the soul of which he
had killed long ago.

The revolutionary communists had long ago visualised
this end of the Communist Internitional as the logical develop-
ment of Stalinism. - ) ‘

‘When the revolutionary soul of the Third International
was sucked out finally by the vampire of Stalinism, the Revolu-
tionary Communists discarded the corpse of the Third Interna-
tional in 1942 and raised the battle cry,—A niew International
for India'é re‘volutioggﬂnd fog the world-revolution,

ol :

.

The End.





