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QUOTATION FROM CHAIRMAN MAO TSE-TUNG

,

Therefore the united front, armed struggle and
Party building are the three fundamental questions for our Party in the Chinese revolution.
Having
a correct grasp of these three questions and their interrelations is tantamount to giving correct leadership to
the whole Chinese revolution.
Introducing"

']file

Comm1~ni8t'~

(October, 1939)

appears at a time when India is in the throes

of an acute economic and political crisis, when the class struggle
within our country and outside grows sharper and sharper,
when the imperialists and their stooges, aided by the Soviet
revisionists, are waging a brutal, fascist war against tbe peoples
in three continents. In India, the big- bourgeoisie, big landlords
a.nd their masters, the US and Bribish imperialists, are bleeding
'the people white. To deceive the starving, super-exploited
people of this country the ruling classes seek to preserve the
facade of parliamentary democracy and resort from time to
time to the worst kind of chauvinism-a game in which revisionists and neo-revisioI;ists have joined them. On the other
hand, brutal, fascist attacks are being made on the working
class and the peasantry and on the national minorities whenever
they rise in revolt.

t

But the forces of liberation are marching from victory to
victory all the world over. Seven hundred million Chinese
people, who are in the van of the world-wide struggle for freedom, world peace and socialism, are building a socialist society
with amazing swiftness.
The Great Proletarian Cultural
Revolution has swept away from the minds of the Chinese
people the thoughts
and habits alien to socialism and
ensured a future which will not
tolerattl reversion to
capitalism as in the first socialist state of the world.
The heroic Vietnamese people, applying
correctly Mao
Tse-tung's strategy
and tactics of People's War, are
dealing shattering blows to the most powerful of all imperialisms. The people of Southeast Asia have taken to the path
or armed struggle against imperialism and its native stooges.
Revolutionary storms are also blowincr
over Africa and Latin
o
America. Within the USA , the citadel of world reaction , the
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Afro-Americans, supported by sections of poor whites, are forward towards People's Democracy and Socialism.
Liberation
dedicates itself to the noblest of all causes-the
valiantly fighting to break the age-old fetters of slavery. Here,
in India, an unprecedented revolutionary
situation is fast liberation of the toiling people. It dedicates itself to the cause
developing. The brave peasants of Naxalbari, armed with of the Indian Revolution and takes the pledge to wage an
Mao Tse-tung's thought, have raised the banner of revolt uncompromIsmg fight against the imperialists and native
against feudal oppression, against the rule of the reactionary reactionaries including the revisionists and neo-revisionists.
classes. For the first time in India's history, the revolutionary
Liberation sends its warmest fraternal greetings to the
peasant movement led by the working class has been able to great Chinese comrades, the valiant Vietnamese comrades, the
smash a weak link in the feudal-comprador bourgeois-imperia
brave comrades in Burma, Thailand, Laos, Indonesia, Ceylon,
list chain despite all the terror unleashed by the rulers. the U. S. A and all other countries, who, guided by the thought
Naxalbari marks the beginning of a new era in India's historyof Mao Tse-tung, Marxism-Leninism of our era, are fighting
the beginning of the end of the old regime of exploitation by relentless battles for national liberation, world peace and
imperialism and its parasites. The message of Naxalbari, the socialism.
message of agrarian revolution led by the working class as the
only path to complete national liberation and soCialism, is "MARXISTS"
AS DEFENDERS
OF
spreading and dispelling from the minds of our peasantry and
ARLIAMENTARY
DEMOORAOY
working class the gloom of despair and instilling into them a
a circular dated October 17, 1967, to all Party units,
revolutionary consciousness and a revolutionary urge. Naxalthe Polit Bureau of the CP!. (M) says :
'~-e
bari has smashed .the barrier, the barrier erected by revisionist
politics to isolate the toiling people of India from the world
"These events [ the "l!'ttempted coup" of October J in West /1 t ,7
revolutionary forces battling
against imperialism and all Bengal and the ~bolical plans oBhe Chief Ministe! working .J) f-I 7,
reaction-in
China, Vietnam, Burma and other countries.
secretly with the Congress Government at the centre to
It is Naxalbari which has given the revolutionary working
massacre five thousand political workers and throw into prison
people of India their rightful place as a contingent of the world a few thousand more] show to what lengths the ruling classes
revolutionary forces.
are prepared to go in their desperate attempts to get over the
Naxalbari has also torn the mask off the neo-revisionist
deep economic and political crisis in which they are now caught.
clique led by Ranadive, Namboodiripad, Sundarayya, and Co., They are prepared to attack the very basis of parliamentary
and spells its doom. The perfidy of these neo-revisionist leaders
democracy to save their hated rule."
like tbat of the Dangeites knows no limit. When the longThe PB bas again raised "the slogan of mid-term elections .,r
delayed social revolution is breaking out, they are acting as
for a fresh verdict of the people" and urged "all Party units
the last reserve of tbe reactionary ruling classes, which are now to continuously hold meetings and demonstrations throughout
caught in the meshes of a deepening economic and political
the country, to rouse public opinion and the democratic forces
crisis. Hiding their real 'intentions under a cloak of left
to these d'Lngers tbat are threatening the very fabric of parliaphraseology, they have discarded Marxism'and stepped forward
mentary d~y"and
rally their support to defend ib"
•
to defend the old hated rrgime, but the revolutionary forces
It is interesting to recall that the same slogan, the slogan
will no doubt cast them into the dustbin of history and march
to strengthen Parliamentary institutions and to extend demo-
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Now that the various contradictions-between
imperialism
• and the people, between feudalism and the peasantry, between
the bourgeoisie and the working class-have been growing sharper
and sharper, the reactionary ruling classes of India are finding
it increasingly difficult to preserve the facade of parliamentary;
Parliamentary democracy of which both the Dangeites and
democracy.
They are ready to scrap the parliamentary
"Marxists" are so enamoured, is, as every Marxist knows, the
institutions whenever there arises a threat to their regime of
organ of the dictatorship of the exploiting classes over the
oppression and exploitation and whenever they are unable to
toiling people. Engels sltid that ·'the contemporary representative state i~ an instrument of exploitation of wage labour b I rule in the old way: So when the p~ople are again and again
rising in revolt agamst the bonrgeOls-landlord state, when a
capital." "A democratic republic", added Lenin, "is the bes
vast
wave of struggle for land and food and national liberation,
possible politicil.l shell for capitalism, and, therefore, onc
of which Naxalbari is only the prelude, is about to sweep the
capital has gained control of this very best shell (through th
country.:..:.the reactionary ruling classes have pressed their
Palchinskys,
Chernovs, Tseretelis & Co.), it establishes it
last reser;;: the neo-revisionists-N amboodiripad, Ranadive,
power so securely, so firmly, that no change, either of persons,
Jyoti Basu, .Sundarayya and Co.,-into the bat~le to save their
of institutions, or of parties in the bOm"gellis-~emocratic
hated rule. Faced with a fast developing revolutionary
republic, can shake it.
sitilation, these neo-revisionists have betrayed Marxism"We must also note that Engels very definitely calls
Leninism and joined the counter-revolutionary camp. By waving
universal suffrage an instrument of bourgeois rule.".
the banner ot parliamentary democracy they indeed seek
[ The State)nd
Revol1dion
to defend the joint dictatorship of the comprador-bureaucratic
It was the British imperialists who planted Parliamentar
bourgeoisie and landlords.
Their campaign in defence of
democracy on the Indian soil as the organ of the imperialist
parliamentary democracy and their call for mid-term elections
feudal dictatorshi p over the toiling people of India. When th
are nothing but a clever ruse to screen from the people
British handed over political power to their Congress agent
the sharp'social contradictions, to divert their attention from
this ready-made organ of class-rule was adopted unaltered b
the urgent revolutionary tasks of developing peasact struggles
. t,he new ruling classes-the
cOrhprlldor-bourgeoisie and th
nder the leadership of the working class on the Naxalbari line
landlords. The Central Legislative Assembly of the Britis
and to paralyse the revolutionary section of workers and
colonial days, elected by the propertied and privileged classe
peasants. But thier attempt is doomed to fail.
Despite
was given the high~sounding name of the Constituent Assembl
their left phraseology they can hardly conceal their true
and served as the Parliament of the Sovereign Republic until th
character-the
character of unashamed lackeys of the rulin~
early months of 1952. The facade of parliamentary democraCY
classes.
has served the reactionary ruling classes well and the revisioni
UF GOVERNMENT
AND THF ROLE
leaders of the CPI have all these 'years shared and instiBe
OF I'MARXISTS"
to quote the words of Lenin, "into the minds of the people
the wrong idea. that universal suffrage 'in the modern state' .
It is worth recalling a formulation of this treacherous
really capable of expressing the will of the majority of t
clique.
After they had joined the coalition governments in
(
toilers and of ensuring its realization."
cracy, was raised by the CPI during the election campaign
in 1962-before
the split (cp. Election Manifesto of the
CPI, 1962).

I
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West Bengal and Kerala, the West Bengal Committee of the
CP1 (M) made the following declaration in a c0mmunique
entitled "W. B. State Committee Reviews Elections , Charts
Immediate Tasks" (People's lJemoCrilC?/, April 16, 1967) :

•

"Further the [UF ] Ministry
is formed on the basis
of a conglomeration of fourteen parties with different policies
and ideologies and they are united with the aim of serving the
people's interests.
It has to function on the basis of a non-class
outlook." (Italics ours). What a gem of a Marxist formulation!
Can there be any "non-class outlook" in a class-ridden society?
In the name of "a non-class outlook" the treacherous leaders of
the party of the working class surrendered the proletarian outlook, proletarian politics, to the outlook and politics of the
exploiting classes represented by the Bang-Ia Congress and the
like. So they never hesitate to join hands with other reactiouaries to hunt and shoot down brave peasants and peasant
women trying to break the shackles of feudal exploitation and
throw hundreds of others into prison. They even outdo other
counter-revolutionaries in vilifying the revolutionaries of the
" Party who are leading the struggle of the peasants. They share
responsibility for a food policy which denies food to the people
and enables the jotedars and blackmarketeers to reap a harvest
of gold out of thc misery and suffering of the people. They
have not also hesitated to fire upon and murder workers.
After October 2, the vile surrender has become more and
more glaring though the renpgades seek to cover it up with
militant slogans. "'We do not want strikes and lock-out. We
seek an· amicable settlement of labour disputes,' commented
the Deputy Chief Minister, Mr J yoti Basu ( CPI-M ) after the
Cabinet meeti~:ig." (Tlte Statesman, October 6, 1967). Moie
~n
60,000 workers lost their jobs in West Bengal during t~
first six months of the coalition governmAlJt; there is lock-out
in several large factories and industrialists are insisting on
more retrenchment of workers but the "Marxists", who have
done little to defend the workers, go on prating of conciliation,
arbitration and industrial peace. Their policy has encouraged

I
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G. D. Birla to praise Namboodiripad and to declare, "I am
very happy in Kerala. I do not mind the Communists running
the Government there." (The Statesman, October 24, 1967 ).
In a.nswer Jyoti Basu, Polit Bureau member, CPI (M), said:
"The West Bengal Government acknowledged the fact that
efforts should be made to harmonize relations in industry. It
had therefore decided to meet industrialists and trade union
leaders soon."
"Mr. J yoti Bassu,"
The Statesman's
Staff
Reporter added, "felt the trade union leaders were partly
responsible for the present state of affairs. While recession
played its part, in 'a few cases' labour migbt have demanded
'too much' and 'in many cases employers wanted to teach
labour a lesson.''' ( The Statesman, October 24, 1967). Is this
the voice of a Marxist or of a flunkey of the bourgeoisie r
"Mr. Harekrishna Konar, CP1-M Minister for Land and
Land Revenue, told reporters informally after the meeting
that in the struggle between jotedars and bargadars on the land
front, there would in future be much less of the 'impatience and childishness' displayed by certain sections of the
peasantry from time to time in the past
He also said
that he would urge the Cabinet to utilize military personnel in
the coming procurement drive if such a need arose." (The
Statesman, October 6, 1967). On the one hand, the Government
fI of J yoti Basu and Harekrishna
Konar are bringing units of the
Central Reserve Police, setting up police camps in thc villages
and perfeeting the state machine to drown in blood any struggle
of the share-croppers and landless agricultural labourers for food
and land:
on the other hand, Mr Konar and his men are
, trying to sabotage tbe struggle from within in the face of
attacks from the jotedars and their Government. "As Secretary of the Krishak Sabba," reported the Statesman on October
20,1967, "Mr Konar had also issued circulars to his
organization's units asking Sabha workers to impress
upon the bargadars the need for avoiding clashes with
jotedars who- might try to use force to take away paddy
from the fields. The Sabha should organize its workers Sl}

10

LIBBRATION

that bargadars could deposit their produce at panchayat
khamars. Thereupon BDOs and JLROs should be requested
to distribute paddy, after thrashing, among bargadars and
jotedars:'
[Emphasis ours-Ed. J. To quote Lenin, "Revolu.
tionary-demo,cratic phrases to gull the rural· Simple
Simons, bureaucracy and red tape for the 'benefit' of
the capitalists-that is the essence of the 'honest' coalition."

army of {)fficials. This army, however, is undemocratic through
of threads
an d th roug,h l't is connected by thousands and millions
,
with the landowners and the bourgeoisie and is completely
-dependent on them. This army is surroun~ed by an a.~mosphere
{)f bourgeois relations, and breathes nothmg but th~s atmosphere. It is set in its ways, petrified, stagnant, and IS, powerless to break free of this atmosphere. It c~n only thmk, feel
{)r act in the old way. This army is bound by servility to ran~,
by certain privileges of 'Civil' service, the upper ranks of, thIS
Mmy are, through the medium of shares and b~nks, ent1r~ly
enslaved by the finance capital, being to a certam extent ItS
agent and a vehicle of its interests and influence.

( Phe State and ~Revolution ).

These lackeys of the big landlords and the bourgeoisie
claim that by continuing in the U F Governments they are
strengthening the Pdorty, building mass organizations and
extending the party's mass-base, and thus preparing for the
Revolution to come. That the claim is hollow is not difficult
to prove. How can you strengthen a Communist Party by
repudiating Marxism-Leninism, making fascist attacks on the
l'evoluti:maries within the Party and by preaching bourgeois
ideology?
How can you build mass organizations by siding
with the reactionary classes in class-battles and fir.ing upon
workers and peasants? How can you prepare for the Revolution
by opposing class struggles and destroying and disrupting the
Party and mass organizations?
N axalbari has torn the mask
()ff them and made it possible for a genuine Communist Party,
rid of their influence, to emerge.
/'

These neo-revisionists contend that by clinging to office
they are providing relief to the people. It is utter revisionism
to hold that in this era of rapid disintegration 'and decay. of
the capitalist system it is possible fo offer relief to the basic
masses in a semi-colonial country like India without bringing
about any changes in the relations of production and the
~haracter of the State. They deliberately ignore what Lenin
said :
"The entire history of the bourgeois-parliamenhry,
and
also, to a considerable extent, of the bourgeois-constitutional,
countries shows that a change of ministers means very little, for
the real work of administration is in the hands of an enormous
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"It is the greatest delusion, the gr~atest self-deception of
the people, to attempt, by means of this state apparatus,. to
-carry out such reforms as the abolition of landed estates wIthout compensation, or the grain monopoly etc. This apparatus
-can serve a republican bourgeoisie creating a republic in the
'Shape of a 'monarchy without a monarch', like the French Third
Republic, but it is absolutely incapable of carrying out reforms
which would seriously curtail or limit the rights of capital, the
rights of 'sacred private property', much less abolish those
1'ights. ,That is why it always happens, under all sorts of
'Coalition' cabinets that include 'socialists' that these socialists,
~ven when individuals among them are perfectly honest, in
~~lity tllrn out to be either a useless orname~t or a screen to
\vert
the people's indignation from the governm~, a tool ~~r
~~overDment to deceive the people. This was the case wIth
ouis Blanc in 1848 , and dozens of times i; Britain and
France, when socialists participated in Cabinets. This is also
the case with the Chernovs and Tseretelis in 1917, So it has

1.

1

!

een and so it will be as long as the bourgeois system exists and as
ong as the old bourgeois, bureaucratic state apparatus remains
'ntact.

~
[ Lenin:

One of

the Flmdamental

Questions

Collected Works, Vol. 25, pp.

<'.,

""'".:;t ~a.l<~4 ~

~J

+l....~~e. ~

of,...Revolution,

~ 73

:
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/ SOVIET 'AID' TO INDIA
According to a. message from Moscow, dated October 13,
1967, about half of the 'aid' of one billion roubles ( Rs 825
crores ), which the Soviet Union promised in July last year to
grant India for 1966-70, will be channelled into industry.
At a Press conference in the Soviet capital, Mr Fakhruddin
Ali Ahmed, India's Minister for Industry, declared that "the
development
of the Indian engineering
industry
was
'inseparable' from Soviet aid. He has worked with Soviet
officials to arrange co-operation in the field of engineering and
'the signing of an appropriate agreement is expected later.' »
It may be of interest to know that the loan the USSR
has agreed to grant for 1966-70 far exceeds Soviet economic
'aid' to this country during ten years of Khruschov's
premiership. Another interesting thing is that Soviet 'aid' is
increasing at a time when US 'aid' is declining. In its lust
for world domination US imperialism has so overstretched
itself that for the last few years it has been faced with.a severe
balance of payments crisis.
This crisis caused mainly by
overseas military expenditures, foreign 'aid' programmes (90
per cent of which are tied to exports) and private capital
investment in foreign countries is forci'ng the US government'
to reduce its foreign commitments
It is chieHy through
foreign military and economic 'aid' that the US imperialists
maintain their ueo-colonial regime in the underdeveloped
countries of the world.
But the mounting costs of their
aggressive war in Vietnam and of the massive military build-up
in Southeast Asia make it increasingly difficult for them to
pour as much 'aid' in countries like India as is needed by
reactionary regimes to survive. That is why, imperialist 'aid'
to these regimes is being supplemented on an increasing scale
(
by Soviet 'aid'.
Soviet 'aid' is usually hailed by reactionaries and revisionists
of all hues as disinterested, generous and without strings. Is
this praise really deserved?
Is its nature really progressive

13

-altogether
different from that of inperialist aid? If it is
progressive, it would have helped India to break the shackles of
foreign capital and enabled her economy to develop along
independent lines. But facts prove the contrary. In 17 years
from 1948 to 1965, foreign capital investments in the private
sector in India increased from Rs. 255 crores to about Rs 1000
crores and investments of private US capital from Rs 11 crores
to Rs 250 crores (this includes the capital invested by the
World Bank in the private sector ). India's total debt to the US
imperialists until the end of the last year amounted to about
Rs. 5500 crores. For meeting the huge balance of-payments
deficit.,for keeping the wheels of her industry moving and for
feeding quite a large section of the population, the reactionary
rulers of India are chiefly dependent on the 'bounty' of the US
imperialists. India'l!! reactionary ruling classes would not have
survived so long but for this vast 'aid' which has strengthened
her neo-colonial fetters. As long as the Indian state is the
oj state
of big landlords and the comprador bureaucratic
bourgeoisie, the mainstay of imperialism in the .country, the
question of independent development can hardly arlse.

r

Marxism teaches us that from whatever source 'aid' may
be r~ceived, it goes to enrich and strengthen the ~uling class at
the expense of the toiling people. Even commuDlsts have been
duped too long by the revisionist theory that Soviet 'aid' can
help Indian economy to develop along independent lines despite
the imperialist stranglehold over it. Far from attacking this
stranglehold, Soviet 'aid' has only strengthened it.

How can Soviet 'aid'~ be disinterested when the Soviet
revisioniEts have seen to it that Soviet economy_ is based on the
/ profit motive?
If economic relations within the country are
ruled by the principle of buying cheap and selling dear, can the
economic relations with a foreign country be guided by a
principle of an opposite character?
It is absurd to think that
Soviet 'aid' is Socialist aid when ~apitaliBm is being restored in
the Soviet Union.

I
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The Soviet 'aid' to India has only forged new shackles-of
the neo-colonial kind-and
is as 'disinterested'
and 'unselfish'.
as the imperialist
'aid'.
By using this weapon of 'aid', the

The very pattern of trade between India and the Soviet
Union is neo-colonial in character.
The Soviet Union buys
cheap from India primary or semi-processed products like jute,
tea, wool, leather and tobacco and sells this country at high
rices machines, machine -tools, tractors and other products
of
her industry.
India is a typical example that shows how by wielding the
weapon of 'aid' the Soviet revisionists seek to buy up the Indian
reactionaries,
collaborate
with US imperialists
to maintain
these reactionaries in power, do everything
possible to prevent
revolutionary
developments a,nd establish their domination over
a foreign country jointly with the US imperialists.
It is the objective needs of capitalism,
which the Soviet
revisionists have restored in their country, that force them to
collaborate
with the uS imperialists
and build up their own
neo-colonial
empire.
That
is why in the name of "International Socialist
.,.
n of Labour" they have tried t~e
t e economic development of the other socialist countries.
To
quote from the Progressive Eabour of February-March
1967
••'U nder
the International
Division of Labour' the' Soviet
U n~on's allies supply food, raw materials and capital to the Soviet
UnIOn and, in turn, the Soviet Union force manufactured
item.s on her allies." "In the final analysis," remarked the Times
Remew
of Ind1tstry (February,
1964).
"tbe COMECON
members cannot maintain the~r devel~pm~nt without help from
~he U. S. S. R., and any pOSSIble aSpIratlOns to greater political
mdependence on the part of the East European
countries must
be governed by this knowledf"
The Soviet Union is bnilding
up ~ sphere of econo~ic and flolitical do~ination
and, to quote
agalll fro~ the s.am~ Issue of the Prof./resswe Labour, "Like any
other natlOn w~llch IS,developing an economy based on private
profit, the SOVIet Umon needs areas to exploit."
That is whYI the S~viet revisi.onist clique is feverishly trying
to. ~rop up, e'[e,ry reactlOnary regIme on earth with economic and
mll.lt~ry
a:d.
to help the U S imperialists
to "contain"
somaiist C~ma an.d to ~o everythin~ conceivable to put out the
flame of natlOnal hberatlOn war.
That is why "The US" as
l:e tr~adshee~
o,f .October/.19661 said, "is no 10nger afrai~ of
.?Vlet U mon s lllfluence m India, and indeed counts on its
h e Ip .
. Because of the i~mense prestige that the Soviet Union still
~~JJ~s amon~ explOIted peoples, its revisionist
rulers are as
a Til. ~ enhemles as the U. S. Imperialists.
Soviet "aid" is indeed
[ dom'rOJan
t' orse used
I" by US' Imperia. I'Ism to ensure their joint
mil. lOn over
ndla and countries like India.
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Soviet revisionists
have extended their influence over India's
ruling classes as the junior partner of imperialism.
Today theSoviet Union occupies the third place in India's foreign trade
and is the chief supplier
of military nardware.
The Soviet
'aid', which India has so far rece~ved, has been invested in
heavy industries controlled by Indian bureaucratic capital.
TheU. S. S. R. has been able to tighten her grip over some of thevital sectors of India's industry:
she controls a fourth of thesteel output, half of the oil refineries and a fifth of the electricity
generated in India.
She maintains a monopoly of the work or
designs and supply of machinery
and machine tools for the
enterprises set up with her help. Let us take the example of theHOkaro Steel Plant now under construction.
The Soviet rulers
have refused to associate Indians
with the work of designs and
insist on having entire control over the steel works
\ period -Df its construction.
Like the imperialists,

the

Soviet

revisionists

during

the-

are forcing

India to buy at high prices Soviet goods which are poor in
qUality.
They also force India to spend the entire amount of
'aid' on purchases in the Soviet Union:
that is, the entire 'aid'
is tied to exports. It is also worth noting that the Soviet leaders
exact prices for machines and machines-tools,
which are 20 to 3(}
per cent higher than the prevailing international
prices. That ie

j

why, the Economic Times commented

that

though

the

rate

0

interest on Soviet loans appears to be a mere 2i per cent, th
actual rate which is quite high lies concealed in the exorbitant.
prices of the goods supplied by the Soviet Union.
She ha9
plans of building industries in India in collaboration with Indian
capital and of exporting their products to the markets in Southeast Asia and Africa.
These are only some of the way'
in which the U. S. S. R. seeks to exploit the labour and resources of India and to control her economy together
with the
US imperialists.
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CEYLONESE

COMRADES

GREET

'LIBERATION'
9, De Mel Street,
Colombo 2.
Ceylon.
October 16, 1967
The Liberation,
C/o Deshabrati Office,
Calcutta,
India.
Dear Indian Comrades,
At this moment, when you, the fraternal revolutionaries in
India, are to publish an English journal in the nllme of
Liberation, allow us, the Marxist-Leninists
from Ceylon, to
extend our revolutionary greetings
to you, your organ
Liberation, through you to all the Marxist-Leninists
and
-revolutionaries in the sub-continent of India.
Comrades!
Today, the world revolutionary situation IS very excellent
Hurricane of revolution spreads all over the world, particularl
in Asia, Africa and Latin America. These three continent
have now become the "area of revolutionary storms." Resolut
struggle for national liberation and independepce is bein
waged all over the world. Weare
living in a period whe
world imperialism headed by US imperialism is approachin
its total destruction with itt! allies, the modern revisionis
traitors with the leading clique of the CPS U as their cent
and all kind of reactionaries.
At the same time, world revo
lution, socialism, is marching towards its world-wide victory
The US-led imperialists now face-serious difficulties and a
being violently attacked by the peoples' forces.
The leadership of the Communist Party of the Soviet Unio
has become the arch traitor to the people who fight for nation
liberation and for Socialism. Colluding with US-led imperi
lists, these renegades of the Great October Revolution a
-dreaming of US-Soviet world domination. Today, they ha
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entered into an unholy alliance against People's China a~d
heroic Albania, vanguards of the international
commuDlst
movement, and peddles a violent campaign against them. At
time when they celebrate the 50th anniversary of the Great
a
.
October Revolution, they have restored capitalism in the SOVIet
Union and betrayed' the holy cause of Lenin and Stalin.
They have degenerated the first workers' state into bourgeois
dictatorship.

Comrades!
The Thought of Mao Tse-tung is Marxism-Le?i:nism o.f?ur
era. Comrade Mao inherited and defended Marxlsm-LeDlDlsm
and developed it in~o entirely r:ew heig~ts. He c.o~rectly, comprehensively and creatively apphed Marx)sm-Lenm~sm .and solved
a series of questions. He made a vast contr~butlOn to the
development of Marxi,sm-Leninism;
Under hiS, correct. and
incomparable leadership, the Chmese. revolutl.on achieved
nation-wide victory. Comrade Mao IS a, ~eDl~s and the
greatest Marxist-Leninist alive. Weare hVlD~ m t,he,era ~f
Mao Tse-tung, i.e., the era in w~icp w?rld ImJ?erlalIsm IS
heading for its doom and world sOCIalIsm IS marchmg tow3:rds
its success. Therefore, Marxism-Leninism of the. present time
is the invincible ThouO'ht of Mao Tse-tung. It IS a powerful
and vigorous ideologi~al weapon for opposing i~perial~s~ and
for opposing revisionism. Whoever disag,r~es ~lth thiS IS not
a genuine Marxist-Leninist, but only a revlslODlst.
In this era of Mao Tse-tung, the world progressives heard
the good news of armed rebellion in your country, The land
of so-called "Gandhism" has now been shaken with the people's
armed uprisings.
W ell-advertised "followers" of. the "nonviolent" method of Gandhi and Nehru, the Indian people are
now furiously rising like a volcano. They divorced themselves
from the humbug of "non,-violence."
Today, we see their
determination to wage a resolute struggle against the reactionary Congress government.
As a result of its utter reactionary policy, the reactionary
Conl?ress rule brought India into starntion and famine. They
2
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have become an obedient servant of foreign imperialists an
revisionists. They make room for the imperialists, bureaucra
comprador capitalists, feudalists to continue their exploitation
___
/rhey barbarously suppress the people's movement and are furthe
sharpening their weapons for assault on the people's jus
struggles.
Therefore, the Indian people have now found that it i
impossible to make ends meet. Therefore, now they wag
various forms of struggle against the Congress running dog
of imperialism and challenge the tyrannical rule of big bour
geoisie and landlords.
When such an excellent situation prevails all over the
sub-continent of India, a handful of modern and neo-revisionists
attempt to betray the people's struggle, particularly,
of
peasants. Instead of encouraging these struggles against the
Congress reactionary rulers, modern revisionists led by Sri path
Amrit Dange and neo-revisioniBts led by the "distinguished
invitee" of the Soviet revisionist leaders, at the 50th anniversary
of betrayed-October Revolution, tell the people to fully engage
in parliamentary forms. of struggle. They try to divert the
attention of the Indian people from violent struggles.
Es pecially, the neo-revisionists have become the devotees of
bourgeois "parliamentary democracy", and of constitutionalism.
Following a capitulationist policy, these neo-revisionists surrendered themselves to the renegade Dange clique and, at the
same time, made alliance with ultra-reactionaries
like the
Swatautra Party in the "fourth general elections." In the
ideological field, they follow a so-called line of "liberalism"
between Marxism-Leninism and modern reVISIOnism. They
seek a "broadest united front" between China and the Soviet
Union, between revolutionaries and the agents of imperialists.
By their i'mild" policy and "mIddle" path, these neo-revisionists
obviously serve the Indira reactionary regime and the Soviet
revisionist masters; and have caused damage to the Indian
revolution.
Now, when the revisionists in the mask of "communists"
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have already done their betrayal, it has become the duty of
Marxist-Leninists
and genuine revolutionaries
in India to
carry the people'.s struggle forward and to lead the masses to
people's democ.1atic revolution ..
We believe that you will do your bounden-duty presistently
and vigilantly.
We believe that you will carry the
fight against both modern and neo-revisionism and will
identify them as the main danger to the Indian revolution.
We feel that you will draw a series of lessons from Indonesia.
Ceylonese 'revolutionaries, as well as the world revolutionaries, know that, only by applying the ever-victorious
Thought of Mao Tae-tung, the Marxism-Leninism of our time ,
not only the Indian revolution but also the world revolution
can succeed.
At this moment, when your English-language monthly, the
"Liberation", is to be published, we greet you with the great
hope that you will wage a brave fight against all of our common
enemies:
imperialism,
bureaucrat-comprador
capitalism,
feudalism, and modern and neo-revisionism, and that you will
arouse and lead the masses against the Congress running dogs
of imperialism. Weare sure that you will carry it through
your new English monthly, the "Liberation".
We salute and
greet the monthly, "Liberation",
the organ of our fraternal
Indian revolutionaries.
Weare sure that, you will defeat the Congress tyrannical:
rale and lead the people's democratic revolution; Expose and,
~weep away the . mo~ern and neo-revisionists in your ranks;ast away. all IllUSIons on bourgeois "parliamentary demo~:acy" ; BuIld a. genuine Marxist-Leninist
leadership; Hold
. Ig? t?e revolutiOnary red banner af Marxism-Leninism
the
~nvlI~c~bleThought of Mao Tse-tung;
Carry forward therad~tlon of. Telengana and Naxalbari; and Take all roads
POSSI
ble to WIn the final victory.
WITH COMMUNIST GREETINGS ,
Marxist-Leninists from Ceylon
A. C. M. SALY.
A. S. M. CASSIM.
ASOKA L. HANDAGAMA.
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peal of spring thunder has crashed over the land of India.
Revolutionary peasants in the Darjeeling area have rism in
rebellion. Under the leadership of a revolutionary group or
the Indian Communist Party, a red area of rural revolutionary
:armed struggle has been eshblished in India. This 'is a deve~opment of tremendous significance for the Indian people's
revolutionary struggle.
In the past few months, the peasant masses in this
area, led by the revolutionary group of the Indian Communist Party, have thrown off the shackles of modern revisionism
and smashed the trammel!!!that bound them. They have seized
grain, land and weapons fro~ the landlords and plantation
owners, punished the local tyrants ltnd wicked gentry, and
ambushed the reactionary troops and police that went to
suppress them thus demonstrating the enormous might of the
peasants' revolutionary armed struggle. All imperialists, revi.
sionists, corrupt officials, local tyrants and wicked gentry, and
reactionary army and police are nothing in the eyes of the
revolutionary peasants who are determined to strike them do
to the dust. The absolutely correct thing has been done by th
revolutionary group of the Indian Communist Party and the
bave done it well. The Chinese people joyfully applaud thO
revolutionary storm or the Indian peasants in the Darjeelin
aTea as do all Marxist-Leninists
and revolutionary people
the whole world.
'
It is an inevitability that the Indian peasants will rebel an
the Indian people will make revolution because the reactiona
Congress rule has left them with no alternative.
India und
Congress rule is -only nominally independent; in fact, it

nothing more .than a semi-colonial, semi· feudal country. The'
Congress administration represents the interests of the Indian
feudal princes, big landlords and bureaucrat-comprador capitalists. Internally, it oppresses the Indian people without any
.mercy an {sucks their blood, while internationally it seryes
the new boss, U.S. imperialism, and its number one accomplice,
the Soviet revisionist ruling clique, in addition I to its old
suzerain British imperialism, thus selling out the national
I interests of India in a big way.
So imperialism, Soviet
' revisionism, feudalism and burcaucrat-comprador
capitalism
weigh
like
big
mountains
on
the
backs
of
the
Indian
people,
(
\ especially on the toiling masses of workers and peasants.
The Congress administration has intensified its s:uppression
and exploitation of the Indian people and pursued a policy of
national betrayal during the past few years. Famine has stalked
the land year after year. The fields are strewn with the bodies
of those who bave died of hunger and starvation.
The Indian
people, above all, the Indian peasants, have found life impossible
for them. The revolutionary peasants in the Darjeeling area
have !lOW risen in rebellion, in violent revolution. This is the
prelude to a violent revolution by the hundreds of millions of
people throughout India. The Indian people will certainly
cast away these big mountains off their backs and win complete
emancipation, This is the general trend of Indian history
which no force on earth can check or hinder.

f

1

,!hat road is to be followed by the Indian revolution?
This is a fundamental question affecting the success of the
Indian revolution and the destiny of the 500 million Indian
people. The Indian revolution must take the road of relying
on the peasants, establishing base areas in the countryside,
p~rsi8ting in protracted armed struggle and using the countrySide to encircle and finally capture the cities, This is Mao Tbetung'~ road, the road that has led the Chinese revolution to
victory, and the ~nly road to victory for the revolutirn of all
c:ppressed nations and peoples,
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Our great leader, Chairman' Mao Tse-tung, pointed out as
-long as 40 years ago: "In China's central, southern and
,northern provinces, several hundred million peasants will rise
like a mighty storm, like a hurricane, a force so swift and
violent that no power, however great, will be able to hold it
back. They will smaeh all the trammels that bind them and
:rush forward along the road to liberation.
'fhey will sweep
all the imperialists, war lords, corrupt officials, local tyrants and
evil gentry into their graves."
Chairman Mao explicitly pointed out long ago that the
peasant question occupies an extremely important place in the
people's revolution. The peasants constitute the main force in
the national-democratic revolution against imperialism and its
lackeys; they are the most reliable and numerous allies of the
proletariat.
India is a vast semi-colonial and semi-feudal
country with a population of 500 million, the absolute
majority of which, the peasantry, once aroused, will become
, the invincible force of the Indian revolution.
By integrating
r~tself with the peasants, the Indian proletariat will be able to
bring about earth-shaking changes in the vast countryside of
\ India and defeat any powerful enemy in a soul-stirring people's
war,

1

Our great leader, Chairman Mao, teaches us: "The seizure
'of power by armed force, the settlement of the issue by war,
is the central task ~nd the highest form of revolution. This
Marxist-Leninist principle of revolution holds good universally,
Tor China and for all other countries."
The specific feature of Indian revolution , like that of the
'Chinese revolution, is armed revolution fighting against armed
counter-revolution.
Armed struggle is the only correct road
:for the Indian revolution; there is no other road whatsoever.
Such trash as "Gandhi-ism", "parliamentary road" and the
( like. are opium used by the Indian ruling classes to paralyse the
Indlan people. Only by relying on violent revolution and
taking the road of armed struggle can India be saved and the
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Indian people achieve complete liberation.
Specifically, this .'
is to arouse the peasant masses boldly, build up and expand the
revolutionary armed forces, deal blows at the armed suppression
of the imperialists and reactionaries,
who are temporarily
stronger thau the revolutionary forces, by using the whole set
of the flexible strategy and tactics of people's war personally
worked out by Chairman Mao, and to persist in protracted
armed struggle and seize victory of the revolution step
by step.
In the light 0£ the characteristics of the ,Chinese revolution,
our great leader, Chairman Mao, has pointed out the importance
of establishing revolutionary rural base areas. Chairman Mao
teaches us: In order to persist in protracted armed struggle
and defeat imperialism and its lackeys, "it is imperative for
the revolutionary ranks to turn the backward villages into
advanced, consolidated base areas, into great military, political,
economic aud cultural bastions of the revolution frem which to
fight their vicious enemies who are using the cities for atbcks
on the rural districts, and in this way gradually to achieve the
complete victory of the revolution through
protracted
fighting ."
India is a country with vast- territory;
its countryside ~where the reactionary rule is weak, provides the broad areas
in which the revolutionaries can manoeuvre freely. So long as
the Indian proletarian revolutionaries adhere to the revolutionary line of Marxism-Leninism,
Mao Tse-tung's Thought and
rely on their great ally, the peasants, it is entirely possible for
them to establish one advanced revolutionary rural base area
after another in the broad backward rural areas and build a
people's army of a new type. Whatever difficulties and twists
and turns the Indian revolutionaries may experience in the
Course of building such revolutionary base areas, they will
eventually develop such areas from isolated points into a vast
expanse, from small areas into extensive ones, an expansion in
a series of waves. Thus, a situation in which the cities are
encircled from the countryside will gradually be brought
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about in the Indian revolution to pave the way for the fina
I!!eizure of towns and cities and winning nation-wid

•

victory.
The Indian reactionaries are panic-stricken by the de~elop
ment of the rural armed struggle in Darjeeling.
They hav
sensed imminent difiaster and they wail in alarm that th
peasants' revolt in Darjeeling will "become a national disaster."
Imperialism and the Indian reactionaries
are trying in a.
thousand and one ways to suppress this armed struggle of th~
Darjeeling peasants and nip it in the bud. The Dange
renegade
clique and the revisionist chieftains
of the
Indian Communist Party
are vigorously
slandering an
attacking
the
revolutionaries in the Indian Communis
Party and th.e revolutionary peasants in Darjeeling fo
their great exploits. The so-called "Non-Congress" govern
ment in West Bengal openly sides with the reactionar
Indian Government in its bloody suppression of the revolu
tionary peasants in Darjeeling.
This gives added proof tha
these renegades and revisionists are running dogs of U. S
imperialism and Soviet revisionism and lackeys of the big
Indian landlords and bourgeoisie. What they call the "Non·
Congress government" is only a tool of these landlords and
bourgeoisie.
'But no matter how well the imperialists, Indian reactio
naries and the modern revisionists may co-operate in thei
sabotage and suppression, the torch of armed struggle lighte
by the revolutionaries in the Indian Commmunist Party an
the revolutionary peasants in Darjeeling will not be put out,
"A ,single spark can start a prairie fire."
The spark i
Darjeeling
will start a prairie fire a,nd will certainly se
the vast expanses of India ablaze. That a gaeat storm 0
revolutionary armed struggle will eventually sweep acrosS th
length and breadth o~ India is certain. Altougth the cours
of tbe Indian revelutionary struggle will be long and tortuouS
the Indian revolution, guided by great Manism-LeninisIll
Mao-Tsestung's Thought, will surely triumph.

1
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This year the Soviet Union and the world proletariat ar~
celebrating th~ 50th anniversary of the first great successful
proletarian revolution. Today, after fifty years, the people of
the Soviet Union and ~he proletariat of all countries are faced
with a serious contradiction:
Fifty years ago, the Russian proletariat led by Lenin Il,nd
the Bolshevik Party seized power by a violent revolution and
established the Soviet regime of proletarian dictatorship.
That
was a revol~tion in the real sense of the term, the profoundest
revolution in the history of mankind, a revolution which for
the first time In history ended exploitation of man by man in a.
large part of the world. But today the Soviet leaders have
denounced the Marx;,st-Leninist doctrine of proletarian revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat.
In its place they
are trying to establioh the anti-working class and anti-Marxist
revisionist doctrine of peaceful transition to socialism.
When the· Soviet and other Revisionists all over the world
are trying their best to distort the fundamental principles of
Marxism-Leninism, it is most urgent that those principles
should be recapitulated while celebrating the fiftieth anniversary of the glorious November Revolution.
The most important factor for the success of the November
Revolution was the formation of the Bolshevik Party by Lenin
on the firm foundation of Marxist revolutionary principles in
the days when the working class movement was dominated
everywhere by strong currents of Revisionism. This most
important factor for a proletarian revolution, i.e., the decisive
role of a proletarian revolutionary party in a revolutionary
situation, must be stressed again and again. It must be remembered that during the post-First World War period a
revolutionary situa.tion matured in many countries-Germany,
Austria, Italy, Hungary, etc., but everywherc it failed; while
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only In Russia the revolution ha.d been led to a successful
culmination, This could not have been merely accidental; it
certainly had a serious reason. One of the main reasons why
revolution succeeded in Russia was that Lenin, foreseeing the
development of revolutionary crisis, had formed the Bolshevik
Party in time and began to prepare the working class and the
peasantry for that eventuality, whereas in other countries there
was no Marxist revolutionary party:
Of all the contemporary Socialist leaders, it was only
Lenin who, right at the beginning of bis political activities,
saw with complete clearness the whole character of that
maturing revolutionary epoch and, what is more, he drew
practical, concrete conclusions, i.e., he prepared for it. Lenin
derived this farsighted ness, and unique strength from the
basis of Marxism, which he brought to new life, rescuing it
from the hands of th~ Revisionist pedants, philistines
and
traitors. Lenin himself has pointed out how the success of
Bolshevism and of the buiding of the party was the outcome
()f decades of tireless preparatory work, both in theory and
. practice:
"Russia has attained Marxism, the only re,olutionary
theory, by dint of 50 years travail and sacrifice, through the
greatest revolutionary heroism, the most· incredible energy,
by unselfish pursuit, training, education, practical tests, disappointments, checking up and comparieon with European
experience. Thanks to the emigration forced by the Tsar, revolutionary Russia, in the second half of the nineteenth
eentury, came into possession of rich international connections,
and of an excellent grasp of the forms and theories of the
Tevolutionary mOVfment such as no other country had."
( Left. Wing Communism. )

Marx died in 1883 and Engels died in 1895 and it was just
about that time that Lenil) took up the red banner of Marxism
and waged a most uncompromising strugelp, against all kinds of
Tevisionism, both indigenous and foreign. The Russian Social

Damocratic Labour Party consisted of all sorts of groups-Revisionists, Mensheviks, Economists, Liquidators, Trotskyites,
Legal Marxists and Bolsheviks, a hodge-podge of Marxists and
opportunists, of friends and foes of revolution. Bolsheviks were
the only party to remain faithful to Marxism and the only
party which prepared for the coming revolutionary crisis.
Lenin's What is to be Done, Two Ta~tics of So~ial Demo~r(J.~!/in
the Democratic Revolution,
One Step Forward, Two Steps Back,
M aterUism Empirio-criticism
were the theoretical preparation.

During the Revolution of 1905-6 the Bolsheviks were in the
forefront of the movement and consequently it was they who
had to bear the brunt more than anyone else. Many of them
were killed, thousands were imprisoned and some had to go into
exile. In the period of reaction that followed, the Menshevik
opportunists. came to the forefront declaring that ther~ was no
longer much scope for revolutionary activity, that it was necessary to 'liquidate' the illegal revolutionary party and concentrate instead on building legal trade unions and a legal workers' party with a limited programme of demands for some concessions .
At the other extreme, some 'left' Bolsheviks, known as
Otsovists, took up a passive sectarian line advocating boycott
of the Duma elections, thus denying the necessity in a period
of reaction to utilise e very smallest legal possibility alongside
illegal work. They indulged in all kinds of "Left" phraseology
as a screen, but in essence renounced mass struggle.
This was the most'difficult period for Lenin and his followers.
But instead of compromising or softening, they upheld revolutionary principles of Marxism more than ever before .and thus
instead of being wiped out they became firmly rooted in the
working class due ljQ their militant and consistent policy.
Bolsheviks also penetrated among the peasantry. The Menshe.
vik leader, T. Dan, while writing
the official history of
Menshevism, ruefully admitted:
"Whilst
the Bolshevik
section oE the party transformed itself into a battle-phalanx ••
held together by iron discipline and cohesive O'uiding resolution
b

,
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the ranks of the Menshevik section were ever more
disorganised by dissension and apathy."
In spite of inhuman repression, a new wave of struggl
began with the Lena gold miners' strike in 1912 when 50
were killed a nd wounded. Workers all over Russia came ou
in thousands , not in tears , but in militant protests. Defy
ing Tsarist terror , strikes , mass demonstrations and meeting
were held when revolutionary proclamations were made an
workers expressed their resolution to fight. They were mainl
organised by the Bolsheviks. This revolutionary strike move
ment continued with vigour in 1913 and 1914. Peasants also
joined the movement. There were also many lock-outs.
These manifestations, wrote Lenin, "have clearly show
that Russia has entered the phase of a rise in the revolution.'
( Revoluticnary Rise: Selected Works', I,p. 537).
The revolu
tionary crisis began to mature and the situation becam
similar to that of 1905. The country was heading for a ne
revolution.
At a critical time like this the treacherous character of th
Menshevik revisionists was becoming clear to the masses an
unity with them in a single party was assuming the character
of betrayal of the working class and its party. Unity fo
what, unity on what principles-became
a vital question. I
was the Mensheviks, who, by denying the fundamental prinicpIes of revolutionary Marxim, had destroyed the basis 0
unity. The Mensheviks wanted formal unity, while Bolshe
viks were trying to restore real unity based on a firm Marxis
revolutionary programme. For the sake of revolution the spli
bccame inevitable. At the Prague ConferenCle of the R§.DL
in 1912 the Bolshevik Party was formed as a separate party
- Bythis split, by this so-called ;""disunity' the Party wa
immensely strengthened and in its turn, it also strengthene
the unity of the workers and the party. In fact, _a Marxis
revolutionary party strengthens itself b ur ing ltS ranks 0
~pJ>ortunist elements. This is a vital Marxist-Leninist
princi
pIe whIch the Communist Party of India never followed durin
_

•
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i.ts 40 years of history. The important fact was that .by
tlplitting with the opportunist Mensheviks, the BolshevIks
created a new party of a new type, quite different from the
usual Social Democratic parties of the West, one that was free
of vacillating and opportunist petty bourgeois elements and
educatinO' and leading the proletariat and the
capa ble of
b.
.
'n
a struggle for the seIzure
of power and establ1shl
peasan t r Y
.
'nO' dictatorship of the proletarIat.
_
I B~fore the war in a controversy with the anti-revisionist,
German Marxists, Lenin emphasised the need for organising a
separate revolutionary party. (See Lanin's answer to the
"Janus Pamphlet"). The German leaders like Rosa Luxemburg
opposed Lanin's idea on the ground that it would split the
working class aud thereby weaken them. How wrong they ~ere
( and how correct Lenin was) was proved when the revolutIOnary crisis broke out after the war. The German revolutionaries
hastily formed the Spartacist Bund, but they were unable. to
cope with the revolutionary situation and the German revolutIOn
. failed.
When the war 'came, the advance of the revolutionary movement was interrupted for the time being. The opportunist
leaders of the Sec~nd International,
far from opposing
the imperialist
war according to their previous promises,
betrayed the cause of socialism and of international solidarity by
siding with their respective imperialist rulers and incited the
people against each other on the plea of defending the fatherland-a plea that was also adopted by Indian revisionists on·
another occasion. As opposed to this Lenin gave the correct
Marxist slogan:
"~nsform
the imperialist war into 1Io civil
war" -turn the war into a war against the capitalist class for
th; victory of socialism. For a socialist to denounce only the
enemy-imperialism and support one own's imperialism was
nothing but treachery. The Revolution that broke out in
Russia in Mat:ch 1917 anddestroyed the Tsarist regime was
a spontaneous revolution, from the below, of the workers,
1l01diers and peasants. At that time the Bolshevik leaders
b

30

LIBERATION

were either in prison or in exile. Although the February
Revo]ution was the work of the working masses and soldiers
alone, power fell into the bands of those who played no part
in the revolution-the
bourgeoisie and their agents, Socialist
Mensheviks. They set up a Provisional Government.
But the workers, impelled by their class instinct and
historical experience, did one thing-they
set up Soviets
(Councils) of workers' and soldiers' Deputies, as they did in
1905. Thus a sort of Dual power came into existence, of the
bourgeois Provisional Government on the one hand, and of the
Soviets on the other. In the beginning the Bolsheviks were in
a minority in these soviets; the majority of the workers'
Deputies were still politically inexperienced and were under the
spell of the Menshevik and Socialist Revolutionary demagogy.
It soon became evident that this Dua.l power could not continue
long, One class or the other must dominate and rule; either
the bourgeoisie would establish its own dictatorship, or the
working class with its ally, the poor peasantry must go forward
to seize power and establish the dictatorship of the proletariat.
There was no via meil£a, there could be no compromise on this
issue at such a turning point of history. Had there been no
Bolshevik party, experienced and steeled through years of
strugg Ie, to guide the Soviets, the bourgeoisie organised in the
Provisional Government would have eventually crushed the
Soviets and would have established their own dictatorship.
The eight months from March to November, from the First
to the Second Russian Revolution of 1917, were a vital period
of rapid unfolding of the class struggle, of successively clearer
revelation of the role of each class and' its leaders. This was
the period when the Bolsheviks under the guidance of Lenin and
Stalin prepared for the seizure of power by the working class,
by the Soviet, led by a single party, the Bolshevik party, the
Communist Party. Stali~ hilossummarised this period as follows:
1.

"All through the period of preparation for October
(November) the Party invariably relied in its' struggle
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upon the spontaneous upsurge of the mass revo 1utionary
movement;
2. While
relying on th e spontaneous upsurge, it main"
tamed
, Its own undivided leadership of th e movement.
3. ThIS leadership of the movement helped it t f
'h
' ,
0 orm t e
mass poIItlCal army for the
0 t b
N
insurrection.
Coer
( ovember)

,

4.

This policy was bound to bring it to pass that th
t'
t"
e en ue
prepara IOn ,for October ( November) proceeded under
the leadershIp of one party ,osthe B 'I h eVI'k P arty .
5. The preparation for October (November) , ,'t t
b
ht' t b
' In 1 s urn
roug
1
a out that as a result of th
0 t b '
N
b
'
e
coer
(_ ovem erLlDsurrection power was concentrated
in th
hands of one party, the Bolshevik party."
e
[ Problems of Leninism,

p. 111]

For the seizure of power the first and f
B 1 h Ok P
,
oremost task of the
0, s e~I
arty .was to create a mass political army which is
qUIte dIfferent from a ready-made professional a
A
tionary p t
t'
rmy.
revolu,
ar
y
crea
es
Its
army
in
Course
of
th
t
,
e s rugg l'e Itself
lD course of sharp class· conflict when th
h
'
b'
e masses t emselves
ecome convlDced about its necessity through th '
,
Th
eIr own experIence.
e Bolsheviks did succeed in build' .
h
in th
' db
mg up suc an army
e perlO etween March and November
b What line did the Bolshevik Party follow in order to b .
a out this effective leadership?
The leadership of th ;m~
Commune of 1871
d' ,
e ans
whi
-,
was IVlded between two parties, none of
,ch could gIve effective leadership, and that was one of th
maIn reasons f 't d f
e
Such d' ,
or IS, e eat. Under conditions of imperialism
' IVlded leadershIp does not lead to the victory of the d' t
t orshIp of the
1
'
Ie athe Bol h 'k pro etanat.
For creating an effective leadership
forces :i:~:n Party too~ the line of isolating the compromising
and d "
the workmg class movement. In that critical
ling ;Clslve period of the revolution in Russia the compromiorces were mainly th M h '
Revolut'.
e ... ens eVIks and the Socialist
lonanes.
Such p ett y- bourgeols' partIes
,
bEcame the
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most dangerous social support of imperialism by their policy of
compromise with the vested interests.
Another characteristic feature of this period was the
winning over of the general masses of the peasantry by the
Bolshevik Party, The Mensheviks and the Socialist Revolutionaries had promised land to the peasantry, so they had
considerable iufluence among them. Bu~ due to their class
interests they were unable to fulfil these promises. The Mensheviks in the Provisional Government refused to confiscate the
land belonging to the landlords. and distribute it among the
peasantry. Only the Bolsheviks supported the demand of the
peasantry for land and thus forged the alliance between the
I
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between the metropolis and. its economic colonies through
out the history of the world-wide expansion and develo
ment of the mercantilist and capitalist system. Consequent
Iy, most of our theory fails to explain the structure an
Ov
developmeVltof the capitalist system as whole and t
account for its simultaneous generation
underdevelo
'ment in some of its parts and of economic developmen
in others.
. It is generally held that economic development occur
in a succession of capi ist stages and that t08ay's under
developed countries are still in a stage, sometimes depicte
as an original stage of history, through which the no
developed countries passed long ago. Yet even a modes
acquaintance with history shows that underdevelopment
is
not original or traditional and that neither the past no
the present of the underdeveloped
countries resemble
in any important respect the past of the now develope
countries.
The now developed
cour tries were neve
underdeveloped,
though they m~y have been undevelop
ed. It is also widely believed lthat the contempOl ar
underdevelopment of a country can be understood as th
product or reflection solely of its own economic, political
social, and cultural
characteristics
or structure.
Ye
historical research demonstrates that contemporary
under
development is in large part the historical product of pas
and continuing economic and other relations between th
satellite underdeveloped
and the now developed
metro
·politan
countries.
Furthermore,
these relations are a
,essential part of the structure and development of tb
capitalist system on a world scale as a whole. A relate
an] also largely erroneous view is that the developmen
~
underdeveloped
c2!!..ntries and; within them 0
<their most underdeveloped
domestic areas-,_must and wi
'be generated or stimulated by diffusing capital, institution
V;lues, etc., to them from the international
and ~tion8
capitalist metropoles.
Historical per;pective based on t
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.underdeveloped countries' past experience mggests that on
the contrary in the underdeveloped
countries economic
development can now occur only independently of most 0
these relations of diffusion.
-~.nt
inequalities of income and differences in culture
have led many observers to see "dual"
societies and
economies in the unde rdeveloped. countries.
Each of the
two parts is supposed to have a history of its own, a
structure, and a contemporary dynamic largely independent
of the other. Supposedly, OIly one rart of the economy
and society hIS been impol tantly .affected by intimate
economic re lations with t he "outside" capitalist world; and
1hat part, it is held, became modern, capitalist, and relatively developed
precisely
because
of this contact.
1he
other part is widely regarded
as variously isolated,
.subsistence-based,
feudal, or pre capitalist, and therefore
more underdeveloped.
/
I believe on the contrary that the entire "dual society"
thesis is false and that the policy recommendations to which
it leads will, if acted upon, serve only to intensify and
perpetuate
the very conditions of underdevelopment
they
are supposedly designed to remedy.
A mounting body of evidence suggests, and I am
confident that future historical research will ccnfirm, that
tbe expansion of the capitalist system over the past centuries
.effectively and entirely penetrated even the apparently most
isolated sect0rs of the underdeveloped
orld. Therefore,
the economic, political, social, and cultural institutions and
relations we now observe there are the products of the
historical development of the capitalist system no less than
are the seemingly more modern or capitalist features of
the national metropoles of these underdeveloped
countries.
Analogously to the relations between
development and
underdevelopment
on the international level, the contemporary underdeveloped
institutions of the so:Callei back~r
feudal domestic areas of ~
underdevelor-e d

'«
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country are no less the product of the single historical
--="
process of capitalist development than are the so~alled ~apita 1st Institutions of the supposedly more progressive areas.
In this paper I should like-to sketch the kinds of evidence
which support this thesis and at the same time indicate
lines along which further study and research could fruitfully proceed.
II
The Secretary General of the Latin American Center
for Research in the Social Sciences writes in that Center's
journal:
"The privileged positi In of the city has its origin
in the colonial period. It was founded by the Conqueror
to serve the same ends that it still serves today; to incorporate the indigenous population into the economy brought
and developed by that Conqueror and his descendants.
The regi:>nal city w.asan instrum~nt ?f c~nquest and-is. still
today an instrument of dOmInatIon.
The InstItuto
Nacional Indigenista (National Indian Institute) of Mexico
confirms this observation when it notes that "the mestizo
population, in fact, always lives in a city, a center of an
intercultural region, which acts as the metropolis of a
zone of indigenous population and which maintains with
the underdeveloped communities an intimate relation which
links the center with the satellite
communities,"
The
Institute goes on to point out that "between the mestizos
who live in the nuclear city of the region and the Indians
who live in the peasant hinterland there is in reality a
closer economic and social interde';>end ence than might at
first glance appear" and thlt the prov incial metropoles "by
b.ein~, centers of intercourse are also centers of exploita-

1

)

tIOn.

Thus these metropolis-satellite relations are not limited
to the imperial or international level but penetrate and
structure the very economic, political, and social life of the
Latin American colonies and countries.
Just as the colonial
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and national capital and its export sector become the
satellite of the Iberian (and later of other) metropoles of
the world economic system, this satellite immediately
becomes a colonial and then a national metroplis with
'l"espect to the productive sectors and population of the
interior. Furthermore, the provincial capitals, which thus
are themselves satellites of the national metropolis-and
through the latter of the world metropolis-are
in turn
provincial centers around which their own local satellites
orbit. Thus, a whole chain of constellations of metropoles
and satellites relates all parts of the whole system from its
metropolitan center in Europe or the United States to the
farthest outpost in the Latin American countryside.
When we examine this metropolis-satellite structure, we
find that each of the satellites" including now-underdeveloped Spain and Portugal, serves as an instrument to
~ suck capital or economic surplus out of its own satellites
and to channel part of this surplus to the world metropolis
of which all are satellites. Moreover, each national and
local metropolis serves to impose and maintain the monopolistic structure and exploitative
relationship
of this
llystem ,(as the Instituto Nacional Indigenista of Mexico
.calls it) as long as it serves th e interests of the metropoles
which take advantage of this global, national, and local
s<tructure t:o promote their own development and the
enrichment of their ruling classes.
These are the principal and still surviving structural
characteristics which were implanted in Latin America by
the Conquest. Beyond examining the establishment of this
colonial structure in its historical' context, the proposed
approach calls for study of the development-and
underdevelopment-of
these metro poles and satellites of Latin
America throughout the following and still continuing
historical process. In this way we can understand why
\ there were and still are tendencies in the Latin American
and world capitalist structure which seem to lead to the
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development of the metrop:>lis and
of the satellite and why, particularly,
regioml, and local metropJles in
their economic development is at
developed development.

the underdevelopment
the satellized national,
Latin America find that
best a limited or under-

III
That present underdevelopment
of Latin America is the
I•
result of .its ~enturies-long partici~ation in the process of
world capltahst development, I beheve I have shown in my
~
case studies of the economic and social histories of Chile
and Brazil. My study of Chilean history suggests that the
Conquest not only incorporated this country fully into the
explnsion and development of the world mercantile and
later industrial capitalist system but that it also introduced
the monopo~ist~c m~tropolis-sa~ellite stru~ture and development of capltahsm Into the ChIlean domestic economy and
society itself.
This structure
then penetrated
and
permeated all of Chile very quickly.
Since that time and in
the course of world and Chilean history during the epochs
of colonialism, free trade, imperialism and the present,
\( Chile has become increasingly m:ltked by the economic,
Ils~cial, and political structure of satellite underdevelopment.
This development of underdevelopment
conthmes today.
both in Chile's still increasing satellization by the world
metropolis and through the ever more acute polarization of
Chile's d,fmestic economy.
.
The history of Brazil is perhaps the clearest case of both
national and regional development
of underdevelopment
The expansion of the world economy since the beginning
of the sixteenth
century
successively
converted
th
Northeast, the Minas Gerais interior, the North. and the
Center-South (Rio de Janeiro, Sao Paulo, and Parana) in
export economies and incorporated them into the structur
and development of the world capitalist system. Each 0

1

r
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these regions experienced what may have appeared as
economic development during the period of its respective
golden age. ~t
was a satellite development which was
neither self-g~in
nor self-perpetuating.
As the market
or the productivity
of the first three regions declined.
foreign and domestic economic interest in them waned; and
they were left to develop the underdevelopment they live
today. In the fourth region, the coffee economy experienced
a similar though not yet quite as serious fate (though tIie
development of a synthetic coffee mbstitute
promises to
deal it a mortal blow in the not too distant future).
All of
this historical evidence contradicts the generally accepted
theses that Latin America suffers from a dual society or·
from tbe survival of feudal institutions and that these are
important obstacles to its economic development.
IV
During the First World War, however, and even more
during Great Depression and the Second World War, Sao
Paulo began to build up an industrial establishmer t which
is the largest in Latin America today. The question arises
whether this industrial development did or can break Brazil
out of the cycle of satellite development and underdevelopment which has characterized its other regions and national
history within the capitalist system so far. I believe that
the answer is no. Domestically the evidence so far is
fairly clear. The development of industry in Sao Paulo has
brought greater riches to the other regions of Brazil.
#, not
Instead, it converted them into internal colonial satellites.
de-capitalized
them further,
and consolidated or even
deepened their underdevelopment.
There is little evidence
to suggest that this process is likely to be reversed in the
fo:eseeable future except insofar as the provincial poor
mIgrate and become the poor of the metropolitan
cities.
Externally, the evidence is tbat altbough the initial development of Sao Paulo's industry was relatively autonomous
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1it is bei~g

incre~singly sateIIized by the world capitalist
~metropohs
and Its future development
possibilities are
increasingly restricted.
This development, my studies lead
me to believe, also appears destined to limited or under-developed development as long as it takes place in the
present economic, political, and social framework.
We must conclude, 'in short, that underdevelopment
is
not due to the survival of archaic institutions and the existence of capital shortage in regions that have remained
isolated from the stream of world history. On the contrary,
underdevelopment
was and still is generated by the very
'same historical process which also generated
economic
development:
the development of capitalism itself. This
view, I am glad to say, is gaining adherents among students
of Latin America and is proving its worth in shedding new
light on the problems of the area and in affording a better
perspective for the formulation of theory and policy.

v

.'

The same historical and structural approach can also
lead to better development theory and policy by generating
a series of hypotheses about development and underdevement such as those I am testing in my current research.
The hypotheses are derived from the empirical observation
and theoretical assumption that within this world-embracing metropolis-satellite
structure "'the metropoles tend to
develop and the satellites_to underdev.!loQ.
The first hypothesis has already been mentioned above: that in contrast
to the development of the world metropolis which is no
<one's satellite, the development of the national and other
;subordinate metropoles is limited by their satellite statu~.
It is perhaps more difficult to test this hypothesis than the
following ones because part of its confirmation depends
<on the test of the other hypotheses.
Nonetheless,
this
hypothesis appears to be generally confirmed by the nonautoncmOU8 and unsatisfactory
economic and especially
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industrial development of Latin America's national metropoles, as documented in the studies already cited. The
most important and at the same time most confirmatory
examples are the metropolitan regions of Buenos Aires and
Sao Paulo whose growth only began in the nineteenth
.century, was therefore largely untrammelled by any colonial
heritage,
but was and remains a mteIlite development
largely dependent on the outside metropolis, first of Britain
and then of the United States.
A second hypothesis is that the satellites experience
their greatest economic development and especially their
most classically capitali~t industria! development if and
when their ties to their metrorolis are weakest.
This
hypothesis is almost diametrically opposed to the generally
accepted thesis that development in the un&rdeveloped
countries follows from the greatest degree of contact with
and IffUSlOnrom the metropolitan develo ed countries. This
ypothesis seems to be confirmed by two kinds of relative
isolation that Latin America has experienced in the course
of its history. One is the temporary isolation caused by the
crises of war or depression in the world metropolis.
Apart
from minor ones, five periods of such major crises stand out
and seen to confirm the hypothesis.
These are: the
European (and especially Spanish) Depression of the seventeenth century, the Napoleonic Wars, the First World War,
the Depression of the 1930's, and the Second World War.
It is clearly established and generally recognized that the
most important recent industrial development- especially
of Argentina,
Brazil, and Mexico, but also of other
countries such as Chile-has
taken place precisely during
the periods of the two World Wars and the intervening
Depression.
Thanks to the consequent loosening of trade
and investment ties during these periods the satellites
initiated marked autonomous industrialisation
and growth.
Historical research demonstrates
that the same thing
happened in Latin America during Europe's seventeenth-

42

LIBERATION

century depression.
Manufacturing
grew in the Latin
A nerican countries, and several of them such as Chile
became exporters of manufactured goods. The Napoleonic
Wars gave rise to independence
m~vements
in Latin
America, and these should perhaps also be interpreted as.
confirming the development hypothesis in part.
The other kind of isolation which tends to confirm the
second hypothesis is the geographic and economic isolation>
of regions which at one time were relatively weakly tied toand poorly integrated into the mercantilist
and capitalist:
system. My preliminary research suggests that in Latin,
America it was these regions which initiated and experienced the most promising self-generating economic development of the classical industrial capitalist type. The most
important regional cases probably
are Tucuman
and
Asuncion, as well as other cities wch as Mendoza and
RC'lsario, in the interior of Argentina and Paraguay during
the end of the eighteenth and the beginning of the 'nineteenth centuries.
Seventeenth and eighteenth century Sao
Paulo, long before coffee was grown there,
is another
example. Perha'ps Antioquia in Colombia and Puebla and
Queretaro in Mexico are other examples.
In its own way,
Chile was also an example since, before the sea route
around the Horn was opened, this country was relatively
isolated at the end of the long voyage from Europe via
Panama.
All of these regions became manufacturing
centers and even exporters, usually of textiles, during the
periods preceding their effective incorporation as satellites
into the colonial, national, an"'dworld capitalist system.
Internationally, of course" the classic case of industrialization through
non-participation
as a satellite in the
capitalist world system is obviously that of Japan after the
Meiji Restoration.
Why, one may ask, was resource-poor
but unsatellized Japan able to industrialize so quickly at the
end of the century while resource-rich
Latin American
countrias and Russia were not able to do so and the latter
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was easily beaten by Japan in the War of 1904 after the
same forty years of development efforts?
The second
hypothesis suggests that the fundamental reason is that
Japan was not satellized either during the Tokugawa or the
Meiji period and therefore did not have its development
structurally limited as did the countries which were so
satellized.
VI

,

A corollary of the second hypothesis is that when the
metrorolis recovers from its crisis and re-establishes the
trade and investment ties which fully re-incorporate the
satellites into the sy~tem, or when the metropolis expands.
to incorporate previously isolated regions into the world-wide system, the previous development and industrialization
of these regions is choked off or channelled into directions
which are not self:perpetuating and promising. This happened after each of the five crises cited above. The renewed
expansion of trade and the spread of economic liberalism in
the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries choked off and
reversed
the manufacturing
development which Latin
America had exprienced during the seventeenth cent ury,
and in some places at the bell inning of the nineteenth ..
After the First World War, the new natio'nal ir.dustry of
Brazil
suffered serious consequences
from American
economic' invasion. The increase ill the growth rate of
Gross National Product and particularly of industrialization.
throughout Latin America was again reversed and industry
became increasingly satellized after the Second World War
and especially after the post-Korean War recovery and
expansion of the metropolis.
Far from having become more
developed since then, industrial sectors of Brazil and most
conspicuously ~f Argentina have become structurally
m~re
and more underdeveloped and less and less able to genHate
continued industrialization
and/or sustain development at
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. the economy.
This process, from which:lndia also suffers,
is reflected in a whole gamut of balance-ot;;;mentF,
infla-tionary, and other economic and political difficulties, and
promises to yield to no solution short of far-reaching
-structural change.
Our hypothe~is suggests that fundamentally the same
proce~s occurred even more dramatically with the incorporation into the system of previously unsatellized regions.
The expansion of Buenos Aires as a satellite of Great
Britain and the introduction of free trade in the interest of
-tbe ruling groups of botb metropoles destroyed the manufacturing and much of the remainder of the economic base
of the previously
relatively prosperous interior almost
entirely.
Manufacturing
was destroyed by foreign competition, lands were taken and concentrated
into latifundia
by the rapaciously growing· export economy, intra-regional
distribution of income became much more unequal, and the
'previously developing regions became simple satellites of
Buenos Aires and through it of London.
The provincial
centers did not yield to satellisation without a struggle.
This metropolis-satellite
conflict was much of the cause of
-the long political and armed struggle between the Unitarists
in Buenos Aires and the Federalists in the provinces,
and it may be said to have been the sale important cause of
the War of the Triple Alliance in which Buenos Aires,
Montevideo, and Rio de Janeiro, encouraged and helped by
London, destroyed not only the autonomously developing
economy of Paraguay but killed off nearly all of its
population which was unwilling to give in. Though this is
no doubt the most spectacular example which tends to
·confirm the hypothesis, I believe that historical research on
the satellisation
of previously
relatively
independent
yeoman- farming and incipient manufacturing
regions such
as the Caribbean islands will confirm it further.
These
regions did not have a chance against the forces of
expanding and developing
capitalism,
and their own
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development had to be sacrificed to that of otbers.
Theeconomy . and industry of Argentina, Brazil, a;d other
countries which have experienced the effects of metropolitan
recovery since the Second World War are today suffering
much the same fate, if fortunately still in lesser degree.

VII
A third major hypothesis derived from the metropolissatellite structure is that the regions which are the mo~t
under-developed
and feudal-seeming today are the oneshad the closest ti~s to the metropolis in the past ..
They are the regions which were the greatest exporters of
primary products to and the biggest sources of capital forthe world metropolis and which were abandoned by the
metropolis when for one reason or another business fell off.
This hypothesis also contradicts the generally held thesis·
that the source 'Of a region's underdevelopment
IS
its
isolation and its pre-capitalist institutions.
This hypothesis seems to be amply confirmed by the
former super-sate!\ite
development
and present
ultraunderdevelopment
of the once sugar-exporting
West
[ndies, Northeastern Brazil, the ex-mining districts of Minas·
Gerais in Brazil, highland Peru, and Bolivia, and the central
Mexican states of Guanajuato,
Zacatec"liF, and others
whose names were made world famous centuries ago by
their silver. There surely are no major regions in Latin
America which are today more cursed by underdevelopmer t
and poverty; yet all of these regions, like Bengal in India
nce provided the life blood of mercantile and industrial '
~ p:~~~a~ist,development-in
the metropolis.
These regions'
_
lClpatlOn in the development of the w]I1d~st
SYstem gave them~ady
in their
ol.den age, the typic;'}
structure
d
I
. .
__
0
n er eve opment of a capitalIst
export
econom
Wh
--nIi . y.
en the market for their sugar or the wealth
o t elr mines disappeared and the metropolis abandoned
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them to their own devices, the already existing economIC,
polItical, and social structure of these regions pro I Ited
;rutonomous eneration of economic development and left
-them no alternative but to turn in upon themselves and to
degenerate into the ultra-underdevelopment
we find there
today.

rcolonial times. The same is evidently the case of the postrevolutionary
and contemporary
resurgence of latifundia
:particularly in the North of Mexico, which produce for the
American market, and of similar ones on the coast of Peru
,and the new coffee ragions of Brazil. The conversion of
previously
yeoman-farming
Caribbean
islands, such as
'Barbados, into sugar-exporting economies at various times
between the seventeenth and twentieth centuries and the
resulting rise of the latifundia in these islands would seem
¢o confirm the fourth hypothesis as well. In Chile, the rise
of the latifundium and the creation of the institutions of
servitude which later came to be called feudal occurred in
the eighteenth century and have been conclusively shown
o be the result of and response to the opening of a market
for Chilean' wheat in Lima. Even the growth and conslidation of the latifundium in seventeenth-century
Mexicowhich most expert students have attributed to a depression
·of the economy 'c'lUsed by the decline of mining and a
shortage of Indhn labor and to a consequent turning in
upon itself and ruralization ot the economy-occurred
at a
-time when urban population and demand were growing,
food shortages became acute, food prices skyrocketed, and
the profitability of other economic activities such as mining
,and foreign trade declined.
All of these and other factors
rendered hacienda agriculture more profitable.
Thus, even
this case would seem to confirm the hypothesis that the
grolVth of the latifundium ard its feudal-seeming conditions
of servitude in Latin America has alway s been and still is the
{:omnercial res ponce to increased demand and that it does
not represent the transfer or survival of alien institutions that
have remained beyond the reach of capitalist development.
The emergence of latifundia, which today really are more
or less (though not entirely) isolated, might then be attributed to the causes advanced in the fifth hypothesis-i.e,
the decline of previously profitable agricultural enterprises
'Whose capital was, and whose currently produced economic

VIII
These considerations
suggest two further and related
hypotheses:
One js that the latifundium, irrespective of
whether it appears as a plantation or a hacienda today, was
-typically born as a commercial enterprise which created for
itself the institutions which permitted it to respond to
increased demand in the world or national market
by
expanding the amount of its land, capital, and labor and to
increase the supply of its products.
The fifth hypothesis is
that the latifurldia which appear isolated, subsistence-based,
and semi-feudal today saw the demand for their products
-or their productive capacity decline and that they are to be
found principally in the above-named former agricultural and
mining export regions whose economic activity declined in
,general.
These two hypotheses run counter to the notions
of most people, and even to the opinions of some historians
,and other students of the subject, according to whom the
historical
roots and socio-economic
causes of Latin
American latifundia and agrarian institutions are to be
found in the transfer of t eudal institutions from Europe
and/or in economic depression.
The evidence to test these hypotheses is not open to
easy general inspection and requires detailed anaiyses d
many cases. Nonetheless,
some important confirmatory
evidence is available.
The growth of the latifundium io
nineteent-century
Argentina and Cuba is a clear case io
~upport of the fourth hypothesis and can in no way be
attributed' to the transfer of' feudal institutions
dud
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surplus still is, transferred
elsewhere by owners and
merchants who frequently are the same persons or families.
Testing this hypothesis requires still more detailed analysis
some of which I, have undertaken in a study on Brazilian
agriculture.
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IX
All of these hypotheses and studies suggest that the
global extension and unity of the capitalist syetem, its
monopoly structure and uneven development throughout its
history, and the resulting persistence of commercial rather
than industrial capitalism in the underdevloped world (including its most industrially advanced countries) deserve much
more attentlon in the study of economic development and
cultural change than they have hitherto received.
Though
science and truth know no national boundaries, it is
probably new generations of scientists from the underdeveloped countries themselves who most need to, and best
can, devote the necessary attention to these problems and
clarify the process of underdevelopment
and development.
It is their people who in the last analysis face the task of
chsnging this no longer acceptable process and eliminating
this miserable reality.
They will not be able to accomplish these goals by
importing sterile stereotypes from the metropolis which do
not correspond to their satellite economic reality and do not
respond to their liberating political needs. To change their
reality they must understand it. For this reason, I hope
that better confirmation of these hypotheses and further
pursuit of the proposed historical, holistic, and structural
approach may help the peoples of the underdeveloped
countries to understand the causes and eliminate the reality
of their development of underdevelopment
and their underdevelopment of development.

THE THOUGHT

CAN LEAD

TO SUCCESS

N. Sanmugathasan

[ We r~produce this article from .the RED FLAG of Colombo
by Comrade Sanmugathasan,
PoUt Bureau member.
Communist Party of Ceylon, who recently returned from.
China after an interview with Comrade Mao Tse-tung.
- Editor, LIBERATION]
INDIA today is in the throes of a rapidly maturing revolutionary situation unprecedented in this huge 8ub-continent
ever before.
The )ndian ruling Congre88 Party received
a 8evere drubbing in the la8t general election.
It i8 out of·
power in the majority of the states.
In the centre, it hangs.
on by a perilous majority which can, at any time, cave in.

The Indian Government is today unable to govern in,
the accepted ser se of the word i.e. to 'provide the people
with the necessary minimum food or even to maintain law>
and order. Millions are starving. The death toll is anybody's guess. The sufferings of the Indian peasants, who.
form the overwhelming bulk of the Indian population and.
who, at the best of times, only eked out a sub-human.
existence, are today suffering untold hardships.
These sufferings have been made worse as a result of the··
reactionary policy of the Indian Government in mortgaging
the Indian economy to the tender mercies of American
imperialism and by its wasteful expenditure in financing its'
"b
. order clashes with" China and Pakistan at the bidding of.
Its American masters.
The extreme reactionaries in India, like the Jan Sangh.
and the Swatantra Party are trying to push India even.
4
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more to the right a'nd to make it drop all pretences and
follow an openly pro-American line.
The revolutionary masses of worker~, peasants, student
::and revolutionary
intellectuals
have carried out heroi
resistance against the effects of the neo-colonialist
policie
<ofthe Indian government which has retaliated with massiv
repression which has claimed many lives. The situatio
has developed to such an extent that, even according to
i reports in the Indian press, revolutionary bases wher
• peasants are setting up their own political p0wer afte
"having driven away the landlords and government official
,bave begun to appear.
.EXCELLENT REVOLUTIONARY SITUATION
It would appear that the political and economic situatio
now prevailing in India is almost tailor-made for revolutio
-a situation in which the Government is unable to gover
,and the governed refuse to be governed in the old way.
In this favourable and excellent situation there seems t
;be only one thing that is lacking in India-a
genuinel
Tevolutionar~ leadership based on Marxism-Leninism
an
the Thought of Mao Tse-tung.
When a major section c
the Communist Party of India broke with the Dang
revisionist
clique, Marxist-Leninists
all over the worl
hoped that it would re-form itself as a genuinely revolu
·tionar~ party, based on Marxism-Leninism and the Though
'of Mao Tse-tung and free from modern revisionism an
-opportunism.
Even the Government
of India took it seriously an
'believed tbat its rejection of the class collaborationist
poli
·des advocated by the Soviet revisionist henchman, Dan~e
would logically propel it in a revolutionary
direction.
S
:much so, when the Government
d India succumbed t
imperialist pressure aod started its anti-Chinese
adventure
it labelled this group as agent of China and jailed most 0
lits leaders-some
of them for over tsree years;

,

When, on the eve of the last general elections, .the
necessity to conform to the pretensiops of bourgeois decracy and a developing mass movement forced the release
roo
d
.
h
f this group of communists who had rebelle
agamst t e
~ange revisionist clique. they stepped out of jail as virtual
'beroes.'
The heightened mass resentment against the antipeoples' policies of the COl)gress government along with
the reputation of the sacrifices they had made gave tbem
immense mass prestige.
All over the country, the leaders
addressed mass meetings whid, in size, surpassed those ever
addressed by Gandhi and Nehru.
It clearly proved tbat
the people did not believe the anti-China lies spread by the
reactionary Congress government.
But what did the Communist Party of India, which now
began to call itself "Marxist" (in order to differentiate itself
from the Dange revisionist clique), ~o with this enormous
rEvolutionary capital that it bad accumulated?
Just as the
French ~nd Itali~n communists, who had accumulated
tremendous prestige and power at the end of the Second
World War because of the leading part they had played
in the war of resistance to the Nazis, squandered
this
precious capital by surrendering
their arms and opting
for the parliamentary
method and thereby betraying the
tremendous
revolutionary
possibilities that existed in
Europe at that time; so also these neo-revisionists, despite
their label of 'Mal xists', instead 01' giving a bold lead to
the revolutionary
movement that was developing in India,
opted to play the parliamentary game and brought a I t
of relief to the imperialists
and the Indian reactionaries.
[EmphaSis ours-Ed.].
They failed to realise that parliameu
Was an institution invented by the bourgeoisie in order to
deceive the people and act as a v~il to cover the naked
dIctatorship of capital and to distract peoples' attention
from the real seats of power, the armed forces. They failed
to grasp the truth taught by Comrade Mao Tse-tung that
political power grows out of the barrel of a gun.
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DANGEISM WITHOUT DANGE
In faet, except for a lot of quibbling in words and arg
menta about whether Dange wa s or was not a British sp
what this group did after coming out of jail was no differen
from tbe policies carried out by the Dange revisionist cliqu
JU!lt
as the present Soviet revisionist ruling clique
carrying out Khrushcbovism without Khrushchov so th
neo-revisionist group carried out Dangeism without Dang
[Emphuis ours-Ed.].
That is why it was able in certai
states to reach agreements for electoral united fronts wit
the Dange revisionist clique. That was also why this grou
was able to form governments in Kerala and West Beng
with the aid of the Dange revisionist clique. This fact alan
should have clearly revealed the real nature of the ne
revlSlonists.
Even the meanest intellect must understan
that Marxism-Leninism and modern revisionism cannot mi
There cannot be a united front between these two dia
metrically oppostd points of view. If the aberration of on
such united front takes place in any country, it only mean
that one point of view has triumphed and the other sur
rendered.
In India, it was not the Dange revisionist cliqu
that 5urrendered.
That such a fate was in store for the comlLunists wh
broke with the Dange clique could have been discerned a
the time of the Sino-Indian border dispute when they faile
to take a proletarian
internationalist
attitude.
Instead
they surrendered to the national hysteria and chauvinis
engendered alike by the reactionary
~overnment and tb
bourgeois
press and the modern revisfonists and ..... .I
the working class and its party cannot take a differen
class point of view from that of its own bcurgeoisie, the
there is no use of speaking about Marxism-Lenini~m.
We have had the opportu,nity of reading through tv;
documents adopted at the 7th Congress of this Party, hel
in Octob~r-No~ember,
1964. They are entitled "Programrn
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of the Communist Party of India" and "Fight Against
Revisionism."
We shall deal with the more glaring ones.
UN-MA.RXIST
These documents postulate the th€Ory of dividing the
democratic stage of the revolution into two stages-a
first
stage directed chiefly against foreign imperialist rule which
is supposed to have come to an end and a fecond stage
directed against feudalism which is not yet completed.
They also postulate that a new Indian national ltate had
come into existence.
To separate the fight against foreign imperialism and that
against feudalism and the big bourgeoisie into different compartments is utterly un-Marxist.
These forces of reaction
are inter-linked and one cannot be overthrown without
overthrowing the others.
What happened in India in 1947,
as in Ceylon, was a deal between British imperialism and
the Indian bourgeoisie which was in alliance with the
feudali~ts, By partitioning
India,
British
imperialism
strengthened
its influence over both countries.
Britifh
imperialist domination over India did not cease. It increa5ed
and was further augmented by the penetration of American
and West German capital. There is more foreign imperialist capital e)tploiting Indira Gandhi's India than in British
India.
India is a perfect example of a neo-colonial country
where the strings that tie the Indian economy to foreign
imperialism are unseen and manipulated from behind while
a Nehru or an Indira Gandhi maintains the formal facad
of 'independence'.
The main enemy of the Indian people,
therefore. continue to be foreign imperialism. feudalism
and the big bourgeoisie.
The task of the working clals and
its party is to unite all the forces that can be united against
these forces and bring ,into existence a united front under
the leadership of the working class for the complete' overthrow of these reactionary forces.

!
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If this is understood, the fallacy of posing the question
about the existence of an Indi~n O1tional state' can easily
be understood.
It must be understood that the repressive
state machinery built up by British imperialism continue
untouched to this day. Only the colour of the skins of
some sections have changed. How can such a brutally
repressive state machinery, fashioned by the British imperialists and used in the interests of the reactionary forces, act
in the interests of the people? How can it be called a
National State?
To do so would only create dangerous
illusions.

A NATIONAL STATE?
The theory of national democracy and of a state i
which the working class can gradually
establish it
hegemony and take the country on the path of non
capitalist development and go over to socialism is
revisionist concept put forward by Khrushchov in hi
notorious speech before the counter-revolutionary
22nd
Congress of the CPSU.
Marxism-Leninism teaches only one theory about the
State. That is that it is an instrument of oppression of one
cla~s by another and that the duty of the working class
and its allies is to smash the oppressive state machinery of
the imperialists and the big bourgeoisie and to replace it
by means of the dictatorship of the proletariat.
Anything
else is revisionism.
It is the failure to understand this basic concept of
Marxism that has led this neo-revisionist group to abando
revoluti n and adopt the parliamentary path. By failing tct
give a correct an8wer at their Congress to the crucial
queation as to the means by which a People's Democrati
Dictatorship can be established in India, it laid the basis fo
its degeneration to CODstitItionalism and parliamentariSJII
[Emphasis ours-Ed.].
}
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How can the working class and its allies come to power {'
Is it by peaceful and parliamentary means? Or is it
through revolution?
This is one of the basic and fundamental questibns which separates Marxist-Leninists from
modern revisionists.
It must also be understood that the
postulation contained in the Moscow Declaration of 1957.'
and the Statement of 1960 about the posiibility of two·
methods of transition-the
peaceful and the non-peaceful
one-is fundamentally wrong. The Chinese c'omrades have
nOw admitted that they agreed to this compromise formula-tion at that time only in order to avoid a split in the
international
communist movement at that time.
The
correct position is that there is only one path-that
is the:
revolutionary path.
A glaring weakness of tbe documents adopted at theCongress of this neo..-revisionist group is the total failure:
to analyse the differences that have cropped up inside the
international communist movement and to make a serious.
assessment of the role played today by the modern revi-.
sionists as a prop to the tottering regime of -foreign
imperialism and the big bourgeoisie which have called it
up as their last reserve in their hour of doom. Neither at
the Congress, nor mbsequently in their periodicals or in the.
speeches of their leaders have they dealt with this problem_
OPPORTUNISM

It would appear that this was the result of a deliberat~
decision to put off discussion of the controversy inside theinternational communist movement till after the' generaL
elections. The only reason for such a decision seems to bethat the party was afraid that if they took any stand against
modern revisionism it would prejudice their chances of:
co
_ mIng
to an elec~oral agreement with the Dange reviSIonist clique. This is nothing but crass opportuni~m.
Htnce arose the ridiculous situation whereby the allege
'Marxists' fought the elections in Kerala in a united fron

:56

LIBERATION

LIBERATION

with the Dange revisionist clique. In West Bengal, they
fought each other but came together after the elections to
form a coalition government.
In Tamilnad and Andhra
lthey fought each other tooth and nail. How oppcrtunist
<can you get?
Having formed ministries in two states in alliance with
·the modern revisionists and other anti-Marxist
groups,
,these neo-revisionists are now wallowing in the mire of
'parliamentarism.
[Empha~is ours-Ed.].
Worshipping
at
'the shrine of comtitutionalism
and patliamentarism,
all
.their energies are spent in operating the bourgeois-landlord
'state machinery and in working within the four corners of
'the imperialist-bourgeois
constitution and in mustering all
their powers to prevent a dissolution
by the Central
<Government.

2BETRAYAL
Their wont crime of betrayal is their attitude to the
'Jrevolutionary struggles of the workers and peasants,' parti"Cularly to' the
uprising of the Naxalbari
peasants
'Who courageously rose up against centuries of feudal oppre;Bsion [Emphasis ours-Ed.].
Instead of welcoming these
~struggles and 2iving them leadership, these neo-revisionhts
>described these political actions by the long-suffering
peasants as economic struggles and allowed the police force
-of their own State Government, in which an alle'ged
"Marxist' is Deputy Chief Minister and Ministerof Finance ,
to suppress the peasants, to kill and imprison them and
,'subject them to unlimited repression.
tWhat kind of Marxists are these?
What difference from
;the social-democrats of Western
Europe?
Paying lip
service to the demands 1>f the peasants but allowing their
.police force to kill them?
[Emphasis ours-Ed.].
We hope
that before they died the peasants had time to read the
\hypocritical
declarations of support to them by B. T. Rana.dive and Basavapunnaiah.
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Now, when the ChineEe Communist Party, a. the
fcremost Marxist-Leninist Party in the world today, points
.out these errors and severely criticizes these neo-revisionists
for their gross betrayal and points out the correct revolutionary path, they shout that it is interference in the internal
affairs of their Party by the Chinese Party!
Well might
they accuse the great Lenin of interference in the internal
.affairs of other parties when after the October Revolution
he called upon the revolutionary left inside the old wcialdemocratic parties of the Second International
to break
with their revisionist leadership both politically and organisationally and to form themselves into new, revolutionary
communist parties!
Today, for Marxist-Leninists to watch with folded hands
alleged 'Marxists' commit serieus mistakes which amount to
gross betrayal of the revolutionary movement is almost to
become partners in the crime ourselves.
The Chinese
,comrades did right in criticising these errors of the neorivisionists also. It is in that same spirit that this article
is written.
It is easy to join the international
anti-China front,
headed by the US imperialists and the Soviet revisionists
and reactionaries of all countries, and to heap abuse on the
Chinese Party.
But let us remember one thing. Just as,
in the years after the Great October Revolution, the touchatone of a genuine Marxist-Leninist was his attitude to the
SOVietUnion, so toda-y it is his attitude to the Communist
~arty of China and the Thought of Mao Tse-tung. Just as,
In the days of Lenin, whoever attacked Leninism was fundamentally attacking Marxism, so today, whoever attacks the
Thought of Mao Tse-tung is fundamentally
attacking
Marxism-Leninism. [Emphasis ours-Ed. ] .
The thought of Mao Tse-tung is the creative develof):nent of Marxim-Leninism
of the era in which world
ItDperialism is maring its doom and socialism is marching
-tOwards wor 1d·d·
It IS
. the beacon light that
-WI e victory.
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illuminates the path of revolution not only for China but·
for all oppressed peoples, including the Indian people.
The Indian people have a rich revolutionary
tradition.
The conditions are ripe for a revolutionary
change. All
they need is a genuinely revolutionary party which will
masterMarxism-Leninisn
and the Th'Jught of Mao Tse-tung,
profit by the example of the Chinese revolution, boldly
.(if
rouse the peasants who {orm the overwhelming section of
"'-'f
the Indianpopulation,
set up revolutionary base areas, build
6)0 "./.(-..r 'up
and explnd the revolutionary .. .forces, deal with the
armed suppression of the imperialists and the reactionarieswho are temporarily stronger than the revolutionary forcesby persisting in protracted ... !truggle and using the countryside to encircle and finally capture the cities.
This is the flexible strategy and tactics of people's war
worked out personally by Comrade Mao Tse-tung and wLich
led to the nation-wide victory of the Chinese revolution.
Comrade Mao Tse-tung has taught:
"The seizure of power
by armed force, the settlement of the issue by war, is the
central task and the highe~t form of revolution.
This
Marxist-Leninist
principle of revolution bolds good universally, for China and all other countries."
It is only by following these correct Marxist-Leninist
precepts that the Indian revolution
can be led to success.
The revolutionaries
in the Communist Party of India must
decisively reject the futile path of parliamentarism
and get·
down to the task of painstakingly gathering together all the
revolutio~ry
forces and mobilising and preparing them for
t§.~coming rev0lutlOn.
~
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ON THE CHARACTER OF THE PARTY
Joseph Stalin

[Excerpts from the record 0 f an interview Stalin gave to a
German communist journalist in 1925. J
To achieve Bolshevisation it is necessary to bring about
at least certain fundamental conditions, without which no
Bolshevisation of the Communist Parties will be possible.
1) The Party 'must regard itself not as an appendage
of the parliamentary electoral machinery,
as the SocialDemocratic Party in fact does, and not as a gratutiou&
supplement to the trade unimo,
as certain
AnarchoSyndicalist elements sometimes claim it should be, but as
the highest form of class association of the proletariat,
the function of which is to lead all the other forms of
proletarian organisations,
from the trade union to the
Party's group in Parliament.
2) The Party, and especially its leading elements, must
thoroughly master the revolutionary
theory of Marxism,
which
is inseparably
connected
with
revolutionaJY
practice.
3) The Party must draw up slogans and directives not
on the basis of stock formulas and historical analogies, but
as the result of a careful analysis
of the concrete
internal and international
conditions of the revolutionary
movement, and it mu~t, without fail. take into account
the experience of revolutions in all countries.
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4) The Party must test the correctness of these slogans
Jlnd directives in the crucible of the revolutionary
struggle
.of the masses.
5) The entire work of the Party, particularly if SocialDemocratic traditions have not yet been eradicated in it
must be reorganised on new, revolutionary
lines, so that
.every step, every action, taken by the Party should
naturally serve to revolutionise
the masses, to train and
educate the broad masses of the working cla~s in the
-revolutionary spirit.
6) In its work the Party must be able to combine the
strictest adherence to principle (not to be confused with
sectarianism 1) with the maximum of ties and contacts with
,the masses (not
to be confused with khvostism!);
without this, the Party will be unable not only to teach
the masses but also learn from them, it will be unable not
only to lead the masses and raise them to its own level but
also to heed their voice and anticipate their urgent needs ..
7) In its work the Party must be able to combine an
uncompromising revolutionary
spirit (not to be confused
with revolutionary
adventurism
with the maximum of
flexibility and manoeuvring ability (not to be confused with
opportunism 1) ; without this, the Party will be unable to
master aU the forms of struggle and organisation, will be
unable to link the daily interests of the proletariat with the
fundamental interests of the proletariat and with the fundamental interests of the proletarian
revolution,
and to
combine in its work the legal with the illegal struggle.

n

8) The Party must not cover up its mistakes, it must
not fear criticism; it must improve and educate its cadres
by learning from its own mistakes.
9) The Party must be able to recruit .for its main
:leading groUl) the best elements of the advanced. fighters
who are sufficiently devoted to the cause to be genuine
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spokesmen of the aspirations of the revolutionary proleta-. t , and who are sufficiently experienced to become real
rIa
.
leaders of the proletarian revolution,
capable of apply mg .
the tactics and strategy of Leninism.
10) The Party must systematically improve the social
composition of its organisations and rid itself of corrupting,
opportunist elements with a view to achieving the utme st
solidarity.
The Par:y mus~ aC?ieve lr~n proletar.ian
based on ideologIcal sohdaflty, cfanty concernmg
of the movement, unity of practical action and
standing of the Party' s tasks by the mass of
membership.
11)

"'1

discipl!ne
the aIID&·
an underthe Party

12) The Party must systematically verify the execution
of its decisions and directives;
without this, these decisions
and directives are in danger of becoming empty promises,.
which can only rob the Party of the confidence of the
broad proletarian masses.
In the absence of these and similar conditions Bolshevisation is just an empty sound.
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IT IS TIME TO BUILD UP A
REVOLUTIONARY

PARTY

Charu Majumdar

T

•.

~

he Central Committee
of the Communist
Party of
lndia (Marxist) has adopted a political line which is basically
anti-revolutionary,
opposed to Chairman Mao Tse-tung's
Thought and Marxism- Leninism and based on class-collabo-rationist and revisionist ideology.
At its Madurai meetin ,
-the C. C. has made a declaration in favour of eac
t nsition to Socialism and has chosen the path of the
_country's progress t roug par Iamentary democracy.
Despite high falutin
po emiCS on the international
ideological disputes, it has, in fact', wholly rejected the
ideological stand of the great Chinese Party, and the
Thought of Chairman Mao. While keeping silent about
-the capitalist revival in the Soviet Union it has discarded
straightway the postulate of Comrade Stalin's last writin
Economic Problems of Socialism in the U.S.S.R. and h
t
-t e same time opposed the line of the great Chinese Part
y Its open
eclaration t at the Soviet Union is still a
member of t~socialist
camp. What it all implies is lending
~pport
to the revisionist Soviet policy on the Yietnam
isme in the international sphere and ci!Ecovering a progres",ive role of Soviet economic aid and trade-relations
and
;elcoming
them. On the issue of peasant struggles the
C. C. has adopted without any pretence the Menshevik
political line and ended by opposing the peasant struggle.
Naturally, the C. C. meeting at Madurai ha~
4ioy.'~ the party to the level of a revisionist bourgeois

arty.
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Therefore, to the genuine Marxist-Leninists
there remains
open no alternative but to oppose this policy. Now that
the Madurai Resolution has been adopted itjs obvious that
-the Central Committee is not a revolutionary Committee.
Hence it is the revolutionary
duty of every MarxistLeninist to declare war against this Central Committee.
The ulterior motive of the conceited bombast in which the
whole of the C. C. Resolution is couched is but to deceive
-the revolutionary section inside the party, and more, to act
secretly as a stooge in the interests of U.S. imperialism,
Soviet revisionism and Indian reactionary forces.
The only purpose the Marxist-Leninists have behind all
ideological discussions is how to apply the ideology in the
·objective conditions .existing in their own countries.
An
abstract discussion of ideological ismes-as such has no revolutionary significance because its truth is subject to test
through its application in the particular context.
The C.c.
.has discussed the international ideological issues as abstract
concepts, and what it has done concretely in that respect
N has in reality led it openly to declare the Soviet type of
, .cevisionism as the only path for India, and hence its opposition to the great party of China.
Its bourgeois outlook reveals itself in its stand on the
assue of nuclear arms stockpile.
It has not explained the
real character of the joint nuclear monopoly by America
..and Russia, but has only aired a semblance of criticism in
.this vein:
"Why has not the Soviet Union exchanged with
Cbina-the secret of nuclear science?"
The nuclear weapon
is being used today as the most formidable weapon in the
fight for power in the international arena. Under such cir.cumstances, the collaboration
between America and Russia
turns out in fact to be a collaboration for world domination.
This plain truth has been covered up behind much pettifoggery. The C. C. has ignored an event like exchange of
nuclear secrets between America and Russia and so, the
logical conclusion to be arrived at therefrom. has not been
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arrived at by it. The only reason is that it considers. theinternational ideological dispute to be a conflict of natIOnal
interests that occurs between bourgeois countries and so
fail. to understand its real significance.
That is, it refuses
to see that this struggle i~, in truth, a struggle to preserve
the purity of Marxism-Leninism-a
struggle between the
revolutionary
ideology and the
counter-revolutionary
ideology.
By refusing to refer to the reactionary C.laracter of
the Indian governtment
and by pointing out that "the
Congress party still holds considerable political infl,uence
among th e, people" it tries to beautify Ithe reactIOnary
.
'
Indian government before the people,
By keepIng SIlent
about the country-wide mass upsurge it has refuse~ t~ le~d
these mass movements and by its policy of contInumg m
h U.,F Governments it has indirectly supported, every
t e
'fi d
step taken to suppress the mass movement~ and JUStl e
these anti-people activities.
Without the shghtest attempt
/ to analyse the class-character
of the differe,nt partne~s of
the U. F. governments it has unhesitatingly given the duec, tl
'n over these constituent parties in favour of the
t1ve 0 w
,
If h'
Communist Party Programme through p,ersuaslOn.
t 1&
is not undiluted Gandhism, what else IS?
Words and
h
as
class
class-interest,
class-struggle.
and
suc
p h rases
,
"
b
'n
the
C'
C
analysIs.
That
IS
to
say,
Y
place
l
so on fin d no
. .
."
g
discarding the Marxist outlook and curs~rlly Insertm , a
few Marxian terms, the C. C. has in fact rejected the entire
doctrine of Marxism-Leninism.
.'
By spinning out the yarn tbat the Congress stIll retams
a milSSb ase, the C .,C has tried to exaggerate the strength
h
f the Indian reactionary forces. They cover up t e uno
..
f h'
ment
",. deniable fact that the econo;ni~ CrlSIS 0 t IS govern
Is
,
. nl'ng iilto a political criSIS through mass upheavn
IS ripe •
h
Ie
thu' they underestimate
the strength of t e peop .
d
an
>,
•
C
g vernWhen the weakness of the reactIOnary
ongress
0
C
ment is clearly revealed even to the ~ommon man, the C. •

6$

is trying its best to pacify the people by ma~nifJ ing 'thestren~th of the governn;tent out of all proportions.
This.
brazen canvassing in favour of the reactionary government
would have put even the Congress
to shame.
Even
when American imperialism and Soviet revisionism in spite,
of their giving alI possible help are failing to revive.
people'. confidence in the government, the C. C. like a..
faithful lackey comes forward in defence of this reactionarygovernment.
The C. C. has thus proved to be an al1y and.
friend of American imperialism, Soviet revisionism and the,
Indian reactionary government.
The C. C. is trying to show that it does....not recognise:
the leadership of any other Party.
The bourgeoisie hu.
illways been saying that the Communist Parties toe the
line of the Soviet Party. The C. C. is trying to counteract:
this bourgeois propaganda by declaring that it does not
accept any other Party's directives or analyses.
We,. _
communists, believe in a single scientific doctrine, known
as Marxism-Leninism,
the Thought of Mao Tse-tung.
If
we acknowledge the truth of a science, we must necessarilyacknowledge the ~thority of those who have developed it.
Those who had wished to be Marxists
without being.
fol1owers of Lenin were cast eventually into the cesspool.
of history.
The Thought of Mao Tse-tung is today the
highest form of Marxism-Leninism
and those who are:
opposing this international Marxist authority are doomed.
to take refuge in the fold of imperialism.

I

I

India is a semi-colonial, semi-feudal country.
So tlta
l11ain force which can change the colonial condition in thi
COuntry is the peasantry and their anti-feudal struggle~
No change is conceivable in this country without agrarian
revolution. And it is the agrarian revolution that proves to
be the only path towards the liberation of this country.
Not only has the C.C. maintained silence OVd this question,
;~ agrarian revolution, but the C. C. is determined to oppose:
e revolutionary
struggles of the peasantry wherever the
5
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practice the tactics of people's war as formulated
by
Chairman Mao.
This is the only correct
MarxistI Leninist
line for the liberation of India.
A vigorous
campaign in favour of this line is to be launched not
only among the party members' and sympllthisers but al!'1o
;roDng the broad sections of the masses. Only thus c~n
revolutio nary ~truggles and a revolutionary
party grow
and develop.
Only by propagating this _mass line we can
make the people conscious
of the hollowness of the
bourgeois reactionary
documfnts
of the C. C. aJ}d
overcome the in fluence of this reactionary leadership 0
the struggling masses. Chairman Mao teaches us thlltwe
must ceaselessly propagate
thIS mass line on all fronts.
This teaching has a special significance for India. That
~bere are a large ~umber of Jeyolutionary
workers i;t"be
'party is t~,
but it.is equally true that the party has over
a long stretch of time been inured to the rut of revisionism
and bourgeois pattern of activities.
A. a result, there
persist among the revolutionary
party workers old revisionist habits, which are refl~cted in the trend of economimn
in every sphere, in the manner of functioning characterilltic
of eco~omism and in the manifestations
of militaat
economlsm.
The experience in our area has shown how
despite their acceptance of the revolutionary
ideology:
the old party organisers on the peasant front ;r in the
:the centralism of this C. C.
workers' unions hesitate to propagate it among the ma15se
The first task towards building a revolutionary
party
and, how, f.aced with a revolutionary
.truggle, they get
.,. -is the propagation
and oissemination
.of revolutionary
pamcky, lose all confidence in the mUllel and in man
ideology,
that is. the propagation and dissemination of
case ~ even cho ose the path of open oppol!ition. 1his doe~
,Mao Tlle-tung's Thought.
The only path of the people' s
not 10 all cases aESume the form of open opposition but i
democratic revolution is to build up revolutionary bases
reflected in their lack of confidence in people's strength
in the rural areas through agrarian revolution under the
and exagg eration of the enf my's strength.
The harmful
proletarian
leadership and subsequently
to encircle the
e~ects of the actions of mch party workers can be effecurban centres by expanding these revolutionary bases; to
~lvely overcome provided there is a I!ustained campaign
<organise people's
liberation
forces from among the
: fa~~ur of this !Dass line among the larger section of
'Peasants'
guerrilla
forces and to lead the revolution
e mihtant masses around these party workers.
In such
to victory
by capturing the cities that IS, to put into

bave resorted to them.
What intense hatred for the
militant peasant revolutionarie s of Naxalbari. what glee
~t the temporary success of the repressive policy of the
~eactionary U. F. government has found expression in the
words of the C. C. spokesman!
As befits a faithful agent
of the bourgeoisie. they insist on a pre-condition:
tbey
must receive the guarantee of success before they will
condescend to lend their support to the struggle {
Today the duty of each and every Marxist-Leninist
is to oust the C. C. from the revolutionary
front. That
alone can releale the flood-tide in the movements and pave
the way towards the final victory.
Far from being a
~plttisan.
this revisionist reactionary C. C. is an enemy of
-every kind of anti-imperialist,
anti-colonial
struggle.
It
is only br severing all ties with this C. C. and its evil
ideology that a revolutionary
party can grow and develop.
The smashing of this bourgeois
ideology is the only
guarantee for the growth of revolutionary ideology.
WithQut uprooting
this reactionary
ideology
the Indian
revolution cannot advance even a step. So fo; alt genuine
revolutionaries
in the party submission -to this political
centralism can only mean acce tance of bourgeois authority.
herefore, the primltY pre-condition, without which it is
impossible for a revolutionary
party to grow, is to defy
...-..;.._
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casest those workers who have in them a genuine revolu
tionary urge may overcome their weakne ss.
We shall be faced with such a situation in every are
for the party members cherish many revisionist ideas
they have long been accustomed to the revisionist way 0
functioning.
They cannot get over them in a day or two
only smtained revolutionary practice can enable them t
do so. The campaig~ in favour of this mass line of ou
party would draw into the fold of the party new revolu
tionary cadres from among the vast revolutionary masse
outside the party. These cadres would by their vigorou
revolutionary
consciousness remove the inertia within th
~
and instil a dynamic revolutionary energy.
It
is only thr~ugh long-drawn and hard struggles tha
the revolution
in India can be brought to its successfu
culmination, since this vast country of fifty-crore stron
population happens to be a strong base of the imperialis
powers and the mainstay of Soviet revisionism.
So wit
the victorious completion of the revolution in India th
doomsday of imperialism as well as of Soviet revisionis
would fast draw near. Hence it is nothing strange
unnatural that they would lush in to oppme the revolutio
in Indiat the citadel of world reaction.
In this situation, t
think of an easy victory is nothing but wishful thinking.
Nevertheless,
our victory is certain, since this country
ipreads over a vast area with a population of fifty crores.
So all the might of the imperialhts and revisionists wilt
fail to stop the tide of revolution in this country.
But revolution can never succeed without a revolutionary
party-a
party which is firmly rooted in the
Thought of Chairman Mao Tse.tungt a party composed of
~iIIions of workers,
peasants and middle-class yOU!h
in spired by the ideal of self-sacrifice;
a party thlit
guarantees
full
inner-party
democratic
right
to criticism
~
and self-criticism
and
whose
members
freely
ard
-vol~ntariIy abide by Its discipline;
a party that allow&
~

l
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its members to act not only under
orders from the
a~
but to judge each directive
with full freedom
and even to defy wrong directive~ in the interest of the
revolUtion; a party which ensures voluntary job-division
t~
member who attaches
equal importance
to
all sorts of jobs ranging from high to low;
the party
whose members put into practice the Marxism-Leninist
ideals in their own lives and, by practising the ideals
themselves, inspire the masses to make greater selfsacrifices and to take greater initiative in revolutionary
activities: the party whose members never despair under
any circumstances and are not_cowed
by any predicament but resolutely march forward to overcome it. Only
a party like this can bu\Id a united front of people of
different classes, holding different VIews In thIS country.
&;ly aXvolutionary party like this can lead the Indian
revolutlOn to success.
The great ideal that Chairman Mao- Tse-tung
holdll
high before all Marxist-Leninists is bound to be realised.
Only then can we bring into existence a new democratic
India and this new democratic India will then rellolutely
march forward towards socialism.
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THE "MARXIST" LEADERSHIP IN ITS
TRUE COLOURS
iHA.M CRITICS OF SOVIET RBVISIONISM, BUT GENUIN
ANTI-CHINA COUNTER-REVOLUTION.\.RIES
An Indian Communist
For once, after the 7th Congress held in Calcutta in 196
this gang of d~spicable double-dealers
have come .out i
eir true colours as the most modern of revisionist
atnol"gst the whole lot. The Madurai Central Committe
eeting held recently his adopted a draft on ideologic
cOntroversies in the International
Communist Movemen
a.nd a resolution on Divergent views between the Marxis
Party and the Communist Party of China on certai
fundamental issues. An explanatory article on the abov
as appeared in the Onam special of the Malayalani Part
organ Deshabhimal1i qy the 'veteran' revisionist E. M. S
N.amboodiripad. Sri Ranadive has, in the September 2
issue of the People's Democracy, come out with ana the
lengthy article on India-China
relations.
All these fou
documents run into hundreds of printed pages and it is· no
illY intention here to waste time on a detailed
criticism of
elrch one of them. For if I do so, I too will run the ris
of b~ing ignored bI the bulk of party members as theSe!
documents themselves usually are.
SHAM CRITICS OF MODERN REVISIONISM
One thing is very clear. The Communist Party of
China has forced this gang to unmask themselves.
Bu
tor the recent
exposure by the C. P. c., theEe pe~pl
eading the Indian Party would have continued to delude
the ranks by their subtle pro-China posture.
Look , what
.
they say after the C. P. C. denounced them as revisionist

71

chieftains: "But there is no escape from this unpleasant'
reality and it would be grievously w:rong on the part of
our party either to gloss over these differences or to hush
them up." Yes, far too long have you glossed over and
hushed up things, gentlemen.
Now the C. P. C. has made
your escape impossible.
Don't you try to· be good boy.s
by giving a clean certificate
to the C. P. C. for th~lr
fight against modern revisionism headed by the Soviet
leaders. Who wants your certificate now when the battle.
. virtually over?
What were you, gentlemen, doing when
Ii
.
I f
the great life and death struggle for the mere surVlva a
Marxism-Leninism was being waged on a world scale? At
that crucial period
one of you was undergoing fret
treatment at the citadel of Revisionism and in the bargain
making secret deals with the Soviet chieftains in an effort
to unite with the Dange clique. Another was engaged in
the production of a "classical" treatise on Indian economy
in collaboration with the very same revisionist academician •.
A third
one was operatEd upon in an East German
hospital and tried his hand on further dirty deals. And now~
when Soviet revisionism is completely exposed, you are
coming out with a clean certificate to the C. P. C. : "Abovlt
all, the yeoman's service the C. P. C. has rendered to the
, world working class and the communist movement io fightio~
against and exposing the menace of modern revisionism and
in defence of Marxism-Leninism
cannot but be gratefully
acknowledged by every Communist in the world."
Will
you kindly explain to the ranks when exactly you came to'
the realisation that modern revisionism was a menace?
Surely you did not realise this even as late as May-June
1957, when you allowed one of your P. B. members to
lend his nam~ to the Indo-Soviet Cultural Society's State
Special Conference in Kerala. How can we say you have
realised this even tod~y wnen you are planning to send
several of your P. B. members one after another to the
capitals of East European revisionist vassals?
Even noW}
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'haven't JOU continued to impose a ban on advertising in
:your Party journals of literature against revisionism by
·C. P. C.? Menace of modern revisionism, indeed!
And
all the while sharing seats on the cabinet and T. U. and
Kisan
com>nittees with the revisionist
Dange clique!
Who wants tbe "grateful acknowledgement"
from such
.-double-dealers as you?
The fact is that your revisionism has landed you into
-a miserable jam. You cannot openly side with the Sovietsthey are so thoroughly dhcredited.
Besides, the Dange
·clique has already occupied that position.
You cannot
.accept the C. P. C's leading role in the International
Communist movement toda~-because
you had always been
-anti-China to the. core. Yet you see all around you the
"tremendous impact of the C. P. C's irreconcilable
struggle
against imperialism and modern revisionism!
So you are
"trying to continue your double-dealing
by hoodwinking
'that section of your ranks which is stirred by this impact
~nd to clpitalise
on this sentiment among the broad
nctions of our people.
But it is too late now. Your game
is up. You are caught in an avalanche from which there
is no escape. Very soon you will be another clique. The
following admission ot yours only -justifies this forecasnt :
"'Special note is taken of the fact how the Communist
Pal ty is very weak and t ven non-existent
in
the
greater part of the country and how it is menaced with the
onslaught of revisionism organised in the .hape of the
Right Communist Party."
CODE OF CONDUCT DOES NOT APPLY
TO REVISIONISTS
You declare
that in 1964, you made a "decisive
/break" with Indian revisionism by adopting a Programme,
·a Report, a Declaration and a Resolution.
These may all
be very fine things you have done. But you never broke
-with the citadel of World Revisionism, i. e., the Soviet
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leading
clique. Even today you are insincere in your
convictions about the real role of the C. P. S. U. leaders.
At one place in the ideological Draft you say: "Modern
:revisionism 'led by Khruschov and pursued by the present
C. P. S. U. leaders, has done the greatest damage to the
cause of the working class and the communist movement
in the world."
Just a few lines in advance you have this
to say about the Soviet Union: "However our criticism
of the compromising ana collaborationist
policies pursued
by the revisionist leadership of the C. P. S. U. and the
Soviet state does in no way imply the totally erroneous
idea (I) that the Soviet Union has become an ally of U. S.
-imperialism or is working for sharing world hegemony
with American imperialism and for the division of spheres
of influence in the world, as this is tantan:ount to nothing
short of placing the Soviet Union outside the Socialist
camp." At another place in the same document you have
let the cat out of the bag by stating, "the Soviet leaders
whom we, too, consider as advocates of modern revisionism."
So, according to you, modern revisionism was led by Khruschov. The present C. P. S. U. leaders are only pursuing it.
-You admit it has done t he greatest damage. Yet you want
the Soviet Union to be still inside the !Socialist camp. And
finally you expo!Se yourselves, when you state that the
Soviet leaders are just ordinary
"advocates of modern
revisionism."
Lenin says, "The inevitability of revisionism
is determined by its class roots in modern society. Revisionism is a~ international
phenomenon."
You cannot
fight revisionism
in just your own country
without
striking at its international
roots. You say you ..made a
decisive break with Indian revisionism in 1964. ~ But all
these years it is an established fact that you were
flirting with Soviet revisionism,
your
journals were
giving publicity
to Soviet writers,
your book- shops
Were (and are even now) doing very brisk trade in
revisionist books and jour~s, your central organ praised
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Khruschov for his far-sightedness. you equated the Soviet
Union with PRC by giving the slogan that you are
neither "anti-Soviet nor anti-China" and by indulging in
a host of similar other activities.
It was not a fightagainst revisionism that you were conducting all these
years inside the country but a mere faction fight-one
clique against another. a sham fight to delude the ranks.
Since revisionis~ is an international phenomenon. it is
futile to fight it in isolation in a single country. And since
you did not conduct a genuine fight against international
revisionism. your frequent outbunts againet the so-called
Indian revisionists could only be taken as a cover to hide
your own revisionism, which has got hardened with the·
years. And being revisionists. you haY'e no right to seek
protecion under the code of conduct governing fraternal
relations between Communist parties.
This code applies
only to parties bued on M!lrxi~m-Lenini8m and proletarian
Internationalism and not to parties based on revisionism and
narrow nationalism.
How can the Soviet leaders or for that matter the
Tito clique seek shelter under this code of conduct'"
Revisiollism and
Marxism-Leninism
are
antagonistic
contradictions and not non-antagon istic, as you try to
make out. One ~r the other has to survive. There is
no third course. Remember, revisionism is a menace. One
cannot afbrd to be tender and friend Iy towards a menace.
One just wipes it out, lock. stock and barrel. if one
sincerely 'wants Marxism-Leninism to survive.
YOU ARE BASlCA.LLY ANTI-CHINA
AND ANTI-WORKING CLASS
Now about your so-called pro-China sentiments. After
the Madurai C. C. meeting, the reactionary press and
political leaders of all hues came out with loud stateme~
like "Look. didn't we say so! The Marxist party is toe In
the China line. Madurai resolutions confirm our earl'
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warnings." You kept mum about these statements.
These
were to your liking. You wanted the ranks to believe this
lie. This was the only way left for you to stop the revolt
that was in the offing inside the party. Look, what your
scare-crow dialectician B. T. Ranadive writes in People'.
Democracy (Sept. 24th):
"The working. class must fight
this danger (the, danger of American War ag~inst China).
warn the people and hold high the banner of friendship
between the two countries and the two. peoples. Whatever may be the difficulties (sic)" created
by the
border clashes. and other events, the basic fight for
settlement and for friendship between the two countries
must go on." What lofty sentiments!
What braggadocio!
What cheek on the part of a leader to shout out that the
basic fight for friendship mu~t go on, when at every
crucial turn in the history of India-China relations, he and
his colleagues in top party positions were as virulent in
their anti-China activities as the pro":American lobby
itself or were giving the green signal to these' very
reactionaries by their calculated silence. We know what
fight you put up during 1962 and E65 crises. We know
what your P. B. stated during the recent embassy crisis.
Besides, we also know what one of your veteran revisionist
leaders in Kerela said about China in 1S62 and 1965 and
again in 1967
""--- at the time of the embassy crisis. Did any
one of you contradict these virul~ntly anti-China statements
of this Soviet agent and did you expel him from the party
for such open anti-China
activities?
Yes, messieurs,
the Revisionists. your call for a basic fight for friendship
with China is, in Comrade Mao Tse-tung's words. very
much like that of those false friends and double-dealers
who have "honey in their lips and murder in their hearts."
It is well-known that you made short shrift of those
comrades in the ranks who sincerely advocated the C. P. C.
line on international issues; you branded them as American
agents. agent-provocateurs, extremists etc.. It was they
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who held high not only the banner of -friendship between
'the two countries and the two peoples," as you declare,
but also held high the banner of friendship between the
two parties, which, to a communist, is the precondition for
basic friendship at all other levels. You talk of the antiChina tirade of the Soviet leaders -as strenghening the
hands of the extreme reactionaries
in India" (B. T. R).
But gentlemen,
what is your Madurai resolution
on
"'Divergent views between our party and the C. P. C." but
a crude piece of anti-China tirade?
Listen to what you
yourselves say: "It is at this very critical juncture that a
.dangerous attack comes against it, [the Marxist party]
from the CPC." (Madurai resolution).
Perhap~, according
to your dialectics, this is how you propose to conduct your
basic fight for friendship with China. Again, to quote
your Namboodiripad
from his latest article in the Onam
Special of Deshabhimani, "Just as the CPSU did i~the
past so now the CPC also started
interfering
in the
internal affairs of our party and started
advocating
a
political line which did not correspond to the realities of
the Indian situation."
(Translation mine).
Just four years ago, in 1963, Dange in his reply to a
People's Daily article entitled "Mirror for Revisionism" had
this to say:
"But why should they [the CPC] arrogate the
right to interfere in our inner-party affair~, tell us what to
·do or not to do with our bourgeoisie, and also who among
us 'is true Marxist revolutionary'
or not or who is
'splitting the party'." (Quoted from Questions of Ideology
1n the International Communist Movement No.7, Page 82)
This cannot be fortuitous.
What Sripad Dange said
just four years ago, Sri N amboodiripad
and the other
4<MarxiIlt" leaders are saying today.
Criticism to them
means only crass interference in their internal affairs. All
they want other brother parties to do is to leave them
alone. They may continue to commit hundreds of mistakes, and cause immense damage to the Communist
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movement as a whole, yet these "Marxist" leaders want
all these mistakes of theirs to be glossed over by brother
parties. As for criticism from within the party, they know
how well to deal with it with an iron hand. At such time~,
no codes of conduct
for inner-party
criticism
areassiduously upheld and the constitution
of the party itselfis just so much scrap of paper for them. When the C.P.C.
criticised
Dange in
1963, perhaps
yoU, breakaway
Revisionist chieftains, took it as a good riddance.
But now
when it is your turn to be criticised, you are agitated and
call it crass interference .
Gentlemen, nobody is going to be deluded by the honey
on your lips. The murder in your hearts stands out fully
exposed today. The Naxalbari peasant revolutionaries havedone the job. The great betrayal of the Naxalbari peasants'
action and expulsion of thousands of party members from
the party is evidence enough of the wrecking activities
you have undertaken.
The CPC is only doing its internationalist duty when it starts exposing you. When they
did it before, it was Dange who barked.
Earlier still it was
Khruschov's turn to get the beatings from them. Now it is
yours. You cannot escape from the inevitable doom'that"
awaits all revisionists.
Today the international
communist
movement is stronger than ever. It has overthrown the Soviet"
Ie visionist Ieadership from its leading position
in the
movement and replaced it with the CPC. What is more,
it has plac€d the CPSU leading clique in its rightful place
i. e., outside the pale of the international
Communist
movement.
Things are going to be different from now on
for all types of revisionists wherever they hide in any
part of the world. The world working class of which the
Indian working class is a national contingent will see to it
that they are smoked out and exterminated from each
country as inevitably as the C.P.S.U. leaders were smoked
OUt and exterminated
frc m the international
Communist:
movement.
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The murder in your hearts can be clearly seen from just
lome deliberate omissions in your C. C. document.
While
talking eloquently about "the tremendous victories scored
by the Chinese Republic," you have not a word to say about
the earth-shaking Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution or
the invincible Thought of Mao Tse-tung.
You say the
C.P.C. rendered "yeoman's ~ervice to the world working
dass and the Communist movement in fighting and exposing
the menace of modern revisionism and in defence
of
Ma'rxism-Leninism",
and you demonstrate the honey on
your lips by "gratefully acknowledging"
this yeoman's
!ervice.
But the murder in Jour heart stands out expo~ed
when you try to cover up the fact that it was with Mao
Tse-tung:s Thought that the CPC armed itself and the.
Chinese people and together with them fought and isolated
modern revisionism both internally and externally on a
world scale. You, pigmies of the Marxist Party, do you or
-do you not accept the fact that Mao Tse-tung's Thought is
Marxism-Leninism of the era in which impariaJism is heading
for total collapse and socialism is advancing towards world'Wide victory?
All your tall talk about the PRC beipg a
sh ning example and the "grateful acknowledgement"
of
the ~eoman's service rendered bJ the C.P.C. etc., is just so
much honey on your lips to cover up the murder in your
heart, if you do not answer this all important question. :You
can answer either way, but if, instead, you are proposing to
remain silent, that too will be properly understood for "hat.
,it is really werth, by the revolutionary
ranks inside the
country, i.e., :your basic anti-China stand.
Lenin says, "Marxism is not a dogma but a guide to
.action."
Action in turn enriches Marxism.
It does not
stand still at any time. Marxism developed into MarixismLeninism through the action of the world working-' lass
and especially the Russian Bolsheviks led by the Gnat
Lenin in the fight against the renegades of the Second
lnternational on the eve of and during the Great October
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~evolut~on in Russia. It got consolidated through the postevolutIOn practice of the world workl'ng cl
d
'II b
ass an espeCIa y Y,the Soviet working class headed by the C P.S.U. (B)
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"deepening and fast enveloping one sector after another of
the Indian bourgeosie, on the one hand, and the pre-1i~erathe nation's economy. Further it has also extended to the
tion capitalist development of China and the Ch1Oes.e
political sphere and a political crisis has set in and is likely
bourgeoisie, on the other, and your characterisation of thli>
to mature with speed." "The crisis is causing growing mass
difference as a very important factor which the C.P.C.
discontent among the people."
"It offers tremendous
( h' h you insinuate, is non-Maxist-LeniniEt) has not taken
opportunity
to
the
'\lI; orking
class
and
its Communist party
w IC ,
,
d fi'
h
't
account and has ignored, your antIcs at e n10g,t e
to take big strides."
But you bemoan that the political
10 0
I' ,
h
t
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So what
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this 46th year of the
greater par t 0 f the country"-in
,
India, people are taking to stones, brick-bats and sticks to
' h
t of the party-only
go to confirm thIS.
beat down the reactionary police every other day. This
esta bl IS men
,
'
,
h
In t e
Thanks to t h e C . PC
. . and the revoluttonanes
,
is a growing process inside th~~ountry.
And here you
'
Communist
Party,
this
is
not
gOIng
to
be
the
case
are talking about a "deepening" economic crisis, sitting in
I n d Ian
,
. k h
· the f uture.
Your bluster is no more go1Og to tnc t, e
10
your comfortable dfice~, dreaming of capturing the central
ran k s. Th a tis why , you are now hitting out in desperatIOn.
cabinet during next general elections, and discussing the
at criticism from any quarter.
"spe.cial" features of the Indian big bourgeoisie.
Gentlemen,
You are counter-revolutionary
revisionists.
You forget
B e h'10 d a 11this hullabaloo about the difference between
"
.
'g bourgeoisie and the Chinese big bourgeome IS
the simple Marxist truth
that
without
the Indian
our b I
,
I '
the
lessons
of
the
Chmese
revo
utlon
rn
Communist Party incorporating the lessons of the Chinese
the rdusa I to Iea
'h
ession
to
stick
to
formulatlOns
made
by
t
e
bs
Revolution into the practice of the Indian Revolution, no
an d an a
,
R
I
Id Communist movement before the Chmese
eva urevolution in India will ever succeed. just as the Chinese
,:or
A
dl'ne< to you even in this tbird stage of the
~evolution would never have succeeded if the C.P.C. had not
tlOn
ccor
t;O'
I
d
. 1 CriSIS
.,
of capitalism '. "Capitalism , has ,deve ope
~ncorporated the lessons of the Great October Revolution
genera
· I d'
nd its class position in SOCIetyIS gett10g strengInto the practice
of the revolution in China.
You
10 n la a
, "
I
•.
"The
economic crisis in the ccuntry IS on Y
6
t h ene d .
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assiduously- work to cover up the lessons of tbe Chin~se
Revolution
from the ndian working class and IndIan
peasants and then bewail tbat the political level of the
poletariat is deplorable.
Gentlemen, wbo can possibly ~e
responsible for such a "deplorable"
level of the proletarIat
excepting you wbo bad been working overtime to shut off
the East Wind from the Indian working class and tbe
Indian peasantry?
But now your game is up.
Instead of trying to be modest and learn the lessons
of the Great Chinese Revolution, you are attempting to pit
the formulations of the Communht
International against
tbe formulations of tbe C.P.C., which, in addition, you
completely distort to suit your own requirements.
Yes, the
C.P.Co's reading
is that
"the Congress
go~ernme~t
represents the interests of the Indian feudal prmces, bIg
landlords and bureaucrat-comprador-capitalists.'·
(People's
Daily editorial, July 5th, 19(7). Comrade Mao Tse-tung
has this to say about the Chinese bourgeoisie:
"There is a distinction between tbe comprador big
bourgeoisie and the national bourgeoisie.
"The comprador big bourgeoisie is a class which directly
serves tbe capitalists of the imperialist countries and is
nurtured by them; countless ties link it cl~.sely witb the
i dal forces in the count! ice. Therefore it is a target
. ef~he Cbinese Revolution and never in the bistory of the
o
."
-revolution bas it been a motive force.
"Tbe national bourgeoisie is a class with a dual character.
"On tbe one hand, it is oppreseed 'by imperialism an
-fettered by feudalis~ and consequently
is in ccntradicticn
with both of them. In this respect it constitutes one of th
-revolutionary forces. In the course of tbe Chineee Revo!u,tion it has displayed a certain entbusiasm for figbtlr
imperialism and tbe government of bureaucrats and waf
lords.
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"But on otber hand, it lacks the .courage to OPPose
imperialism
and feud~lism thoroughly
because
it is
economically and poli_tically flabby and stilI has economic
ties -with imperialhm and feudalism.
This emerges very
clearly when people's revolutionary forces grow powerful.

--

-

-

"It follows from the dual character of tbe national
bourgeoisie that at certain timE s and to a certain extent, it
can take part in the revolution against imperialism and the
governments of the bureaucrats
and warlords and can
become a revolutionary force, tut that at other times there
is the danger of its following the comprador, big bourgeoisie
and acting as its accomplice in counter-revolution."
[ Chinese Revolution cfl Chinese Communist Party:
Selected Works, vol. 2, pp. 320-21. ]
In addition to the comprador character a section of
our big bourgeoisie has also the bureaucratic
character.
apparatus to derive super) It uses tbe state bureaucratic
profits. Just as in China, amongst the bourgeoisie, it was
the comr rador capitalists who were the targets of the
revolution, so also in India it has to be the compradorbureaucratic
capitalist~.
There is just no question of their
being the motive force of the revolution.
It is true that the Indian bourgeoisie was and is the most
developed bourgeoisie among the colonial and semi-colonial
Countries. But does this bourgeoisie, which developed as
a direct result of the imperialist wars and as an appendage
of the imperialist world economy, change its essential
character from being a comprador-bureaucratic
capitalist to
that of an independent indmtrial capitalist? To characterise
the mas industrial big bourgeoisie is to characterise India not
as a semi-feudal, semi-colonial country, but to place India
on a par with the imperialist countries like Britain, France,
Japan or Italy. There is no other possible classification
for sucb a bourgeois state. Either a country is a colony
Or a semi-colony or it is an independent
country.
You
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define the position as follows: "The fact to be noted here
is that it is the industrial, big bourgeoisie which, today, his
emerged as a powerful force halding the leading position
in the new state and government and not the compradorelement." And again, "though certain tendencies of the
nature ( comprador ) are present in t?e Indian situation too.
it is by no means the principal characterestic of the Indian
••
bi,g bourgeoisie which is headin~ the state an d government.
By an indirect reference
you attribute
the principal
characteristic of the Indian big bourgeoisie as "interesting
itself in the expansion of industries and the development
of the national economy." (Madurai Resolution, p. 5.)~ To
have the cheek to attribute such qualities to the Indian
big bourgeoisie
during ·this third stage of the ~eneral
crisis of capitali~m is nothing but counter-revolutIOnary.
.The Appendix to para 33 (page 64) of your Party Programme has this foot-note below the figureS': "The proportion of industrial production and cammer ce is not matetially
changfd during the entire period (l948-6l). despite rise
in new industries," and r,till you have the cheek to say
(indirectly of course) that:
"expamion of industries and
development of national economy'" is the principal chat acteristic of the Indian big bourgeoisie.
I-Jow then are you
different from the Dange clique?
Again, from the Appendix given to para 29 of the
programme (page 60);can't you see that from 1959 onwards
there was a tremendous spurt in foreign collaborationist
agreements which rose from 150 in 1959 to 302 in 19.6~.
and again from the App-endix 1:0 para 24 (page 58) IndIa g
forei6n liabilities rme from 493 crores to 761 crores in the
private sector and from 225 crores .to 1470 crores in the
official or public sector. In the Appendix to para 3()
(page t2) dealing with the 'utilization of external Assistance'
upto 31st Dec" 1963, the respective figures for the U S. A.
the U.K., West Germany etc., and the U, S. S, R. and otber
SoCialist countries are 203-4'9 crores, 194'5 crores, -245'5/
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.crores and 166'2 crores. Do these figures show that the
Indian big bourgeoisie is an industrial big bourgeoisie
"interested in the expansion of industries and development
of national
economy" or that they are a compradorbureaucratic bo rgeoisie who have sold out the nation's
interest to the imperialists, primarily U. S. imperialists for
their crumbs in the mper-rrofits,
Do not these figures
(and mind yOU, these are not the C. p, C's) indicate tl at
there was a definite shift around 1959 from leaning on
British imperialhm as of old to selling out to American
imperialism ?
Your new analysis of the Indian big bourgoisie and the
<:baracter of tbe Indian state is so rt.diculous that it is no
wonder that it does not fit into any of tbe categories so
far defined about the bourgeoisie in the world's hinterland .
Hence your slogan of an independent
path for India's
Revolution,
In effect it is meant only to isolate the Indian
Revolution from its Asian, Afr ican and Latin American
context and hand it over to counter-revolution,
lock, stock
and barrel,
'"
STAB~ING VIETNAM IN THE BACK
There is just one sector where you feel you can sti1I
play havo'c: that is on the Vietnam question.
But there
again you are thoroughly mistaken.
It is indeed surprising
to find a group of people today who call themselves
communists, championing,
even after the West Asia
crisis, the slogan of unity in action with the revisionists.
You say, "A serious debate is on in the world comn:unist
movement as to the correctness or otherwise of the stand
taken by the C. P. C. on this issue of proposed united
aetien." Gentlemen, you will be right if you had said
that the serious debate was taking -place in the world
Revisionist movement,
The world communist movement
With China as its leading centre has nothing to debate on

•
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this issue. Their stand is unambiguous.
They are out to
wipe out revisionism and not to unite with it in action.
As for Vietnam, don't you, revisionis ts, shed crocodile
tears over their so-called suffering. You see only "the
small socialist republic of North Vietnam together with its
patriotic fighters in South Vietnam fighting alone against
U. S. aggression" and "making unheard of sacrifices."
This
according to you is the stark reality.
Quite a dismal,
depressing picture indeed-looks
like you· are in the pay of
Johnson, MacNamara & Co.
For it can only be the
American imperialists who would like the people of the
world to see in Vietnam such a dismal "stark reality."
You too want to stab Vietnam in the back by advocating
induction of revisionism into their fighting ranks.
Gentlemen
Revisionists,
do you accept
that
the
Vietnamese people are fighting a People's War and that
in this era, imperialism can only be fought and defeated
by waging a protracted People's War?
The Vietnamese
people learned the great lessons of the Chinese Revolution
and took the tortuous path· of People's War for their
liberation, the only path by which peoples of Asia, Africa
and Latin America can defeat
imperialism
and their
running dogs. You shed so much tears for Vietnam but
have you ever tried to learn about the essential difference
between a People's War waged by relying on highly
conscious revolutionary
people and an imperialist war,
which can only be waged by relying on modern weapons
and hired soldiers. In the words of Com. Lin Piao :
"Comrade
Mao Tse-tung has provided a masterly
summary of the strategy and tactics of People's War.
You
fight in your way and we fight in ours: we fight when we
can and move away when we can't.
"In other words, you rely on modern weapons and we
rely on highly conscious revolutionary
people: you give
full play to your superiority and we give full play to ours;

•
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yOu have your way of fighting and we have ours
.
This strategy and these tactics can be applied only whenone relies on the broad masses of the people, and such
application brings the superiority of People's War into fun,
play."
Since YOtl refuse to understand this essential differencebetween the two wars, and the specific nature of thePeople's War waged by the Vietnamese people, you'
are not able to render any effective help to the valiantVietnamese people, except by passing some resolutions,
and once a while calling a public meetng.
The job ofan honest communist is not to bemoan the fate that has:
overtaken the Vietnamese people but drawing inspirationfrom the way the brave Vietnamese people are fighting
the U. ~. imperialists and winning victory after victory, to
rouse the revolutionary consciousness of the broad maSFes;
of our own people against the common enemy and engage..
him in battles wherever possible. This cannot be done in
'unity' with revisionism, because the revisionists "try to·
exorcise the revolutionary
spirit of Marxism, to undermine
faith in socialism among the working class and working
people in general. They deny the historical necessity for'
a proletarian revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat during the period of transition from capitalism to,
socialism, deny the leading role of the Marxht-Leninist,
party, reject the principles of proletarian internationalism
and call for rejection of the Leninist principles of party'
organisation and above all, of democratic centralism fot'
transforming the communist party from a militant revolutionary organisation into some kind of debating society."
(The Twelve Parties' Declaration, 1957)
It is an every day experience for our working class and
our communists that wherever revisionism penetrates, the
first casualty is the revolutionary spirit. One can understand the Soviet revisionist leaders and their henchmen.
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all over the world clamouring for 'unity in action'
in
Vietnam.
But you are advocating it in a new guise for the
.so-called puq:ose of "singling out and isolating the most
iimmediate and hated enemy."
Here you are advocating
only your own rotten idea of a united front against the
Congress in Kerala and in W. Bengal, which has in effect
<Dnly rejuvenated
revisionism on our soil to an alarming
'Scale. Very rightly the C. P. C. believes that unity in
,action with revisionists will only bring disaster to the
Vietnamese people.
fa talk about unity in action even
after the West Asian crisis where the Arabs were be trayed
50 blatantly
by the C P. S. U. leaders only exposes your
re~l face-the
ugly face of modern revisionism with the
C. P. S. U. as its world Centre.

'THE INDIt\N PEOPLE
PEOPLE ARE ONE

AND THE CHINESE

Our country is a great country.
Its 510 million people
llre a great people. Being the world's second in terms of
population its responsibilities to the world and to itself are
tremendous.
China, only a-slumbering giant in the beginning of the century, with a population of 750 million, has
shaken itself up from the age-old stupor and swept away
all imperialist and fe~daJ vermin from its sacred soil. And
today it is wiping away capitalism too.
There it is
standing by our side shedding the brilliance of her achieve.ments. The Indian people too are as inevitably rising up
:against their age-old enemies, feudalism and imperialism.
Imperialism is now in its death-throes.
As always it is
,relying, as a last resort, more and more on its agents
within the camp of the working class and its party to come
-to its succour. The ruling circles of t;he Indian reactionaries
who are its open agents are more hopeful of the modern
-revisionists, whether of the Dange clique or the Namboo.diripad-Ranadive gang of double-dealers
to hoodwink the
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-people and continue
their inhuman exploitation.
The
Indian communists will always be on the side of the pe~ple
fighting the age-old evils of feudalism
and imperialism
. represented by Indian reactionary ruling circles and modern
revisionists.
Armed with Mao Tse-tung's Thought, the
most advanced world outlook of the proletariat, they are
certain to win, though the path will be tortuous and
long.
The day is not far off when we, the -Indian
people and our neighbour, the Great Chinese people will
both stand up arm in arm and together with the other anti-imperialist peoples of the world will bury imperialism and
feudalism and all other forms of exploitation,
once and
:for all.
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jJfADURAI DOCUMENT BETRAYS

REViSIONIST UNDERSTANDING OF THE
NATURE OF CONTRADICTIONS
Editorial Board, Deshabrati
[This is an Englis~ rendering of one of the articles anlysing
the revisionist character of the Madurai
ideological
docummt, which are appearing in the Bengali Weekly,
Deshabrali.
This article. originally in Bengali, was
published on' October 5, 1967.
-Editor, LIBERA'lION]
What is the essence of the General Line of the International
Communist Movement as presented by the Central Committee of the great Chinese Com munist Party?
"Workers' of 'all countries, unite; workers of the world,
unite with the oppressed peoples and oppressed nations;
oppose imperialism and reaction in all countries;
strive
for world peace, national liberation,
people's democracy and socialism;
consolidate
and expand the
Socialist camp; bring the proletarian world revolution
step by step to complete victory;
and establish a new
world without imperialism, without "capitalism and without the exploitation of man by man."
[Letter of the C. P. C. Central Committee dated June
14, 1963 in reply to the letter of the CPSU Central
Committee dated March 30, 1963 ]
What is the real nature of the profcund significance
underlying the General Line of the International <.sommunist
Movement presented by the CC of the CPC?
This is the
General Line which calls for carrying forward the resolute
revolutionary
struggles of the peoples of the world and
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the proletarian world revolution
step by step to complete
victory by united revolutionary
struggle;
imrerialism can
be fought effectively and world peace defended only if the
peoples of all countries wage a resolute united revolutionary struggle.
On the other hand (and as opposed to the Chinese
Party), the leadership of the CPSU lays down and pursues a
General Line which is devoid of revolutiorary
content and
finds expression in "peaceful co-existence" and "peaceful
competition" between the two social systems and "peaceful
teansition from capitalism to socialism."
By adop.ting this
international line they have entered into an unholy alliance
with US imperialism, created disruption in the world
communist movement and have taken to the path of
restoring capitalism in their own country.
Why is this so ?
A concrete class analysis of world politics and economics
and of actual world conditions as a whole, that is to say,
a concrete class analysis of the fundamental contradictions
in the contemporary world, constitutes the starting point
from which the Communist Parties proceed to define the
General Line of the international
communist movement.
Differences in the class analysis of the contradictions
in the
contemporary
world and in regard to a correct understanding of their inter-connection
as well as differences in
correctly understanding the inter-connection
of the struggles
that 2row out of those contradictions
in the contemporary
world-lie
at the root of the ideolo~ical ftruggle between
the CC of the CPC and the leadership of the CPSU.
The CPSU leadership
has completely
rejected dialectical materialism and the diale'ctical materialist theory of
knowledge a~d has had recourse to idealism, and their
approach to the whole thing is purely subjective.
The
dialectical materialist theory of knowledge has been fully
upheld in the assessment and analysis made by the Chinese
~arty leaders.

•
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Tho
has gone through the sections, namely,
a anyone w
d"
., f the
"New Each" and· "On the Issue of Contra lctlOns, . ~ . Madurai p document
pro d uce d b y the neo-reVlSlOnIst
-leadership of our party, it would appear ~hat thheYCarh~'
on
.
h'
ment
wIth
t
e
10ese
the face of it, expressmg t en agree
...
d . i
Party and criticising the modern reVISIOnIstS. An It s
precisely here that the hateful deception
of ~he neo.
f
t
has
revealed
Itsf worst
revisionist leadership a our par Y
h'
features, or, it might be said, the ~ul.l depth a t~:
.
about the dialectical matenahst theory and t.
Ignorance
kid
That explams
dialectical materialist theory of now e ge.
.
. why they. are so anxIOUSnot
.
to a 11ow c omrades to exammeh
critically how far the Programme adopted at our Seven~
Party Congress has succeeded in defining m~ny strategic
.and tactical, tasks of the international commUnIst mov~ment
which arise out of the chara,eristic
features of thiS era
,of ours.
,
,
Let us examine their deceptions.
Document formulated the specific
,-the following manner:

The Eighty-one Par~y
features of our era 10

'''a ur

t'Ime, whose m~in content is, the transition from
b
capitalism to socialism initiated by the Great Octo er
Socialist Revolution, is a time of struggle between the
two opp oSl'ng social systems,' a time of. socialist. revolut·
and national-liberation
revolutions, a time of the
Ions
b I' .
f h
breakdown
of imperialism, of the a a ItlOn 0 t e
colonial system, a time of transition of mo:e. peoples
to the socialist path) of the triu~ph of soclahsm and
communism on a world-wide scale.

But how does the Madurai document present the
. haracteristic
features of the contemporary
wqrld in its
;'New Epoch" section?
The Madurai document states .: .
'Ours is certainly.a
new epoch, an epoch of translt~o;
from capitalism, an epoch when the international S~C~8 •
ist system is becoming the decisive factor determlDiDI
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the course of world development, an epoch of rapid
decay and disintegration
of colonialism, an epoch of /. {
titanic class battles between the forces of moribpnd: .....
capitalism
and of socialism and national liberation,
revolutions, and an epoch of the collapse of imperialism
and the final victory of socialism and con munism on a
world scale."
[Madurai document, People's Democracy supplement
of Sept. 3, 1967; p.7.J
How did the formulation- "an epoch when the inter-national socialist system is becoming the decisive fac' or _
determining the course of world development"-creep
into
,the Madurai document in connection with tbe definition of
the characteristics of the contemporary era?
Readers can
see for themselves that the Moscow statement of 1960>
referred to this aspect like this-"a time of struggle between
the two opposing social systems."
Can this difference be fortuitous?
Does not this smaIl
difference signify a difference in understanding
the role of
the most important ar,d new factors in the contemporary
world as stated in the 1960 Moscow Statement?
Of course,.
it does and the difference is quite important. It is absolutely
necessary to understand properly these new factors in order
to resolve correctly the basic issues of the contemporary'
world in a manner commensurate with the interests ofPeace, national independence, democracy ar.d socialism.
How can the transition from capitalism to sociali~mJ
constitute the main content, dominant trend and principal
characteristic
of the historical development of society?'
To formulate tbis as a characteristic of the contemporary
world as ha's been done in the Madurai document, viz.-that'
this is "an epoch when the international socialist system,
is becoming the decisive factor determining the course of
""orId development"_is
to relegate all other factors to s'
i'econdary place. Not only that, the very significance of th~
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profound and comprehensive definition of the characteristics
of the contemporary era as contained in the 1960 Statement,
15 thereby reduced to a meaningless thing. While analysing
the new factors, the Statement not only referred to the
transition from capitalism to socialism as the main content
.of our era, but also elucidated the method of its development and the content of this transition.
What then is that method and that content?
In this
new epoch, transition from capitalism to socialism will take
place as a result of the struggle between the two systems,
as a result of the socialist and national revolutions and as a
result of the overthrow of impel ialism and liquidation of
the colonial system!
Tbat is why, the process of transition
'from capitalism to socialism is the result of revolutionary
class-struggles both in the national and in the international
:sphere.
The world socialist sy stem has become a decisive factor
1n the development of human society. But the main content,
,dominant trend and the principal characteristics
of the
historical development
of human society are being determined by the sum total 'of the revolutionary struggles waged
by the revolutionary forces for socialist transformation
of
'society and against imperialism,
This meaningful concept
1S clearly reflected in the understanding of the C C. of the
great Chinese Communist Party,
The C. C. ot the C.P.C.
,defines the line in these words:
"This general line is one
of resolute revolutionary
struggle by the people of all
-countries and of carrying the proletarian
world revolution
forward to the end." [Ibid]
The "New Epoch" section of the Madurai document
-talks of the united action by the world socialist system, by
the working class movements in the advanced capitalist
countries and the national liberation struggles, by the broad
'popular movements against war and for world peace, and
o(;a11supon them to inflict defeat after defeat on imperialism. This section also refers to the fact that the modern

yevisionists are disrupting the solidarity of the world
s?cialist system and the unity of the international CommunIst movement, and undermining
the national liberation
struggles and the movements of the reve lutionary working
~lass., But while defining the characteristics of the epoch,
It pOInts to the socialist system as the "decisive" factor
determining the course of world development and thus keeps
the door open for an eventual compromise with revisionism.
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DEVIATION FROM MlTERIALIST
DIALECTICS
ASSESSING THE CONTRADICTIONS

The four fundamental
porary world are:
(i)

contradictions

IN

in the contem-

the contradiction between the socialist camp and
the imperialist camp;
(ij) the contradiction
between the proletariat and the
bourgeoisie in the capitalist countries;
(iii) the contradiction
between the oppressed nations
and imperialism;
and
(iv) the contradiction
among imperialist countries and
among monopoly capitalist groups.
Of t~ese, t,he, contradiction between the socialist camp
and the Impenahst camp is a contradiction
between two
fundamentally
different social systems, and from the class
point of view this contradiction is a contradiction between
the states under the proletarian dictatorship and the states
under the dictatorship of monopoly capitalists,
, These four kinds of contradictions are inter-related
and
Influence each other,
From the point of view of dialectical
materialism,
it is of utmost
importance
to find out
the inter-connection between these contradictions
and the
concrete form in which they influence eath other, that is to
say, t~ find out ,properly their individual role. Further,
accordIng to the dIalectical materialist viewpoint it is th
contradictio~ inherent in a thing or a phenomeno~ that act:
as the motive force behind any change in the thing or el
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phenomenon while the external
contradictions
provide
the circumstances
for this change., The external contradictions create favourable or unfavourable circumstances
and thereby encourage or discourage the internal contradiction-this
sums up their role.

*'

•

Three among the four fundamental contradictions in the
contemporary
world,
the
contradicticn
between
the
prolet~riat and the bourgeoisie in the capitalist countries,
the contradiction between the oppressed nations and imperialism, and the contradiction among imperialist countries
and among monopoly capitalist groups-are
contradictions
within the imperialist camp. According to the dialectical
method. further collap~e of imperialist camp and further
development of the sodalist camp, that is. transition from
capitali,m to socialism can take place only as the result of
the actions of the internal contradictions of the imperialist
camp.

The Soviet leaders reject this dialectical method.
They
hold that the contradiction between the socialist camp and
the iIIlperialist camp-which
is only an external contradiction so far as the collapse of the imperialist camp is
" concerned- is the principal
contradiction
that
will
determine the collapse of the imperialist camp. Moreover,
they look at it as a contradiction
devoid of any revol~ionary content.
They refuse to see that it is basically a
. contradiction between states under the dictatorship
of the
proletariat
and states under the dictatorship
of the
monopoly capitalists.

flo

While speaking of the four contemporary contradictions
the Madurai document has indulged in much learned di£cussion about the roles of contradictiom-the
central
contradiction,
the main co.ntradiction etc. What is totally
absent, ho wever, is the inter-connection
between and an
analysis of the roles of contradictions, the chief thing in
dialectical materialist assessment.
This has led them to
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~~:;s t:: t~lIowing statement while defining the characterinternat'
~ cont~m~orary era: "This is an epoch when the
--f'
IOna SOCIalIst system is' becoming the d .. ;;
actor determinin~ th
ec!slv_e
And
h'l
d'
. e course of world
development."
w Ie
IscusSlOg th
d' .
uN t . h'
e contra IctIOns it has stated'
theoc:~t st;ndl~g :he fact that" "the contradiction betwee~
p 0 soclahsm and the camp of imp . l'
.
as the central
ena Ism remalOS
our time," "th~ne a~ong the fun~ame~tal contradictions
of.
nations has
one etween the Impenalists and oppressed
and the . t gO~fiacc~ntuated and assumed the acutest form",
. fl
.10 ens! catIon of this contradiction
i~, of course
In uenclng the course of
11 h"
growth and devel
" a ot er. contradictions,
their
opment.
[Madurai document, p. 12J
That is the
. I'
.
f
'
socIa !st system IS becoming "th d "
"
actor determining
th
"
e eClslve
epoch while the co t e d,m~tn content
of the present
n ra Ictlon between' th
d
nations and imperialism
th
'
e oppresse
national l'b'
'
at IS to say, the role of the
th
hI eratlon struggles consists only in "influenctn
e growt and develop
t f II
8
other
d h
men 0 a other contradictions.
In
wor s, t e course of de If"
~
path
f
. ,
ve opment 0 the content. the
o,
tranSItIOn from capitalism to socjaIi;~. ~:II bd etermIned not bv th'
_1
e
tions but ~ e matunnl! of thp. intPTnA1 ('nntradi~
. .bYthe external contradiction. narnel
tb
~
t.I~.~~.£Iahst camp. It is 0 I
y,
JL~Q-k.Q.t
leadershi
n y natural that the neo-revlsionist
as ,s~ a~xious to push the programme, full of
the
d p
tf"

t

our ;:rt~ ~ re~slontsm.
through the Seventh Congress of
Part
10 a
urry and to forbid any discussion of the
~rogramme
. and resoIli'tIOns while circulating the
~~nt
on the International ideological controversy for
_ CUSSlOn.
th ~ere
is no doubt that referring to the Socialist campI
.e oscow Statement of 1960 said:
"It is tb
"
World
" e prtncIP~1 characteristic
of our time that the
SOCIalIstsy!tem IS becoming th d "
f
development "f
.•.
e eClSlve actor in the
••. socIety.

7

'
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How should we understand this profound
concept '1
The contradiction
between the two systems i~ one of the
four fundamental contradictions which are ",:orkmg towards
the collapse of the imperialist camp and ltS role must be
. appreciated in a dialectical materialist manner ..
The world socialist system is a firm ~alOS~ay for the
national liberation struggles and the workmg c.ass ~ovements in the capitalist countries.
The suc~esses achleved
. th building of socialism and commUnlsm have transm
e
fl'
t'
lOna1
f orme d the socialist camp into a power u mterna
h
. r
force,
The emergence and development of t e socla 1St
<camp not only influence the cours.e ~f development of the
.
d'lCtl'ons but also exert a blg mfluence towards
the
<contra
.
.
'
of
the
contradictions.
How?
It
lS
creatmg
ireso 1u t Ion
.
.
-extremely favourable conditions for the people of d1fI~rent
,
and for the revolutionary
struggles for natlonal
-countnes
. .
liberation, democracy and socialism. Secondly: the soclalIst
camp presents a real possibility for the pn;ventlOn of a new
world war, and this makes it possible ~o adv.ance towards
'national liberation, democracy and socialIsm wlthout a new
But this advance itself will be made as a
Id war.
.wor
d"
f h
fresult of the maturing of the internal, contra l~tlOns 0 t. e
orld imperialist camp, by the people s re~olutlOns to WhlCh
..
,It 1ea d s, by the smashing of the weak links of the .world
,
. I'lS·t front
A united front of ..the revolutlOnary
lmpena
~truggles of all countries is of utmost lmportance 10 order
to break these weak links.
.
There can be no doubt that the vast areas of ASla,
.
Af nca
an d Latl' n America are the storm-centres
.
. of ., the
revolutionary
movements.
It is here that the lmper~alIst
f
t must be broken and the revolutionary
natlOnal
ron
liberation
struggles are the means 0f d'omg t h'IS. BUthat~
makes these areas the storm-centres?
The Madural do<cument has totally failed to grasp it.
.
With the shrinking of the world imperialist system varlous types of contradictions
in the world are concentrated

l
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in these areas (Asia, Africa and Latin America).
Contra-"
diction between the oppreHed people on the one hand
and imperialhts ar;d new and (ld colonialists on tne other,
contradiction
between the pesantry and the feudalistf,
contradiction betwen the proletariat and the bcurgeoisii',
contradiction among different imperialists and contradiction
between the socialist camp and the in,perialht (amp-all
these are concentrated in the se areas, And again, it is here
that a powerful revolutionary
force-people's
mOVEment
for national liberation-has
emerged with the force of a
tremendous
tidal wave, ar d the ruling bourgeoisie
in
various countries in these areas !lave not yet succeeded in
building up a powerful state machinery
comparable to
that built up by the ruling classes in the Wutern ccuntries.
It is abundantly clear that these are the most valuable
areas in the imperialist capitalist camp.
The Madurai document produced by the neo-revisionist 0 ~
leadership contains ~ver:ything but a complete revolutionary
theory~in
point of fact, it is nothing but a patchwork of
pieces of self-con tradictory theoretical ventures.
For a
complete theory they would have to accept unequivocally
either the general line of the CPC or that of the CPSU.
They do not dare come out openly against the general
line of the CPC or go over to the modern revisionists
directly since they are perfectly aware of the revolutionary
.consciousness. of the toiling people of India and the ~arty
ranks. But their cleverness cannot save them. However
much they may criticise the Soviet revisionists, they are, in
practice, pursuing the CPSU political line and that explains
why, despite their revolutionary
braggadocio,
they have·
Willingly tied themselves to the .chariot-wheels
of the
.state of the counter-revolutionary
Indian ruling classel.

1
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U. P. COMRADES REVOLT AGAINST THE
NEO.REVISIONIST LEADING CLIQUE
[We reproduce the following documents which reveal how therevisionist ·chieftains of the Party insist on a mech~nical
observance of Party forms and Party discipline in order to
sUpp'ess genu~ne revolutionaries within the Party and foist
on it a revisionist line-a line of utter surrender to the
reactionaries-and,
at the same time, cynically trample
Party forms and discipline underfoot when it suits their
sordid ends.
These .documents also show that as an inevitable consequenceof the neo-rtvisionist activities a revolt against the leadingclique is fast developing among the Party ranks.
The first of the three documents we are printing is the English
rendering of a circular in Hindi, issued on 27. 9. 1967
by Comrade Shiva Kumar Misra, Secretary or the U. P.
State Committee and Member of the Central Committee~
C. P. I. (Marxist), to all Party units in his state.
The second one forms the concluding portion of the letter of
Comrade Shiva Kumar Misra to the General Secretary~
C. P. I. (Marxist)
protesting against the revisionist
policies and vile disruptive
activities of the neorevisionist leaders and their stooges in U. P.
The last document is the letter of resignation submitted by
Comrade S. N. Tewari, member, U. P. State Committee and
·a founder-member of the Party in U. P. C( mrade Tewari
led the revolt against the Dangeites in his state and is now
leading the revolt against the nee-revisionists. Nine out of
twenty-seven members, who attended a meeting of the'State Committee which was convened unconstitutionally
at the instruction of P. Sundarayya, and H. S. Surjeet~
declared Com. Tewari as expelled from the Party.
-Edit.or, LIBEBAlION}.

I
COMRADE S. K. MISRA'S CIRCULAR

"A,ClrcUIar

was previously sent to you on 8. 9. 67 urging
YOUto mobilise and organise the revolutionary
people of
U. P. in support of the Krishak Vidroh [peasant revolt] in
Naxalbari.
Hope you are carrying on accordingly.
"A small revisionist clique in power in the C.C. and a
handful of their stooges in the U. P. State Committee have
go~e mad with rage against this circular.
It is out of
this madness that they had a counter-circular
issued in the
name of Shankar Dayal Tiwari and thus violated all the
norms and forms of the Party,

I

"The Krishak Vidroh in Naxalbari has to-day become the
demarcatin~ line ~~tween the revisionists on the one hand
and Marxlst-Lenmlsts
on the other.
The revisionist
leading clique of the C.C. is on the one hand busy in lending
its helping hand to the ruling classes by its capitulationist
and class-collaborationist
line, and on the other hand, is
adopting
organisational
methods against the MarxistLeninist
cadre of the Party, who are supporting the
Krishak Vidroh whole-heartedly.
,
"The revisionist clique on the one hand rends the sky
with cries of Party Constitution and discipline in order to
hide its counter-revolutionary
character, and on the other,
tramples underfoot the same in order to serve the narrow
interestS' of their coterie.

"P. Sundarayya and Harkishen Singh Surjeet, the two
chieftains of this revisionist leading clique, recently had a
so-called P. C. meeting convened by a handful of their
stooges without any consultation with the Secretariat of
• the State Committee.
At this meeting which was wholly
irregular and unconstitutional,
they arbitrarily removed the
Secretary of the State Committee from his office, disbanded
the Secretariat, set up a new puppet-secretariat,
dissolved
alI the Regional Committies and expelled the aged veteran
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Marxist-Leninist
Party leader, Com. Shri Narain Tewari
from the Party-membership.
All this was done quite undemocratically.
All the Party forms were thrown to the
winds by these actions.
"This act of replacing the State and the Regional leadership duly elected in Party conferences or afterwards h'l.S no
precedent in the entire history of the Party.
"Muxist-Leninists
enjoy a clear majority in the State
Committee of the Party and the numb~r of the supporters of
the revisionist leadership of the C. C. is quite insignific.llnt.
I command the confidence of the majority in the P. C.
This has been made clear during discussions on ideological
differences in the world Communist movement, on questions
of tactics and on the peasant revolt in Naxalbari, and the'
revisionist' leading clique fully realiz~s this.
T~ big
}majority within the U. P. State Committee has sp~€!n" the
anti-Marxist-L~ninist
counter-revolutionary
pohtlcs
and
tactical line adopted by the revisionist C.C.
liThe neo-revisionists failed to achieve their object in
U. P. just as the old-revisionists had failed. That is why,
they stooped to take extra-ordinary measures to reduce the
majority in the State Committee into a minority, to capture
the H. Q. of the State Committee conspiratorially
and to
foist their revisionist politics and tactical line on the Party.
"Some of our comrades who were present in the meeting
vehemently opposed the revisionist politics, tactical line
and unconstitutional measures, exposed their ugly revisionist
faces thoroughly and in the end walked out of the meeting .
. L emmst
..
"The great majority of the Marxlstca d re of
the party heartily greets these revolutionary comrades.
The revolutionary. moyement o.f the people <;an
guided in the right dlrectlOn only 10- the beacon-h~ht ~
Marxism-Leninism an~ Thoug?t. of ~ao Tse-tung, whlch :.
the summit of Marxlsm-Lemnlsm
10 tbe
present epoc
People's Democracy can be established only t.hroug~h:
successful peasant revolution under the leadershlP ~f
working cIan.
01
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"The revlSlonist clique of the C. C. after taking the
reins of the Party in the 7th Party Congress has been trying
to put our Party in opposition to Marxism-Leninism~
Thought of Mao Tse-tung and the Chinese Communist Party
most cunningly and step by step. Now its face is exposed
and there is revolt against the revisionist clique in power
at every level of the Party.
The revolt is justified, it:
cannot be suppressed by wielding the sword of discipline.
"The majority in the State Committee, duly elected bY'
the State Conference
is with me and I am the Secretary
of the State Committee.
Shankar Dayal Tiwari, who has
been appointed Secretary by the revisionist leading clique,
has no right to function -as such. In case he functions as
Secretary, his action will amount to be an anti-party one.
The party units should not accept any instructions, circulars
or literature etc., from the revisionist H. Q. The Regional
Committees of the Party are there as before, they will
function as usual. We are trying to establish a revolutionary H. Q. of the Party at the earliest as the H. Q. of
the Party has been captured by the revisionists. You will be
receiving necessary instructions from there from time L to.
time. We appeal to the District Committees not to maintain
any connection with the revisionist H. Q."
II
CONCLUDING
LETTER

PORTION

OF COMRADE

TO THE GENERAL

S. K. MISRA'S

SECRETARY,

C. P. I. (M)

«Disciplinary measures against me and several others
are in the air. A party which is not true to the revolutionary principles of Marxism-Leninism, whose policy is not
correct and which is not merged with the masses, cannot
impose its discipline.
According to Comrade Lenin. any
attempt to impose such discipline is bound to end in
grimacing. However, you may try it if you so desire. r
have only to say this that no one on earth will be able to

104

LIBERATION

withhold reorganization of our Party on correct revolutionary lines, the clouds of revisioniEm are bour-d to be
scattered, the revolutionary
cadre will arise and fight
against the wrong policies and methods adopted by the PB
and the CC, they will not allow revisionism to flourish in
our Party, the revolutionary
line is bound to win in the
end. With greetings.

structure of which is such as is suited only to elections and
1:0 keep restricted
the movement to partial struggles to
. achieve electoral successes, which adopts the policy of
( appeasement of the bourgeois leadership, which has urban
areas as its base. cannot fulfil its jobs.
.
I find that it is adopting worse methods than the
Dangeites to suppreES the revolt of the cadre that has come
up against its revisionist line
Dange required at least to
enact a drama of setting up a Commission to enquire into
the 'Left activities', this leadership did not even require a
Commission, a list of so called 'extremists' is ready and the
propaganda is on to serve the Confidential Department. The
leadership has beaten the Dangeites in waving its sword of
disciplinary action.
Thus this Party has lost the necessity of its existence.
It is good that a revolt is awakened in the ranks against
the treacherous revisionist line of this leadenhip.
The
ordinary ranks of our Party are conscious revolutionaries.
They joined our Party with the ardent desire for revolution,
they do not adopt servile attitude towards any leaders or
any so-called higher committees. The revolt of cadre against
this leadership is at present in different ~tages at different
places, it is bound to reach one common stage very early.
I have f~ll confidence that this revolt will give birth to a
real Communist Party, which will have rural areas as its
basp, which will not adopt attitude of blind support towards
the bour~eois leadership, which will remain away from the
mire of Parliamentarianism,
and which will carry forward
·the People's democratic revolution by adopting the policy of
building
revolutionary
base areas of agrarian
revolts;
Despite
myoId
age
of
73
years
I
will
exert
all
my
energies
{
in building such a Party.
It is with this feeling that I resign from my Party, the
CPI Marxist. My greetings to those militant cadre, who are
marching forward on the path of building a realrevolutionary organization with the flag of revolt against revisionist
.leadership.
Though they might be weak today, yet they will become
'strong and victorious tomorrow.

Yours
Sd. S. K. Misra
Secretary, State Committee

Dated 23. 9. 67

C. P. I. (M)
III
COpy

OF RESIGNATION

j

LETTER

OF COM. S. N. TEWARI

The Gen. Secty.,
(M).

cpr

q
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Mahodaya,
We gave the reins of leadership of our Party in your
hands and those of the present CC with great enthusiasm
in the year 1964 at the time of the Calcutta Party Congress.
Several comrades amongst us even at that time were aware
of the fact that this leadership like Dangeites had several
times exhibited its petty-bourgeois
character.
It simply
criticised the Oangeites in the Party Congress and has
tried to justify all its steps including those which were
clearly of a revisionist nature.
Party while feeling purturbed over this state of affairs, still hoped that this
leadership would build a Marxist-Leninist
Party and would
prepare the path for People's Democratic Revolution.
But this leadership practising fraudulent methods stooped
to Fuch a low level as it permitted march of police force
against a peasant revolution in the name of opposition to
Naxalbari aod so-called left adventurism.
The Kerala and
Bengal Govts. which have been formed under the leadership
of our Party are now working as the defenders of the big
bourgeois-landlord State. Even Dange could not deceive
the militant ranks of our Party as successfully as this
leadership has done.
In this situation, after very careful consideration I have
come to the conclusion that this Party, which takes elections
as its main instrument
of struggle,
the organizational

I

23.9.67

Sd. Shri Narain Tewari
Member, State Commitee,
C. P. I. Marxist

I,
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RANADIVE TRIES TO DECEIVE
Sushital Roy Chowdhuri
[This is an English rendering of an article by Comrade.
Sushital Roy Chowdhuri, which appeared in the Bengali.
Weekly DEBHABRATI of August 10, 1967, in answer to
Ranadive's article, "Ultras' Thesis:
Inverted advocacy or
Congress Rule,'" in PEOPLE'S
DEMOORAOY
of Jul,
16, 1967,
-Editor,

LIBEEATION]

The leaders of our Party have abandoned the revolutionary
path of Marxism-Leninism
and taken to the road of
revisionism.
As a logical consequence tbey have to resort·
to dishonesty in polemies.
It has been a well-known
practice
of the revisionists
since the time of Marxconveniently
to pare and prune the statements of their'
opponents and to quote them in a distorted manner.
Let us examine the long article by Ranadive in People's
Democracy dated 16th July, 1967, captioned:
"Ultras'
thesis: Inverted advocacy of Congress rule.'"
In our previous article we referred to the existence of
a very feeble trend inside the Party which favoured boy-catting of the 4th General Elections.
We have also shown
how the basketfuls of quotations
which Ranadive
has
produced from Lenin to refute this trend and to establish
the justifiability of their own stand in regard to the4th General Elections, may be' likened to cannon-salvoes
to kill mosquitoes and how this cannonade served only
to betray his own clumsiness.
Now, before we enter into an elaborate discussion of
his callowness and of the revisionist character of the party'
leadership, let us probe a little into the nature of Ranadi'le's.
dishonesty.
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In the very beginning of his article under difcussion.
Ranadive, the 'theoretician',
quotes from a pamphlet of the'adventurists'
in an attempt to show up those who were in
favour of boycott.
It reads as tallows:
[It was possible] "to persuade the masses to boycott the
elections, if conscious efforts were made to bring to itsnatural culmination the form whic h the mass movementsdisplayed in the different states, especially in West
Bengal and to raise the movements to a higher stage. But
without making any attempts toward s this the movement
was terminated-under
the slogan of a bigger movement
-in
the 48-hour strike and hartal and now that the
elections are due all thinking has been concentrated
on
elections, on the pretext of the election-mindedness of
the people. This is dangerous opportunism."
[People's Democracy, July 16, 1967J
True to their 'tradition', Ranadive does not reveal the
identity of the leaflet and suppresses its source. Nevertheless, the leaflet has reached us too. The leaflet has been
identified as Bulletin' No.1 bearing the caption "Present
Situation and our Tasks," circulated by the "Inner-Party
Committee to fight against Revisionism,"
In the past also
we had had occasion to refer to this bulletin since it appears:
that for some mysterious reason, Ranadive is much tooeager to suppress its identity.
The last chapter of this draft is captioned "The roleof Parliamentary Activities," But the central theme of the
bulletin, which was circulated among comrades for discussion, is a line of th.ought ·in regard to the situation in
India in 1965-66 and the perspective of Indian Revolution.
However, Ranadive has quoted only a portion from thechapter,
"The Role of Parliamentary Activities",
For theinformation
of the readers
we reproduce below this
portion as it stands in the original document :
"We have discussed above about the mass movements in
India and about the character and development of the

,
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Indian Revolution.
We have to judge all things in that
perspective.
It can be said that if conscious efforts
were made to advance the mass movements-the
form it
took in different states, especially in West Bengal-to
their natural culmination and if the movements advanced
to a higher stage, it is doubtful whether the Elections
would have been held at all and it is a matter for serious
consideration whether the masses could not have been
persuaded to boycott the Elections at that time. But
having done nothing in this respect and having
-terminated
the movement
with a 48-hour peaceful
general strike and hartal in the name of intensifying the
movement, it is the worst kind of opportunism to raise
now pretexts
of people's present attitude towards
elections and consequently,- to concentrate all thoughts
on elections.
The truth is, our leaders have gone
bankrupt, they are unable or. deliberately refuse to
.discover
the new content whIch has recently
been
(
growing in the democratic
movements;
as a result,
their outlook has become one of electioneering and theix
political tactics have been reduced to electoral tactics.
Yet what else could be the main task before us, if not
to enrich the new forms of the mass movements and to
undertake political and organisational measures to this
tend ?
Elections
must be subordinated
and made
, complementary to this task.
The responsibility
to
acqu!lint the people with basic facts and questions rests
primarily on us. The people will have to be made
conscious of the power-frenzied
offensive that may be
launched by the reactionaries
after the elections are
over and of the need for appropriate
preparedness.
Once again the present party leadership is confining
a major section of the leading cadres within the f~ur
walls of Parliament and Assemblies, and is reinforclD.g
. t h e party ' s orgamsationa
..
I se t -up. ThIS
this pattern 10
is the natural culmination of their political thinking and

attitude.
'
., This is why, they brand as 'adventurist' andsectarIan anyone who dares to oppose their policy
and line. This has given rise to an ideological conflictinside the Party."
Readers who compare the two excerpts one quoted by
Ranadive and the other by us, from the same' portion of theoriginal text, can clearly find out for themselves
how
great is the difference between the two.
. There is not only difference in the choice and composi~Ion of words, but the id,ea expressed is also faulty. For
Iilstance, the original text reads: ", .. if conscious efforts were
~ade to advance the mass movements-the
form it took in
dIfferent states, especially in West Bengal-to
their natural
cUlmin.at~on and if the movements advanced to a higher
stage, It IS doubtful whether the elections would have been
held at all and it is a matter for serious consideration
whether the masses could not have been persuaded to
boycott the elections at tha~ time." Ranadive renders it
thus: "[ They say it was possible] 'to persuade the massesto bJycott the elections, if conscious efforts were made t
bring to its natural culmination the fOlm which the mas~
movements displayed in the different states, especially in
West, ,~engal, and to raise the movements to a higher
stage.
Clearly, a part of the original text viz"
't .
doubtful whether the elections 'would have b'een hel~i 'a~'~11~~
has been dropped by Ranadive from his quotation.
Anyway, let us now consider the more original aspects
of Ranadive's dishonesty.
Ran~dive ha~ left out the first two sentences and the
conclud1Og portIOn of that paragraph in the original text
and quotes only the portion in between.
The first two
~:ntenc.es clearly testify that t~e author of the original .
Cument at first stressed the Impottance of taking into
~CCOuntthe nature and dharactel'istics of the mass struggles.In I d' d .
n Ia urIng 1965-66 and those of the' Indian Revolution
and c-onsidering ev.ery~'a8pect of :the 4th General Elections.
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in this context and only then proceeded to make his own
observations on what was actually done. And in the
.concluding portion the auth~r, while reviewing the mass
.struggles of 1965-66, speaks about the emergence of a "new
.content" in the mass struggles of the recent period and
accuses the leaders for their failure to perceive the same.
It is further noticed that it is in the context of the
emergence of the new in the mass struggles that the author
Observed in the concluding portion:
"What else could be
the main task before us, if not to. enrich the new forms of
) the mass movements and to undertake political and organisational measures Jo this end ?" and "Elections must be subordinated and made complementary to this task.'nRanadive,
i -for all your penchant for theorising, you can hardly succeed
JI in making these words appear as a recommendation for
boycotting the elections 1]/ The concluding portion exposes
the character of the leadership which believes in parIiamentarianism, and says, "Once again the presl!nt Party
leadership is confining the major section of leading cadres
within the four walls of Parliament and Assemblies, and
is reinforcing this pattern in the party's' organisational
set-up. This is the natural culmination of their political
,thinking and attitude."
Can this accusation' be called
~ unjustified in any way?
How many among the members
of the provincial
Secretariat
and of the provincial
committee were nominated to contest the elections?
How
many among the members of the district committees and
bow many district
secretaries were candidates for the
election? Comrade Ranadive ! Do you happen to remember
your address inaugurating the election campaign at the
Monument maidan in Calcutta?
These were your words:
"''This may well be the last election we are having." This
statement of yours conveyed a certain understanding of
the situation, didn't it? Do you claim that the correct
path for a revolutionary
Party to prepare itself to meet
the situation adequately was to send so many of its leadert
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inconceivable before that they could lead to such eruptions.
It is also observed that there was no preconceived plan
behind these eruptions; that is to say, they OCcur quite
spontaneously.
Again, such outbursts are occurring more
and more frequently.
Tn the current year [1966]
not a
single month passed without the news being published of
some section of the people coming into clash with the
police in some part of the country or other. No doubt,
the nature of these explosions is rather crude, yet their-(
frequent
recurrence
unmistakably shows that they are
nothing but the rumble of the approaching revolutionary>
tide.
Moreover, the fol1owing special characteristics
traced in the mass struggles of this time:

can be

(1) Even the movements for partial demands or forcertain rights have to face the hard, unyielding attitude of
the ruling classes. To fulfil even ordinary demands people
have to wage stubborn struggles.
In most of the cases.
these movements are being confronted with the organised
might of the ruling classes.

(2) The consciousness that it is necessary to struggle
against the whole system is fast growing. A feeling forchange, if not class consciou8n~ss, is developing even among.
backward
sections
of the people, whose participation
determines the sweep and intensity of any movement.
(3) The traditional weapon of the working class-the
general strike-as
a means of fighting for demands, as a
means of rousing the consciousness of the people, uniting
them and drawing them into the struggle-is
growing,
Popular.
(4) At th,e time when people wage united struggles_
at the time when democratic
mass movements spread •.
Specially during general strikes and hartals-hundreds
of
hitherto unknown
agitators emer~e; these agitators,. in
reality, turn out to be very influential because they have
the closest ties with the vast masses.
8
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(5) We have already referred to the clashes between
the people and"the police at the time of struggles. A very
significant feature
noticeable during these st~ugg.les or
clashes is that the masses show a firm determmatlOn. to
'carry forward the movements in the teeth of fierce pollee
'Onslaught. _People do not surrender easilY: Duri.ng th~se
<confrontations with the police, the people dIsplay mgenUIty
in devising various methods to weaken the enemy by
returning every blow they receive.
This is deeply significant from the point of view of mass
-struggles. No doubt, such actions are at prese~t crude
in nature, but their manifestation is a reality.
TheIr second
~. important characteristic
is t hat in many cases they bear
V unmistakable signs resembling a civil war. This is specially
observed in West Bengal where the ruling class, in order
to suppress the democratic movements, depend mainly on
the police force on the one hand, and on the other, try
to unite all the reactionary forces of their own class for
violent attacks on the people.
The fundamental question in the context o·f the above
-situation is whether the tremendous social upheaval taking
place now throughout the country will develop into an
increasingly powe~ful tidal wave. The only way to have
a definite answer to this question is to study carefully
the social contradictions
behind the present situation and
to understand correctly the principal
aspects of the
<contradictions. It is as a result of the sharpening of these
contradictions that objective conditions are created for this
:social upheaval to grow into a tidal wave.
During the post-Second
World
War period,
the
-contradiction between the imperialist powers within the
:t"hrinking and crisis-ridden capitalist system and the contra.diction between the imperialists and the working class
-withiQ every imperialist country began to grow sharp.
'On the other hand, national liberation struggles, t~o,_ag~i~st
imperialist
forces became irresistible.
The ImperIahst

powers, in a bid to resolve these contradictions,
rewrted
lto the policy of preserving and intensifying their colonial
.exploitation through neo-colonialism.
As a result, ther
~ontr~d~ction between naticnal Iil:eralion n:ov~mEnts and
Impenallst powers has gro\Xn more acute and this has
proved to be the principal contradiction among all the contradictions of the present-day world. In our country the
period 1945-46 was the time when the contradiction and
conflict between imperialism and the people became the
sharpest.
In such a situation the big bourgeoisie (representatives of the monopolhts and big capitalists) grew afraid
of a popular revolution
and established
in 1947 the
Congress rule on the basis of its collaboration with imperialism in order to preserve intact the imperialist interests
and to expbit India's labour power and resources jointly
with them.
Since then they have adopted the policy of attempting
to resolve the contradiction
between
imperialism
and
Indian national-liberation
movement at tbe cost of the ao".
people. The phen omenal increase in the tax-load on the
Indian people reflects the increasing intensity of the joint
exploitation by imperialism and Indian finance capital and
their attempt to resolve this contradiction
at the cost of
the Indian masses. It is also reflected in the perpetuation
of black-marketing and inflation, which has brought about
a disproportionate
difference between
the price of tbe
agricultural
commodities produced by the peasantry and
that of other commodities.
To this is added the contra- .•
diction arising out of their failure to release the productive
forces in the cou~tryside through a radical reform of the
feudal land tenure system and thus to reform the land
relations in favour of the peasantry.
In addition, there is •.
the contradiction due to the unresolved issue of the right
to self-determination
of various nationalities in a multinational country like India.
.
.
. As

an outcome

of the whole

process

the

economy
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of the country
was plunged into an unprecedented
crlSlS in 1962 and the ruling class resorted to turning
the economy of the country into a war-economy at the
cost of the people." Thus they intensified the exploitation
of the people under cover of rabidly chauvinist slogans.
~
This orientation
towards
war-economy
put India's
y
l backward .eC,onom unde,r ~reat
strain and all kinds
of contradictIOns entered mto a new phase of intensification.
India's economy and political conditions entered a qualitatively new pha,se si?ce ~he ,time ~f the Sino-I~dian borderclashes. The situation IS ltke this:
The m1series of the
vast peasant masses and the poor urban people are beyond
endurance ; the exploitation of the working class has been
intensified to the utmost limit; the plight of the middle
class working people is extremely
miserable;
there
is
uncertainty and insecurity in different spheres of the social
life, crisis in the sphere of education owing to the cut in
education expenditure, shrinkage in scope of employment
and ever-increasing
unemployment and above all, there
is growing lack of confidence in and hatred against the
government in the minds of the people. An understanding
of this situation and of the true nature of the aforesaid
contradictions
should make it easy for one to visualise
that all the contradictions will inevitably grow increasingly
iharper and will certainly make the social upheaval irresistible, The objective conditions for this are growing.
This
is the main thing. To explain the idea:
"Revolutionary
flo~d-tide is inevitable"-we
may say in the words of
Comrade Mao Tse-tung-"A
Marxist is not an astrologer;
he can merely indicate the general direction as to the
future development and change; he can do that much
llnd nothing more. He cannot mechanically foretell the
date and hour and never should he do that."
[Retranslated from Bengali-Ed.]
But to say that "revolutionary
flood-tides will soon come" certainly does not mean that
it has no ngnificance for our way of functioning.
In

I
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other words, the analysis and realisation that revolutionary
•.
flood-tides will soon come underline
the necessity for
a completely new outlook regarding the whole situatio~
and a new programme of action.
But it is not enough to consider the issue of revolution- _
ary flood-tide in isolation; suitable organisational measures
to meet the needs of such a situation must also be com id.ered. This is so, because, political activities and organisatIOnal measures are inseparably connected. The present stage
of our revolution is People's Democratic in nature; this is not
a socialist revolution.
At the present stage this revolution
is directed towards overthrowing imperialism. big and monopoly native finance-capital
and feudalism and towards
establishing a People's Demccratic State. The immediate
task to achieve this goal is to end the Congre~s rule by
means of a gen\fine democratic revolution through militant
people's struggles waged under the working class leaderShiP. The main basis for the establishing of the People's
Democratic State is t~e, firm alliance of the working class
and the peasantry.
So It 1Snecessary for us to orientate and
organise all our activities accordingly.
To realise this
objective, our immediate aim should be to win over the
people as rapidly as possible both in the rural and in the
urban areas-to
the side of revolution through systematic
revolutJonary "activities; but the key to the victory of the
revolution is the leadership of the proletariat.
For this it .,
is necessary
to establish
the base of the party in all
principal
industrial
areas as well as in the workers'
organisations of Transport, Post and Telegraph etc. and to
make the Party genuinely proletarian both in its appearance
and in its roots, by bringing in truly militant and tested
working class cadres. Along with this, powerful working
class movements and organisations will have to be built up.
But at the same time the basic orientation
of the
movement has to be kept in sight. It must not be forgotten
that the main condition for helping the struggle in the

l

I

1Ls

LIBERATION

urban areas and for hastening the nation-wide -revolutionary
flood-tide is to develop the struggle for land, which is the
J basic struggle of the peasantry in the rural areas. So, we
must give serious attention to this matter.
But, this does
not mean giving up the struggles in the urban areas or
(
minimising their importance.
Again, to neglect, in any
way, the task of developing basic struggles and building up
militant bases in the rural areas, will be a fatal mistake.
Hence the necessity for building up powerful broad-based
peasant organisations,
especially,
mass organisations of
agricuiturallabourers,
of poor share-croppers
and of poor
peasants, which will create objective conditions for establishing militant bases. It is our conviction that with the resources
which our Party has at present, and provided a genuine
class-consciousness is there, it should not prove difficult for
the Party to tackle the problem of these two types of
organisational
activities.
But that requires a conscious
effort, a revolutionary
initiative and efficient le\1dership.
THE EMERGE~CE
MASS STRUGGLE,

OF TflE NEW IN INDIAN

While we should, under the sustaining inspiration of
this understanding,
ceaselessly
strive to develop the
organisational
and militant activities of the above two
types, serious attention must be given at the same time to
the new -which,
from time to time appe ars like a flasb
of , lightning
and electrifies
the whole atmospherlt
during its brief spell of existence.
We must realise its
significance,
realise its revolutionary
potentiality in tbe
context of the programme of action discussed befClre. In
fact, this 'new' urges us to free our thoughts and outlook
from the stereoty ped grooves of activities.
We are
speaking of those clashes which are taking place between
. . e
the people and the organised forces of the ruling class In tuD
.
f •
of mass struggles - and in some cases features ~
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civil war are witnessed even if in flashes. A politically
conscious revolutionary DlUS: recogt'lse the e~sence of the
aspirations of the people which find· expression during such
clashes, of the preparations for resistance which in many'
..,;- cases they organise spontaneously.
There can be no doubt
that these are, though in an embryonic form, the highest
form of struggle aspired to by revolutionaries.
In" the past
also a good many struggles were fought, but, /in the' recent
years, their frequent occurrences and the activities of the
people during these
occurrences
clearly make them
qualitatively
different
from those of the past. These
are plainly an embryonic form of what are required to bring
about revolutionary changes in the society. So, the bounden
duty of this moment is to give all attention to ensure.
proper nurturing of this embryo, so that it can grow and
develop as af well-nourished entity within the womb of
mass struggles to its full maturity.
This will pave the.
way for the victory of' the People's Democratic Revolution.
Therefore. to continue to neglect the task of generalising
tbis 'new' will mean gross failure to carty out our Marxist
revolutionary
duty. Failure to do this will mean reducing
the struggles to reformist
movements totally devoid ofrevolutionary content.
So, it is necessary to be vigilant in
this regard. On the whole, what we need is a new outlook. \
a new strategy and new tactics in regard to struggles
and organisations
and a truly revolutionary
way of
functioning.
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THE MILITARY

GOVERNMENT

OF NE WIN.

THE CHIANG KAI-SHEK OF BURMA, IS
BOUND TO FAIL:
THE PEOPLE ARE
BOUND TO WIN

r Speech by

Thakin Ba Thein Tin, First Vice-Chairman of
the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Burma,
at the July 5 Peking memorial rally for martyr Liu Yi. ]

Comrades, Comrades-in-arms and Friends:
On behalf of the Burmese people, the Communist Party
'Of Burma and Comrade Thakin Than Tun, the Chairman of
'Qur Party, I speak at the memorial rally for Comrade Liu Yi
today.
I want first of all to say that Comrade Liu Yi was an
expert sent to Burma to work for Burmese economic
construction in acco~dance with the Sino-Burmese Economic
Aid Agreement.
He served the Burmese people with a high degree of
proletarian internationalist spirit. He was killed by thugs
instigated by the reactionary Ne Win military government
while performing the taEks assigne d to him by his country,
and died a heroic death.
His death and bloodshed contributed
to the establishment of Chinese-Burmese friendship.
The Burmese people
will never forget this. They will always remember him.
The Burmese people and the Communist Party of Burma
feel great sorrow at Comrade Liu Yi's heroic death.
express our sympathy with the Chinese people and tIte
relatives of Comrade Liu Yi.
Now, I want to say that the struggle waged by the young
overseas Chinese
students and the overseas Chinese
brothers in Burma is entirely just and correct.
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Their just struggle is bound to win.
The reactionary Ne Win military government can never
<rush their just struggle.
The combined pressure of Ne Win's masters-V.
S.
imperialism and the Soviet revisionist leading clique-cannot
.crush their just struggle either.
Why?
~ecause they have grasped the thought of Chairman
Mao, the great leader of the world, and their struggle is
just; the glorious 700 million Chinese people are with them,
the broad masses of the Burmese people are with them.
I want to reiterate at this rally that our Communist Party
-of Burma wholeheartedly supports the just struggle of the
overseas Chinese, and vehemently
protest
against the
the fascist atrocities of the N~ Win military government in
massacring the overseas Chinese.
We fully support the June 29 statement of the Government of the Chinese People's Republic protesting against
"'the Ne Win military government.
Martyr Liu Yi, overseas Chinese student' martyrs and
overseas Chine~e martyrs gave their lives and shed their
'hlood for this struggle.
Many more were wounded, arrested and.persec~ted.
It
has been learnt that, up to the present, in Rangoon alone
--overseas Chinese have been killed by the hundreds and
overseas Chinese students and overseas Chinese bave been
~'arrested by the thousands.
This is an outrageous crime that can never be erased
from the bhtory of Burma! The blood debt incurred by
the Ne Win military government,
including that owed
Comrade Liu Yi and other martyn, must be paid in blood.
'We declare here that our Party and the people of Burma,
'together with the Chinese people must demand payment
for

it.

Next, I want to talk about why the Ne Win
government carried out this massacre.

military
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It was by no means accidental that the reactionaryNe Win military government opposed China.
Burma's anti-China incident is not divorced from theanti~China drive in Indonesia, India, Hongkong and in other'
countries and areas; it is part of the adverse current of
opposition
to the Communist parties, the people, the
revolution and China. All this shows that class struggle
throughout the whole world is very sharp and thlt the
world revolutionary movement has entered a new stage and
reached a new height.
This incident was planned beforehand, arranged and
carried out in collusion wich the U. S. imperialists, Soviet
revlSlonists,
reactionaries
of aU countries
and the·
Kuomintang gang.
The' anti-China outrage instigated by the Ne Win
military government is an outcome of the anti-communist.
anti-popular policy of civil war which it has followed ior
a long time, and an outcome of its reactionary foreign
policy of further dependence
on and collusion with
imperialism, revishnism and the reactionaries in all countries,
and has been decided by its class nature.
The Ne Win military government has carried out this
massacre at a time when it is facing total bankruptcy,
militarily, politically and economically.
I would like first to talk about its military bankruptcy.
The armed struggle under the leadership
of the
Communist Party of Burma headed by ChairmlO Thakin
Than Tun has been going on for 19 to almost 20 years.
Ne Win and his gang are the chief culprits who· .started
reactionary civil war.
They set off the unjust war, and burnt down thousands
of villages.
They have turned a large number of villages into concentration camps like those in south Vietnam.
Tens of thousands of peasants have been killed and

arrested, many
massacred.

women

raped

and

many

Communists

Aided by U. S. imperialism and assisted by Britain,.
Israel, West Germany, Japan, India and other imperialists
and reactionaries,
the Ne Win military government has·
launched wild attacks on the Burmese people's democratic
revolution.
It bas received much aid from Khrusbchov,
Brezhnev, Tito and other modern revisionists.
Ne( Win
Khrush hov.

also

received

great

help

from

Kosygin,.
China's

Nevertheless,
the Burmese armed struggle has not:
collapsed.
At present, we are dealing the Ne Win military
government harsh blows. Under the banner of the national
democratic united front, the armed units have scored
victory after victory.
The people of the Shan, Kacbin,.
Karen, Kayah, Mon and Pa-o nationalities are also engaged
in armed strugllle against the Ne Win military government.
The revolutionary
armed forces have now grown so strong,
that they are capable of taking medium-sized and srrall
towns and have occupied them for a time. According to
incomplete statistics, more than 400 battles were fought ill'
1966. Our Party's armed forces have increased by half.
Our guerrilla bases have been expanded and consolidated.
The area in which we are fighting accounts for more than
60 per cent of the country's total area.
Last' October, our armed units attacked a position only
two miles from Ne Win's mansion. In November, they
captured the goods of a co-operative shop on the outskirts:
of Rangoon.
These battles ~ave tbe Ne Win government
a shock. The U. S. and British press sum up our present'
military situation as follows:
The revolutionary
armed
forces are forming a crescent around Rangoon and although
the Burmese Government
can control two-tbirds
of 'thecountry by day it can only control one-balf at night. U. S~
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-imperialism is worried that Burma may become a second
Vietnam within two or three years.
The Ne, Win military government has fired the first
'shot against Chinese nationals.
Since it hl:!s fired the first
-shot, it is with good reason that we should hit back.
Now that Ne Win has fired th~ first shot in opposing
China, the armed struggle in B~rma will certainly develop
by leaps and bounds and reach a stilI higher stage. This is
because the present situation is that the Burmese armed
struggle is enjoying the full sympathy and support of the
"700 million Chinese people and the overwhelming majority
of the Burmese people, who are against Ne Win, and will
-unite still more closely.
The situation to be looked forward to is that the
"Burmese armed struggle will display greater might and
spread further, and more troops of the Ne Win government
'Will be wiped out. This is how Ne Win is digging his own
'grave.
It is because we have taken Marxim-Leninism,
Mao
Tse-tung's thought as our guide that we have been able
--to persevere in carrying on armed struggle for nearly 20
years. The brilliant victories we have won in the military
field are a victory of the invincible 'thought of Mao
Tse-tung.
It is because we have established in our minds Chairman
Mao's idea that "political power grows out of the barrel of
.a gun" that we have been able to persevere in struggle.
We bave been able to do so because we bave used ~uns
and opposed the ideas and programme of China's Khrush·chov and of the Soviet revisionist leading clique which urge
us to co-operate with Ne Win and be his disciples.
Our armed struggle arose out of our mastery of
Chairman Mao's thought.
As already mentioned, we have
'Jlot only accepted the guidance of the completely correct
idea, namely, "political power goes 'out of the barrel o~ a
-gun," but we also carryon
our fight in accordance WIth
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Chairman Mao's theory on protracted war, relying on'thecountryside as Our base area and encircling the cities from
the countryside.
Our practice has proved that, given a
Party armed with the thought of Chairman Mao, and given
that this Party is able to rely first of all on the peasants.
protracted
war can be carried on even in a small country
like Burma.
However, as a result of the disruptive activities of
China's Khrushchov,
the Burmese revolution
and the
Chinese people have been turned from close friends into'
distant relatives.
China's Khrushchov has a soft spot for Ne Win, but
harbours no such good intention towards' the Communist
Party of Burma. This is not fortuitous;
there is a reason.
As far back as 20 years ago, our Party was a Party loyal to
Marxism-Leninism, Mao- Tse-tung's
thought.'
It is dnly
natural that China's Khrushchov, who is opposed to MarxismLeninism. Mao Tse-tung's thought, shouid treat us badly.
In spite of the fact that Chip a .s Khru shchov h8 s not
liked us, we have followed Chairman
Mao's teachings.
persevered in self-reliance and carried on struggle for mo~e
than 19 years.
Burma's revolution has proved that as long' as the people
' of various countries really act according to Chairman Mao's
teachings on self-reliance, then the oppressed people of
these countries can decide their own destiny in the spirit of
self-reliance,
Our Party is now undertaking a vigorous
.study of Chairman Mao's works. It has also been stressed
that everyone undertake a creative study and application
in the course of struggle, of "Long Live the Victory
People's War 1," written by our respected and beloved
Vice-Chairman Lin Piao.

oi

We regard Chairman
treasure.

Mao's

Ne Win and his like also study
according to thodr understanding.

works

as an invaluable

Chairman Mao's works
But the purpose
of
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-their study is to discredit Chairman Mao and the Chinese
people, to discredit the Burmese people and oppose the
Burmese Communist Party.
The enemy is afraid of Mao Tse-tung's thought. Ne Win,
,the revisionists of all countries and China's Khrushchov
are all in mortal fear of Mao Tse-tung's thought.
That is
why we must double our efforts to study Mao Tse-tung's
,thought which the enemy fears.
As I have already said, because of the rapid development of the armed struggle in Burma, the military crisis
-of the Ne Win military government
has become more
serious.
Class struggle is very acute in Burma. The reactionary
Ne Win military government is facing crisis all along the
'line. This crisis is a bomb that is about to explode.
In these circumstances, the Ne Win military government
.directs its spearhead at the Communist Party of Burma. It
has decided to launch another
wild military offensive
.against the Party.
Externally, it still regards the People's
Republic
of
China as the main danger. It made a public statement to
this effect at the Burma Socialist Programme Party Conference convened last November.
From these facts people can clearly see that the Ne Win
military government is the enemy of the Burmese people
and the enemy of the Chinese people as well.
This Ne Win military government has worked more
flagrantly than ever in collusion with U. S. imperialism,
Israe1, Thailand and the "Malaysian" reactionaries.
Prior to the massacre of the overseas Chinese, it held
-talks with Adam Malik, representative
of the Indonesian
fascist government.
I would now like tJ say something about the political
.crisis of the Ne Win military government.
Ne Win openly declared that his political line was one
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-<>fron-acceptance
of Marxhm-Leninism,
Mao Tse-tunR's
thought, and of non-acceptance of ,the leadership of the
proletariat.
He !aid his government
would give the peasants
privileges, but in reality its foundation is the landlords and
,rich pea~ants.
It virtually transferred the right to resolve the peasant
:prtblem to the reactionary vi11age head~, bureaucrats and
.military officers.
.
What it preached about the "labouring people" in effect
refers to the bureaucratic
exploiting class and reactionary
military officers who are slaughtering the peasants. The
real workers serve only as the object of their exploitation
.and oppression.
'
As in the case of Yugoslavia, Ne Win accepts aid from
.a11imperialist and revisionist countries .
He suppresses the Communist Party by means of unjUit
'war.
This is what the "Burmese
.meant.

programme for socialism" has

Even now the Soviet modern revisionists still proclaim
·that the road Ne Win takes is a non-capitalist one.
China's Khrushchov also directly told Ne Win that it
'Was necessary to learn from Ne Win's programme for
.SOl ialiem.
But the .Burmese people have a real understanding of
,their 0 Rn. They see with their own eyes that Ne Win's
"Burmese programme for socialism," has brought about the
,massacre of tens of thousands of people.
Under the Ne Win military government rule, even
'bourgeois democracy was got rid of. Four months after
-the military government
came to power,
more than
100 university students were killed and over 3C a students
-injured on July 7, in Rangoon, the capital of Burma .
. In November, 1963, after shamelessly sabotaging peaceful
:negotiations, the Ne Win military government aboIishecf all
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legitimate parties and arrested more than 1000 well-known.
progressive
people. From that time till now, it has
continued to arrest workers, peasants, students, writers and
owners of enterprises.
What do all these facts show?
They show that Ne Win, who is carrying out military
dictatorship in the country, is Burma's Chiang Kai-shek.
The people have clearly realized that the Ne Win
military government is incapable of resolving any problem,
no matter whether it concerns culture, public health, or the
economy. ' Things are going from bad to worse.
Therefore,
the people have seen that Ne Win's
"Burmese programme for socialism" is false. Ne Win
cannot deceive anyone!
And, therefore,
Ne Win has
exposed his true features to the Burmese people, as did
Khrushchov, Kosygin and Brezhnev.
China's Khrushchov
has also shown his true countenance.
Comrades, this is perfectly clear to us.
We never thought that socialism could be established by
relying on "aid" from U. S. imperialism.
However, the
group of people like Ne Win, Khrushchov and China's
Khrushchov said it was possible and experimented in Burma.
I would also like to say a few words about the economic
crisis of the Ne Win military government.
Ne Win's "programme for socialism" in Burma long ago
plunged the whole country into a serious economic crisis.
At present, there is an extreme lack of food and medicine,
the' price of commodities is very high and speculating.
merchant cliques and black-markets are so numerous that
Ne Win has been helpless in dealing with them. The:
reason is that his officers and officials have all taken part in.
black-market activities.
With regard to the situation of the material shortages •.
I would like to cite a few examples to explain it.
At present, Burma is extremely short of cooking oil and
there has been none for use in preparing
dishes. Theordinary people call those dishes with no cooking oil, or very
little, "Ne Win dishes." ,
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Famine in Burma is now extremely serious.
Burma is one of the world's biggest rice-producing
countries.
Even during World War II, when the whole
COU:1try had been turned into a battlefield, there was ne>
famine in Burma because of the self-reliant efforts of the
Burmese people.
In pre-war days, apart from domestic consumption, three
million tons of rice were exported annually.
But now the
amount exported has been only six hundred thousand tons,
and the sale of rice domestically has to be measured by the
milk bottle.
Famine has been brought on under Ne Win's rule. The
G::>vernment has declared that Burma will possibly be
without grain before November and December of this year.
Ie therefore asks the people to practise economy in grain
consumP.tion.
However,
famine
has already
begun.
Workers have left the factories becaus e they have nothing
to eat; peasants are unable to work in the fields because
they have insufficient food. People are eating roots and
bark. Diseases are spreading because of malnutrition.
Demonstrations
and struggles have occurred aimed at
securing a solution to the grain problem.
In some places
the seizure of rice has taken place. In Rangoon, it is only
possible for a person to buy one milk bottleful of rice daily.
Over 1000 residents in the Thaketa quarter held a demonstration in front of a grain shop because they had no rice fortheir evening meal. In Rangoon some restaurants have nc>
rice to serve.
The people of the whole country are highly indignant at
the Ne Win military government.
In order to shake itself free of political, military and
economic crisis and consolidate its rule, the Ne Win
military government has adopted despicable measures.
It
has stirred up a conflict between China and Burma in an
attempt to divert into a national conflict the fierce anger of
the Burmese people that has burst fOIth like a volcano.
9
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It is well-known that the Ne Win military government
started by ru.thlessly massacring overseas Chinese students
and other overseas Chinese.
At first, it manufactured
rumours and incited national hatred, and then provoked
national conflict.
Its despicable
schemes may succeed
perhaps for the time being. However,
the friendship
between China and Burma thlit has been formed for such
a long time is firm and nob:Jdy can undermine it. No force
on earth is capable of sabotaging this friendship.
Whoever
attempts to do so is a madman, just banging his head against
a brick wall.
Chairman Mao teaches us: "'Lifting a rock only to drop
it on one's own feet' is a Chinese folk saJ ing to describe the
behaviour of certain fools. The reactionaries in all count! ies
are fools of this kind, In the final analysis, thE:ir persecution of the revolutionary people only serves to accelerate the
people's revolutions on a broader and more in~ense scale,"
By his opposition to China, Ne Win is lifting a rock only
to drop it on his own feet.
Before World War II, the British imperialists provoked
a conflict between China and Burma. Apart from this,
China-Burma friendship
has been firm.
It is a flesh
and blood friendship.
The Burmese
call the Chinese
paukphaw meaning kinsmea.
Of course, Ne Win also calls
China's Khrushchov paukphaw.
The latter is a paukphaw
of partners-in-crime, and not that between the people. It
is merely paukphaw of a supreme master and a disciple.
Therefore,
we are convinced that, guided by the spirit
of genuinely consolidated friendship between China and
Burma, and not by the hypocritical rubbish of Ne Win and
China's Khmshchov, the overseas Chinese in Burma will
certainly win victory.
There is another matter I would like to refer to.
The reactionaries of all countries say that there are twO
kinds of Communist Parties.
They say that they do not
fear the Communist Parties of Khrushchov, Kosygin and
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(From P. 32 ]
following these lessons Mao also successfully carried out the
biggest colonial revolution that ever took place in history. As
early as 1928, Mao Tse-tung had summarised the task of the
Communist Party of China as follows :
"We fully agree with the Communist International's
resolution concerning China. At present China certainly remains in
the stage of the bourgeois-democratic revolution. A programme
for a thorough democratic revolution in China includes, externally, the overthrow of imperialism so as to achieve complete
national liberation, and, internally, the clean-up of the influence
of the comprador class in the cities, the completion of the
agrarian, revolution, the elimination of feudal relations in the
villages and the overthrow of the government of the war-lords.
We must go through such a democratic revolution before we
can lay a real foundation for passing on to socialism." (Selected
Works oj Mao Tse-tung, I, p. 99). It is on this basis that Mao
Tse-tung developed the theory of New Democracy, of People's
Democratic Revolution-a theory that has been accepted by
the international communist movement. The main force of the
.People's Democratic Revolution is the peasantry guided by
the proletariat.
Another great contribution of Mao 'l'se-tung is his uncompromising fight against modern Revisionism which was about
to paralyse the revolutionary movement of the world proletariat. Just as Lenin had previously resc~ed Marxism after the
death of Engels from the hands of Bernstein-Kautskyite
revisionism so did Mao Tse-tung save Marxism-Leninism after the
death of Stalin from the clutches of Khruschevite modern
revisionism.
Of all the Communist Parties that refused to learn
and apply the lessons of the November Revolution the
Indian Party occupies the foremost place. From its very
inception the leadership of the Party in India failed to stud:r
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Marxism-Leninism seriously and apply it under Indian conditions. In course of its 40 years' existence, the leaders of the ~
Party, whether of the CPIR or CPIM, have made hardly ~ny ~
siO'nificant
contribution
to Marxist tbeory and practIce. i
o
Hardly anyone of them has studied and analysed from the ,
Marxian point of view, from the point of view of class struggle
and Dialectical Materialism,
the rich cultural and, historical
inheritance of the Indian people or the present Indian sooial
and economic conditions.
November Revolution betrayed-that
epitomises the history
of the Indian party leadership, From the very beginnin~ of
its history the Indian Party was led by Revisionists, sometlmes
of the Right, sometimes of the Left. The role of these leaders
all throughout has been a role of repeated betrayal. Party
leaders indulged themselves mostly in factional quarrIes; there
was hardly any ideological struggle within the pa~ty. Pa~ty
cadres were mainly drawn from petty bourgeois sectIOns whlCh
contained good revolutionary elements but their tra~ning in
Marxist theory and practice was persistently and delIberately
neglected by the party leadership. Hence many of these
revolutionary elements that came into the party could not
get rid of their petty bourgeois vices and' could not b.e~ome
revolutionary Marxists, Even those few excellent mlhtant
working' class and peasant cadres who came into the. party gor.
contaminated with these vices and they soon lost theIr revoll,l'l-,
tiona ry character,
The most O'lorious chance for applying the lessons of the
N ovember Re~olution in India came just after the end of ~he
Second World War when the heroic sailors of the Royal IndIan
Navy rose in open revolt, when the entire Indian army ~as
on the verO'e of mutiny and when the masses of the IndIan
people were m a revolutIOnary mood . Th a t was a most .wonderful revolutionary situation, only the leadership was lackmg. t
It was the Party leaders, both of the Right and of thE;.
L ft who betraved
that ,revo 1ut'Ion. , D ur inO' the war
e
,.
although the Party adopted the correct sIogan "People's
b

•

•

b

,
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War", its leadership did not prepare the party cadres and the
mlsses for that eventuality,
During the war the Pa.rty got a
'hance to build itself on a strong mass base and as a strong
ndependent party of workers and peasants. But instead of
doing that it convert~d itself into a tail of the reactionary
Indian National Congress. Then ont of sheer opportunism
it accepted the Two- Nation theory and the 'slogan of Pakistan
of the Muslim League reactionaries, thinking that thereby it
could win over the Muslim masses. Naturally, because of
such opportunism and anti-Marxist
policies, the Party got
isolated from the "People", thereby knocking off the basis of a
"People's War". Then, in spite of all these blunders of the
Party, when the masses, soldiers and sailors themselves spontaneously took to the path of "war", a really "People's War",
the Party leaders got ~rightened and handed over the revolutionary sailors to British imperialism through the Congress
and League leade,rs. In the whole history of the international
proletarian movement this betrayal of the Indian party leaders
1S the most shameful example.
As a result of this betrayal, some leaders at the top were
removed and a set of new leaders took tbeir place. But this
. was only meant to hood-wink the discontented Party rank
and file. There was no real change in the character of
]I)adership, no real Marxist-Leninist
leaderl'hip was formedouly the Right Revisionist leaders were replaced by the Left
Revisionist leaders. To the spontaneous mass movemfnts
that developed in Telengana, Kakdwip, Susong and many
other places, the Party lead,ership again gave wrong slogans
a.nd followed wrong tactics. Due to the pressure of the rank
and file, the Party for the first time ad opted a revolutionary
Marxist Programme in 1951. But it took no time for the
opportunist leaders to scuttle that programme. It did not
~ake long for' these leaders to convert the party into a
parliamentary electioneering party. Whatever chance there
Was to build a revolutionary party on the basis of the 1951
Programme and on the slogan of People's Democratic
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Revolution was destroyed by parliamentarism
whole party.

that engulfed the

The most surprising thing is ~hat after all these years of
ignominous betrayals, those very treacherous leaders are the
dominating factor!'
in both
the CPl Rand
CPIM!
Therefore it is not at all surprising that the leadership of
,both the Parties are denouncing wit'1 equal vehemence the
revolutionary movement initiat'3d by: the Naxalbari peasants
under the guidance of revolutionary Marxists.
Naxalbari, within such a sbort time, has already become a
symbolic term for people's revolution. It has already caught
the imagination of tbe struggling workers and peasants all
"
over India.
It has
opened up a completely new chapter in
tbe history of tbe Communist movement in India and has
laid tbe foundation for building
a real Communist Party based
.
,
on Marxism-Leninism and on the lessons of the November
Revolntion.

"An
f'evolution

erroneous leadership

that enda?/gers the

should not oe accepted unconditionally

Ottt should oe resisted resolutely.
-Mao
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