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On

The following is a draft document
published in December 1990,
written under the leadership of K.
Venu, secretary of the now dis-
solved Alldndia Leading Commit-
tee of the Central Reorganization
Committee , Communist Party of
India (Marxist-Leninist).  —
AWTW

1. Introduction

1.1. The recent wave of democratic
upsurges in former socialist coun-
tries such as China, the Soviet Union
and those in East Europe have raised
many questions and challenges in
front of the communists all over the
world. The repercussions of these
developments are not confined to the
communist movement, rather they
have shaken up the whole political
realm at the global level. Commun-
ists, non-communists, and anti-com-
munists, none can stand aloof.
Questions are raised from various
corners and answers are given from
different angles. The communists
have to grasp the depth of these prob-
lems and find out appropriate
answers. It is with such an approach
that this study is conducted.

1.2. The Marxist-Leninists in gener-
al all over the world have welcomed
the recent wave of revolts and demo-
cratic upsurges against the social-fas-
cist regimes of the former socialist
countries. The Marxist-Leninists had
already evaluated that the social sys-
tem in these former socialist countries
had degenerated into capitalism.
Hence these upsurges are understood
by them as an expression of the
severe crisis faced by this particular
form of capitalism, While hailing the
people’s struggles, Marxist-Leninist
forces have cautioned them that bour-
geois democracy or an unconcealed
capitalism is not the solution. They
have been called upon to continue the
struggle for genuine communism.
Mao’s attempts leading to the lessons
of the Cultural Revolution have been
hailed as an alternative model to rely
on and develop.

1.3. From the angle of the tradi-
tional Marxist-Leninist interpretation
of capitalist restoration in the former
socialist countries, this interpretation
is sufficient. The capitalist roaders in
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the ruling communist parties of these
countries transformed the budding
socialist economy into a capitalist
one by promoting, instead of restrict-
ing, bourgeois right and relying on
material incentives for promoting
production. The resultant bureau-
cratic capitalism has led to the pre-
sent crisis in all these countries. This
explanation is basically correct in
relation to the economic aspect of
capitalist restoration, But it is not suf-
ficient to answer the principal politi-
cal issue raised by the masses in
these countries. Their major demand
is the dismantling of the existing
political system which ensures the
monopoly of the communist party.
The Marxist-Leninists have correctly
pointed out that these parties are not
communist and that the political sys-
tem there represents the dictatorship
of a new bourgeoisie, social fascism,
But so far as the masses of these
countries are concerned, there is no

difference between the essential
structures of this social fascist politi-
cal system and those which existed
earlier when they were socialist.

‘Even in China, where the Cultural

Revolution gave rise to a new politi-
cal situation, the state structure under
Deng is not essentially different from
the one which existed previously. The
distinction is mainly in content, in
who leads the State, Marxist-
Leninists or revisionists, But the peo-
ple are not able to see any qualitative
difference in the structures of the
political system, even though they
can recognize the changes in their
living conditions. That is why a mere
call to re-establish socialism and a
genuine dictatorship of the proletariat
will not be sufficient.

1.4. Revisionists under the leader-
ship of Gorbachev attribute the
responsibility for the whole crisis of
their bureaucratic capitalism to the
deviations committed by Stalin.

Using the cover of Stalin’s mistakes
they justify the basic changes openly
implemented by Gorbachev. Gor-
bachev is actually trying to resolve
the internal crisis faced by bureau-
cratic capitalism by fully and openly
introducing Western capitalist meth-
ods both at the economic and politi-
cal level. This is intensifying the
contradiction, within the ruling party
and the political system of the Soviet
Union, between the old burcaucratic
bourgeoisie well entrenched in the
system and the new bourgeoisie
under the leadership of Gorbachev
who want to dismantle the decadent
bureaucratic system. Up till now
Gorbachev has been able to cleverly
manoeuvre and keep his lead in the
process, though the mounting nation-
al struggles in different nationalities
are bound to destroy the centralized
imperialist system headed by him.
1.5. The intemal restructuring ini-
tiated by Gorbachev’s perestroika is

CRC Press Release

The Central Reorganisation Committee,
Communist Party of India (Marxist-
Leninist) had correctly identified the
deep-rooted dogmatism existing in the
Marxist-Leninist movement in India and
had initiated a determined struggle
against it during the last decade. The
established old concepts existing within
the Marxist-Leninist movement on the
New Democratic Revolution in India
had become the biggest hurdle in grasp-
ing the reality. This was thoroughly
smashed by the CRC,CPI(ML) by fol-
lowing the method of carrying out a cor-
rect Marxist analysis of concrete reality.
The CRC,CPI(ML) came to the under-
standing that India is an ensemble of dif-
ferent nationalities having their own his-
tory and identity. In order to understand
the concrete reality of India we must rec-
ognize these nationalities as historically
formed socio-economic formations. By
adopting this approach the CRC,CPI(ML)
succeeded in recognizing the concrete
reality of India. It came to the political
conclusion that the establishment of the
independent, sovereign existence of the
nationalities is the historical task to be
taken up today. This cannot be fulfilled
without smashing the existing Indian
state.

Along with this, the CRC,CPI(ML)
also paid attention to developing a cor-
rect understanding of the developing and
changing world situation. It rejected the
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dogmatist approach of viewing the post
second world war by sticking to Lenin’s
views and developed a new understand-
ing on the dynamics of the contemporary
world and on the revolution and world
war.

To arrive at the new positions the
CRC,CPI(ML) had to wage a continuous
struggle during the last ten years against
the dogmatist style of thinking. It has
had to wage a determined struggle along
these lines to draw the correct lessons
from the unfolding incidents in the for-
mer socialist countries.

It has come to the conclusion that
answers to the new challenges thrown up
by these developments cannot be
obtained from the established positions
of the Marxist-Leninist movement on
capitalist restoration in the former
socialist countries. These events have
raised questions about some basic
Marxist principles which were consid-
ered as sacrosanct. The necessity of
redefining these principles has come up.
As an initial outcome of this search on
the part of the CRC,CPI(ML) the docu-
ment “On Proletarian Democracy” was
published.

Comrade K. Venu, Secretary of the
CRC,CPI(ML), has continuously taken
the initiative in advancing these posi-
tions. Some sections within the organisa-
tion did try to grasp them, but practice
has revealed that as a whole it is still

within the confines of the fundamentalist
framework. As a result no significant
breakthrough could be achieved in trans-
lating these ideas into practice. In the
light of this situation, the secretary came
to the conclusion that the task of reor-
ganising the Communist movement on a
new basis is not possible within the
framework of the existing organisation.
After considering ideological, political
and organisational aspects, he proposed
his resignation from the secretaryship
and membership of the leading commit-
tee, so that he would be able to play a
better role in developing the movement
on a new basis. After a thorough discus-
sion the All-India Leading Committee
has upheld his views and accepted his
resignation. Along with this the AILC
has decided to dissolve the all-India
structure of the party, keeping in mind
the long-standing demand to resolve the
contradiction between this structure and
the tasks of leading national liberation
struggles. With this the CRC,CPI(ML)
ceases to exist as an all-India party. Its
existing State units will be reorganizing
themselves as national parties. It is also
decided to form a coordinating commit-
tee in order to facilitate the exchange of
experiences and views emerging from
the national liberation struggles and give

them a common orientation.
Central Reorganisation Committee, Communist
Party of India, (Marxist-Leninist)

Z1/266L NIM OL dTHOmM v



A WORLD TO WIN 1992/17

76

extended to the international arena,
leading to the collusion between the
two imperialist blocs led by the U.S.
and the Soviet Union. This is ac-
companied by a process of realign-
ment of economic and political
forces at the global level. Along
with his realization about the weak-
ness of the bureaucratic system within
the country, Gorbachev was also real-
izing the weakness of the social-impe-
rialist neocolonial system, mainly
maintained through manipulations at
the state to state level, as compared to
the dominant neocolonial structures
system headed by the US. Hence the
initiative by Gorbachev for collusion,
envisaging a process of gradual
absorption of Soviet social imperial-
ism within this neocolonial structure,
For the time being contention for con-
trol over the resources of the world
will continue at a lower level.

1.6. The struggle between the
bureaucrat bourgeoisie and the new
bourgeoisie in the former socialist
countries has not been completed,
even though the new bourgeoisie has
won decisive victories in the East
European countries. Though Gor-
bachev, representing the new bour-
geoisie of the Soviet Union, is in the
lead, the powerful bureaucrat bour-
geoisie within the party and the
army have not yet accepted their
defeat. The possibility of a coup by
them cannot be ruled out. But that
cannot stem the present tide of full-
fledged and open capitalist restora-
tion which has already reached the
final stage in these countries. In
China, the bureaucrat bourgeoisie
have been successful in holding on
to power after brutally suppressing
the people’s revolt against the
social-fascist system and defeating
the new bourgeoisie within the party
and the army, at least temporarily.
But the social fascists in China will
not be able to continue for long as
the people’s revolt is mounting. This
may even take new dimensions,
because of the powerful influence of
the Cultural Revolution led by Mao,
which was already manifested in the
previous people’s upsurge there. The
bureaucrat bourgeoisie of Albania,
Vietnam, North Korea, and Cuba are
also holding on to their guns even
though the people’s unrest is deve-
loping there also. The overthrow of
the social fascists in these countries
is also not far off.

1.7. The so-called communist par-
ties which have been overthrown in

the former socialist countries are
disintegrating. Some are even dis-
appearing. The remaining forces and
sections are getting polarized along
the above-mentioned lines of sup-
porting either the bureaucrat bour-
geoisie or the new bourgeoisie. The
same polarization is being extended
to the revisionist parties of other
countries also. In India, the Com-
munist Party of India (CPI) is offi-
cially supporting the new bourgeois
line of Gorbachev, though other ele-
ments are also there as a minor
force. On the other hand, the Com-
munist Party of India (Marxist) has
officially opposed the latest posi-
tions of Gorbachev while generally
supporting the bureaucrat bourgeois
sections in the Soviet party as well
as in the Chinese party. But in the
CPI(M) also elements supporting the
Gorbachev line are reported to be
active. Some degenerated Marxist-
Leninist forces at the international
level as well as in India are also get-
ting polarized along these lines.

1.8. The bourgeoisie and the anti-
communist forces all over the world
have been utilizing these develop-
ments to propagate that communism
is dead. Even though Marxist-
Leninist forces were propagating

‘that it was not socialism, but social

fascism which was existing in all
these former socialist countries, the
fact is that people were not fully
convinced or were not accepting this
view as such. So the bourgeoisie
have been successful in projecting
the overthrow or the crisis of social
fascism as the defeat of socialism
and communism. Of course, the
bourgeoisie is realizing that the cri-
sis faced by state monopoly cap-
italism and social fascism is going to
engulf them also. But they have
been able to cover it up, because of
the setback suffered by the commu-
nist movement. Under these circum-
stances, even among people who are
generally in favour of socialism,
doubts and apprehensions about the
viability of socialism have already
started raising their heads.

1.9. In this situation, it is the duty
of the genuine communists to look
back and identify the root cause for
the problem faced by the communist
movement. Without answering the
basic issues raised in front of us, no
communist organization can ad-
vance in its own practice. Such basic
questions, if left unanswered for
long, will demoralize the cadres and

weaken the organization. Therefore,
the resolution of these problems, or
at least attempts at resolution, must
be taken up as an urgent political
task. It is in this spirit that we call
upon all genuine communists to re-
examine the whole history of the
communist movement and the basic
concepts we have held aloft so far,
so as to get a clear picture of the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat as prac-
tised until now.

2. Dictatorship of the Proletariat

2.1. The concept of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat is central to
the Marxian scheme of proletarian
revolution, socialist construction and
the advancement towards commun-
ism. Ever since this concept was put
forward in a clear-cut manner by
Marx and Engels, the entire devel-
opment of the international commu-
nist movement has been inseparably
linked with the practice centred
around this concept. That is why we
have to examine the emergence and
development of this concept and its
practice through its different phases.

2.2, Let us start with the clear-cut
statement made by Marx on this
subject: “As to myself, no credit is
due to me for discovering the exist-
ence of classes in modern society or
the struggle between them. Long
before me bourgeois historians had
described the historical development
of this class struggle and bourgeois
gconomists the economic anatomy
of the classes. What I did that was
new was to prove: 1) that the exist-
ence of classes is merely linked to
particular historical phases in the
development of production, 2) that
the class struggle necessarily leads
to the dictatorship of the proletariat,
3) that this dictatorship itself only
leads to the transition to the abolit-
ion of all classes and to a classless
society.” (from the “Letter to Joseph
Weydemeyer”, Marx Engels Selected
Works (MESW), Moscow: Progress
Publishers, 1973, Vol. I, p. 528)

2.3. Along with such a clari-
fication Marx had summed up the
experience of the European revolu-
tions of 1848-51, deriving this expli-
cit conclusion: “All revolutions per-
fected this machine instead of
smashing it.” (from The Eighteenth
Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte,
MESW, Vol. I, p. 471) Thus he made
it clear that the proletarian revolut-
ion has to smash the existing state



machine. And after the most valu-
able experiences of the Paris Com-
mune, in the preface of the
Communist Manifesto dated June 24,
1872, Marx and Engels recognized
that the programme of the
Communist Manifesto *“has in some
details become out-of-date”, because
“one thing especially was proved by
the Commune, namely, that ‘the
working class cannot simply lay
hold of the ready-made state mach-
inery, and wield it for its own pur-
poses’”. (MESW, Vol. 1, p. 99)

3. Marx and the Paris Commune

3.1, The Paris Commune provided
the answer to the most important
question: what is to replace the
smashed state machine? In his first
outline of The Civil War in France,
Marx beautifully expressed his con-
cept of the Commune: “The
Commune - the reabsorption of the
state power by society, as its own
living forces instead of as forces
controlling and subduing it, by the
popular masses themselves, forming
their own force instead of the or-
ganized force of their suppression —
the political form of their social
emancipation, instead of the artifi-
cial force appropriated by their
oppressors (their own force opposed
to and organized against them) of so-
ciety wielded for their oppression by
their enemies. This form was simple
like all great things.” (*On the Paris
Commune”, Moscow, 1976, p. 153)

3.2. In the final version of The
Civil War in France, he observed its
functioning thus: “The Paris Com-
mune was, of course, to serve as a
model to all the great industrial cen-
tres of France. The Communal
regime once established in Paris and
the secondary centres, the old cen-
tralized government would in the
provinces, too, have to give way to
the self-government of the produc-
ers. In a rough sketch of national
organization, which the Commune
had no time to develop, it states
clearly that the Commune was to be
the political form of even the small-
est country hamlet, and that in the
rural districts the standing army was
to be replaced by a national militia,
with an extremely short term of ser-
vice.... The few but important func-
tions which still would remain for a
central government were not to be
suppressed, as has been intentionally
misstated, but were to be discharged
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by Communal, and therefore strictly
responsible agents. The unity of the
nation was not to be broken, but on
the contrary, to be organized by the
Communal Constitution, and to
become a reality by the destruction
of the state power which claimed to
be the embodiment of that unity
independent of, and superior to, the
nation itself, from which it was but a
parasitic excrescence... nothing could
be more foreign to the spirit of the
Commune than to supersede the uni-
versal suffrage by hierarchic investi-
ture. (“On the Paris Commune”,
Moscow, 1976, p. 73)

3.3. How did such a new political
institution come into being? Marx
explains: “The first decree of the
Commune... was the suppression of
the standing army, and the substitu-
tion for it of the armed people. The
Commune was formed of the muni-
cipal councillors, chosen by univ-
ersal suffrage in the various wards of
the town, responsible and revocable
at short terms. The majority of its
members were naturally working
men, or acknowledged representa-
tives of the working class. The Com-
mune was to be a working, not a
parliamentary body, executive and
legislative at the same time. Instead
of continuing to be the agent of the
central government, the police was
at once stripped of its political
attributes and turned into the re-
sponsible and at all times revocable
agent of the Commune. So were the
officials of all other branches of the
administration.” (Ibid., p. 71)

3.4. Out of all these measures, the
first decree, “suppression of the
standing army and the substitution
for it of the armed people”, is the
crucial act differentiating the
Commune from all the old states.
Lenin declared that this “...consti-
tutes the very essence of the Com-
mune....” (“The Tasks of the
Proletariat in Our Revolution — A
New Type of State”, Collected
Works (LCW), Vol. 24, p. 68) In his
first outline to The Civil War in
France, Marx wrote: “The people
had only to organize this militia on a
national scale, to have done away
with the standing armies; the first
economical condition... for all social
improvements, discarding at once...,
this constant danger of government
usurpation of class rule at the same
time the safest guarantee against for-
eign aggression and making in fact
the costly military apparatus impossi-

ble in all other states....” (“On the
Paris Commune”, p. 154) In other
words, the replacement of the stand-
ing army by the armed people was
considered by Marx as a measure
which would help the people to keep
in check the danger of both internal
usurpation and toreign intervention.
Thus the Communal form of political
system which not only mobilized and
organized the political will of the
working masses but also ensured its
enforcement through an armed force
which truly represented this will —
i.e., the armed people. Marx consid-
ered that “...it affords the rational
medium in which the class struggle
can run through its different phases in
the most rational and humane way.”
(Ibid, p. 156, emphasis added)

3.5. The Paris Commune lasted
only for a few months. Summing up
the reasons for its defeat Marx
pointed out two mistakes. First, the
Communards did not take the of-
fensive against the retreating bour-
geoisie. Second, the Central Com-
mittee surrendered its power too
soon to make way for the Commune.
Later on Engels repeated this point:
“...it was the want of centralization
and authority that cost the Paris
Commune its life. Once you have
won you can do with this authority
what you like... but the fight needs
to have all our force brought togeth-
er in a fist....” (“Letter to Carlo
Terraghi”, “On the Paris Commune”,
p. 292, emphasis added) Thus in
their view, the defeat of the Com-
mune did not lie in its unique struc-
ture - the absence of a standing
army, elective posts, etc. In fact we
can see that they have always upheld
the Commune as the model of the
dictatorship of the proletariat. They
pinpointed the reason for defeat in
the Central Committee’s handing
over ils power too soon (before win-
ning), i.e., the absence of a central-
ized authority necessary to safe-
guard the Commune. Yet Marx and
Engels never undertook a detailed
re-examination of the Commune
lessons in the light of defeat, and left
many questions unanswered.

4. Lenin and Proletarian
State Power

4.1, After the Paris Commune, the
October Revolution in Russia prov-
ided the next historical opportunity
for materializing the concept of the
dictatorship of the proletariat. The
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theoretical and practical experiences
achieved by the Bolshevik Party in
this regard, under the leadership of
Lenin, still remain as the funda-
mental positions of the international
communist movement on this ques-
tion. So let us examine Lenin’s con-
cept as well as the experiences of the
Bolshevik Party in relation to the
realization of the dictatorship of the
proletariat.

4.2. It was in the period after the
February Revolution in Russia that
serious discussions on the question
of state and revolution emerged
among the communists. Lenin took
it up and tried to answer various
questions raised from different angles
and formulated the Marxist position
on the subject. Lenin’s famous book
The State and Revolution, which was
first published in August 1917, was
the result of these attempts.

4.3. Lenin based all his analysis
on the following understanding of
the Marxist position on the state:
“The essence of Marx’s theory of
the state has been mastered only by
those who realize that the dictator-
ship of a single class is necessary
not only for every class socicty in
general, not only for the proletariat
which has overthrown the bour-
geoisie, but also for the entire Ais-
torical period which separates capi-
talism from ‘classless society’, from
Communism. Bourgeois states are
most varied in form, but their
essence is the same; all these states,
whatever their form, in the final anal-
ysis are inevitably the dictatorship of
the bourgeoisie. The transition from
capitalism to communism is certainly
bound to yield tremendous abund-
ance and variety of political forms,
but the essence will inevitably be the
same: the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat.” (LCW, Vol. 25, p. 418)

4.4. During this period leading up
to the October Revolution Lenin was
basing his arguments mainly on the
lessons of the Paris Commune as
evaluated by Marx and Engels.
Lenin evaluated the basic character-
istic of the Paris Commune in this
way: “The Commune... appears to
have replaced the smashed state
machine ‘only’ by fuller democracy:
abolition of the standing army; all
officials to be elected and subject to
recall. But as a matter of fact this
‘only’ signifies a gigantic replace-
ment of certain institutions by other
institutions of a fundamentally dif-
ferent type. This is exactly a case of

‘quantity being transformed into
quality’: democracy, introduced as
fully and consistently as is at all
conceivable, is transformed from
bourgeois into proletarian democra-
cy; from the state — a special force
for the suppression of a particular
class - into something which is no
longer the state proper.” (Ibid, p.
424) Lenin pointed out that while
the Commune retained the represen-
tative institutions, it could overcome
the parliamentarism of bourgeois
democracy by abolishing the divi-
sion of labour between the legisla-
tive and the executive. (Ibid, p. 429)

4.5. Lenin defined the nature of
democracy during the transition
period thus: “Democracy for the vast
majority of the people and suppres-
sion by force, i.e., exclusion from
democracy, of the exploiters and
oppressors of the people — this is the
change democracy undergoes during
the transition from capitalism to
communism.” (Ibid., p. 467) Further,
he explained the relation between
democracy and the state. “Demo-
cracy is a form of state, one of its
varicties. Consequently, like every
state, it represents, on the one hand,
the organized, systematic use of
force against persons; but, on the
other hand, it signifies the formal
recognition of equality of citizens,
the equal right of all to determine
the structure of, and to administer,
the state. This, in turn, results in the
fact that, at a certain stage in the
development of democracy, it first
welds together the class that wages a
revolutionary struggle against capi-
talism — the proletariat, and enables it
to crush, smash to atoms, wipe off the
face of the earth the bourgeois, even
the republican-bourgeois, state ma-
chine, the standing army, the police
and the bureaucracy and to substi-
tute for them a more democratic state
machine, but a state machine never-
theless, in the shape of armed work-
ers who proceed to form a militia
involving the entire population, Here
‘quantity turns into quality’; such a
degree of democracy implies over-
stepping the boundaries of bourgeois
society and beginning its socialist
reorganization.” (Ibid, p. 477)

4.6. Lenin stressed the point, fol-
lowing Engels, that “the abolition of
the state means also the abolition of
democracy: that the withering away
of the state means the withering
away of democracy.” (Ibid, p. 460)
Lenin linked this withering away of

democracy with its advance. He
said, “Communism alone is capable
of providing really complete democ-
racy, and the more complete it is, the
sooner it will become unnecessary
and wither away on its own accord.”
(Ibid, p. 468)

4.7. “...When there are no classes
(i.e., when there is no distinction be-
tween the members of society as
regards their relation to the social
means of production), only then ‘the
state ceases to exist’, and ‘it be-
comes possible to speak of freedom’.
Only then will a truly complete
democracy become possible and be
realized, a democracy without any
exceptions whatever. And only then
will democracy begin to wither
away... people will gradually
become accustomed to observing the
elementary rules of social inter-
course that have been known for
centuries and repeated for thousands
of years in all copy-book maxims.
They will become accustomed to
observing them without force, with-
out coercion, without subordination,
without the special apparatus for
coercion called the state.” (Ibid, p.
467) This was how Lenin envisaged
the withering away of the state and
the rise of a new social organization
under communism.

4.8. Like in the case of the Com-
mune, the significance of the Soviet
form of political organization was
seen in the fact that it enabled the
proletariat and the working masses
“to take the organs of state power
directly into their own hands, in
order that they themselves should
constitute these organs of state
power.” (LCW, Vol. 23, p. 326) Lenin
said: “The people need a republic in
order to educate the masses in the
methods of democracy. We need not
only representation along democratic
lines, but the building of the entire
state administration from the bottom
up by the masses themselves, their
effective participation in all of life’s
steps, their active role in the adminis-
tration.” (LCW, Vol. 24, p. 181,
emphasis added) Following Marx,
Lenin repeatedly stressed the signifi-
cance of abolishing the standing army
and replacing it with the armed people
as a means of drawing the masses into
the administration of society and to
check the danger of restoration.

5. The Soviets and the Practice of
the Dictatorship of the Proletariat

5.1. Lenin put forward the overall



practical programme for the seizure
of power by the working class in his
famous April Theses, with the re-
sounding slogan, “All Power to the
Soviets”. He defined that the new
state will not be a parliamentary
republic, “but a republic of Soviets
of Workers’, Agricultural Labourers’
and Peasants’ Deputies throughout
the country from top to bottom”.
(LCW, Vol. 24, p. 23) Lenin tried to
introduce the major aspects of prole-
tarian state power which had
emerged under the Paris Commune,
except the principle of universal suf-
frage. Though the dissolution of the
standing army was accepted in prin-
ciple, it also could not be put into
practice.

5.2. This overall programme for
seizure of power was implemented
by the second All-Russia Congress
of Soviets of Workers’ and Soldiers’
Deputies held on October 25-26,
1917. The Congress took power into
its own hands and decreed that “all
power in the localities shall pass to
the Soviets of Workers’, Soldiers’
and Peasants’ Deputies, which must
guarantee genuine revoluationary
order”. (LCW, Vol. 26, p. 247)
Transfer of the land of the landed
proprietors to the peasant commit-
tees, protection of the rights of the
soldiers by introducing complete
democracy in the army, establish-
ment of worker’s control over pro-
duction, ensuring the convocation of
the Constituent Assembly at the time
appointed, etc., were also decreed.

5.3. The political system which
was being developed in this way
was centred around the Soviets as
the organs of political power. The
system of proportional representa-
tion along with the right to recall
was adopted. An important crisis in
the system surfaced in relation to the
promised convocation of the Con-
stituent Assembly. This was a
demand and promise upheld by the
communists before and after the rev-
olution. The Constituent Assembly
which was elected immediately after
the revolution was still representing
the pre-revolutionary situation. So it
was not prepared o accept the new
authority of the Soviets and its
Central Executive Committee.

5.4. Under such circumstances, the
Bolsheviks decided to withdraw
their delegation from the Constituent
Assembly. It was justifiable in the
sense that the power of the Soviets
which had emerged through revo-
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lution was really representing the
political will of the vast majority of
the people. And this qualitative
change had to be reflected in the
Constituent Assembly. Finally the
Central Committee of the All-Russia
Soviets dissolved the Constituent
Assembly through a decree. With
this the change over to the new
political system was reaching a sig-
nificant point. At the same time it
was facing new challenges.

5.5. In a major policy declaration
made a few months after the revolu-
tion, Lenin defined that the “social-
ist character of Soviet, i.e., proletar-
ian democracy, as concretely applied
today, lies first in the fact that the
electors are the working and exploit-
ed people; the bourgeoisie is exclud-
ed. Secondly, it lies in the fact that
all bureaucratic formalities and
restrictions of elections are abol-
ished, the people themselves deter-
mine the order and time of elections,
and are completely free to recall any
elected person....” (LCW, Vol. 27, p.
272) '

5.6. He defined the other aspect of
the new system. “Dictatorship, how-
ever, is a big word, and big words
should not be thrown about careless-
ly. Dictatorship is iron rule, govern-
ment that is revolutionarily bold,
swift and ruthless in suppressing
both exploiters and hooligans.”
(LCW, Vol. 27, p. 265) In reply to
Kautsky's charge that the Soviet sys-
tem is dictatorial and not democrat-
ic, Lenin emphasized: “The revolu-
tionary dictatorship of the proletariat
is rule won and maintained by the
use of violence by the proletariat
against the bourgeoisie, rule that is
unrestricted by any laws.” (LCW,
Vol. 28, p. 236) Lenin also refuted
Kautsky’s argument that classes can
only rule, but not govern, by point-
ing out examples from history where
classes not only ruled but also gov-
erned. Here Lenin’s argument was
actually based on the assumption
that the dictatorship of the proletari-
at is a system in which the working
class itself is governing.

5.7. But what was developed as
ithe new political system was grad-
jually coming under the control of
ithe Communist Party. Lenin ex-
plained the situation thus: “What
happens is that the Party, shall we
say, absorbs the vanguard of the pro-
letariat, and this vanguard exercises
the dictatorship of the proletariat.
The dictatorship cannot be exercised

or the functions of the government
performed without a foundation such
as the trade unions. These functions,
however, have to be performed
through the medium of special insti-
tutions which are also of a new type,
namely the Soviets.... The whole is
like an arrangement of cogwheels....
It cannot work without a number of
‘transmission belts’ running from the
vanguard to the mass of the advanced
class, and from the latter to the mass
of the working people.” (LCW, Vol.
32, pp. 20-21)

5.8. Further, Lenin categorically
declared the role of the Communist
Party thus: “After two and a half
years of the Soviet power we came
out in the Communist International
and told the world that the dictator-
ship of the proletariat would not
work except through the Communist
Party.” (LCW, Vol. 32, p. 199) Now
the circle is complete. The practical
programme for establishing the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat which
started with the attractive slogan,
“All Power to the Soviets”, ended
with the reality that the dictatorship
of the proletariat was exercised
through the Communist Party, where
the Soviets became mere cogwheels
in the machine. Even though
Kautsky’s criticism was coming
from the angle of bourgeois parlia-
mentarism, the fact remains that in
the present-day world situation,
when a qualitatively new political
system as envisaged in a genuine
dictatorship of the proletariat has not
emerged as a historical reality, it is
not the class, but its party that ac-
tually governs.

5.9. The position taken by Lenin
in relation to the party and the dicta-
torship of the proletariat is not very
different from the position Stalin
adopted and implemented. Stalin
argued that the dictatorship of the
proletariat is “in essence”, the dicta-
torship of the party. And in exer-
cising this dictatorship, the party
uses the Soviets as mere transition
belts like the trade unions, Youth
League, etc. (Concerning Questions
of Leninism, Collected Works, Vol.
8, pp. 14-39) From this position, the
nature and course of development of
the bureaucratization process and
the emergence of new classes can
easily be traced. Under such a polit-
ical structure, the absence of a con-
scious policy to restrict bourgeois
right and the increasing reliance on
material incentive for promoting
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production laid the economic foun-
dation for bureaucratic capitalism.
And when we reach the stage of
Mao’s finding that under the dicta-
torship of the proletariat the bour-
geoisie emerges within the party
itself, the picture becomes complete.

5.10. Here it is important to note
that Trotsky’s criticism of Stalin did
not answer any of the basic ques-
tions faced by the dictatorship of the
proletariat. His criticism of bureau-
cratization did not lead to any basic
understanding of the problems faced
by the whole political system under
the dictatorship of the proletariat.
Rather he was also upholding the
line of the development of the prod-
uctive forces practised by Stalin.
And as far as the major controversy
between Stalin and Trotsky, that of
building socialism in one country,
Stalin was correct.

6. Criticism by Rosa Luxemburg

6.1. In her unfinished rough draft
on the Russian Revolution written in
prison, Rosa Luxemburg raised
many serious criticisms on many
fundamental questions related to the
October Revolution. She wrote:
“The basic error of the Lenin-
Trotsky theory is that they, too, just
like Kautsky, oppose dictatorship to
democracy. ‘Dictatorship or democ-
racy’ is the way the question is put
by Bolsheviks and Kautsky alike.
The latter naturally decides in favour
of ‘democracy’, that is, of bourgeois
democracy, precisely because he
opposes it to the alternative of the
socialist revolution. Lenin and
Trotsky, on the other hand, decide in
favour of dictatorship in contradis-
tinction to democracy, and thereby
in favour of dictatorship of a handful
of persons, that is, in favour of dic-
tatorship on the bourgeois model.
They are two opposite poles alike be-
ing far removed from a genuine
socialist policy....” (Rosa Luxemburg
Speaks, New York, 1970, p. 393)

6.2. She observed that the model
of the dictatorship of the proletariat
established under the leadership of
Lenin and Trotsky, after the October
Revolution, was actually trying to
eliminate democracy as such, in the
name of “the cumbersome nature of
democratic clectoral bodies”. Her
piercing criticism touched on the cen-
tral question raised in relationship to
the dictatorship of the proletariat: “To
be sure every democratic institution

has its limits and shortcomings,
things which it doubtless shares with
all other human institutions. But the
remedy which Trotsky and Lenin
have found, the elimination of
democracy as such, is worse than the
disease it is supposed to cure: for it
stops up the very living source from
which alone can come the correction
of all the innate shortcomings of
social institutions. That source is the
active, untrammeled energetic politi-
cal life of the broadest masses of the
people.” (Ibid, p. 387)

6.3. The basic defect of the Soviet
system is exposed by Rosa in this
way: “Freedom only for the suppor-
ters of the government, only for the
members of one party, however
numerous they may be, is no free-
dom at all. Freedom is always and
exclusively freedom for one who
thinks differently. Not because of
any fanatical concept of ‘justice’ but
because all that is instructive, whole-
some and purifying in political free-
dom depends on this essential char-
acteristic, and its effectiveness van-
ishes when freedom becomes a spe-
cial privilege.” (Ibid, pp. 389-390)

6.4. Opposing Lenin’s claim that
the Soviet system of proletarian
democracy is a million times better
than bourgeois democracy, she eval-
uated the situation under the dicta-
torship of the proletariat practised by
the Bolsheviks thus: “In place of the
representative bodies created by
general popular elections, Lenin and
Trotsky have laid down the Soviets
as the only true representation of the
labouring masses. But with the re-
pression of political life in the land
as a whole, life in the Soviets must
also become more and more crip-
pled. Without general elections,
without unrestricted freedom of
press and assembly, without a free
struggie of opinion, life dies out in
every public institution, becomes a
mere semblance of life, in which
only the bureaucracy remains as the
active element. Public life gradually
falls asleep, a few dozen party lead-
ers of inexhaustible energy and
boundless experience direct and
rule.” (Ibid, p. 391)

6.5. Rosa Luxemburg raised seri-
ous criticism on the basic approach
of the Bolshevik leadership: “The
tacit assumption underlying the
Lenin-Trotsky theory of the dictator-
ship is this: that the socialist trans-
formation is something for which a
ready-made formula lies completed

in the pocket of the revolutionary
party, which needs only to be carried
out energetically in practice. This is
unfortunately — or perhaps fortunate-
ly — not the case. Far from being a
sum of ready-made prescriptions
which have only to be applied, the
practical realization of socialism as
an economic, social and judicial sys-
tem is something which lies com-
pletely hidden in the mists of the
future, what we possess in our pro-
gramme is nothing but a few main
signposts which indicate the general
direction in which to look for the
necessary measures, and the indica-
tions are mainly negative in charac-
ter at that.” (Ibid, p. 390)

6.6 Rosa Luxemburg had raised
many other criticisms against the
Bolshevik policy on nationalities,
peasant policy, Constituent Assem-
bly, etc. But after coming out of
prison and getting direct information
about the situation in Russia she
withdrew some of the criticisms, and
kept silent on some others. She real-
ized the difficulty in allowing unlim-
ited freedom to the enemies. Even
then some of the observations she
made on basic questions like democ-
racy under the dictatorship of the
proletariat are of far-reaching signif-
icance and relevance, while her posi-
tion on the national question still
remains [word illegible].

7. Mao, New Democratic State
and Cultural Revolution

7.1. Mao’s attempt to evolve a
healthy ideological and political
struggle within the communist party
by developing the two-line struggle
to a higher level helped in creating a
new atmosphere. Also his attempt to
build a New Democratic state with a
broad united front of different classes
under the leadership of the working
class was a departure and develop-
ment conforming to the different situ-
ation in a semi-colonial condition.

7.2. But in spite of all these major
breakthroughs, it can be seen now
that the New Democratic People’s
Dictatorship established immediate-
ly after the completion of the revo-
lution in China and the dictatorship
of the proletariat which followed did
not mark any significant advance-
ment from the basic framework
developed by Lenin and Stalin. Since
the New Democratic state was
formed as a united front of different
class forces, some other political par-



ties other than the communist party
were also participating in it. But all
these parties were accepting the lead-
ership and the authority of the com-
munist party. Therefore, in effect, the
situation was not much different from
that in a state with single-party rule.
This is one of the reasons why the
advancement from this state of affairs
to that of the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat went on smoothly.

7.3. So the basic problems faced
by the Soviet Union under Lenin
and Stalin, namely the lack of a
political system in which the people
can directly participate and assert
their political will, socialization of
the means of production leading to
centralization and the accompanying
bureaucratization of the whole sys-
tem, were all manifested in China
also. Hence, the same process of
capitalist restoration which had
already reached an advanced stage
in the Soviet Union had started in
China also.

7.4. Mao could realize the gravity
of the situation. He initiated inves-
tigations at the theoretical level as
well as attempts at the practical level
to break out of this situation. His
theory on continuing the class strug-
gle under the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat was a major breakthrough in
this direction. (Lenin had already
put forward the position that class
struggle would continue in different
forms throughout the period of the
dictatorship of the proletariat. But he
did not develop it as Mao did, find-
ing out new forms of struggle to deal
with the question.) Mao’s break-
throughs on other theoretical ques-
tions were also profound. He identi-
fied the economic reductionist posi-
tion of the capitalist roaders, mani-
fested in the form of the theory of
the productive forces. His emphasis
on the revolution in the super-
structure as well as in the relations
of production, his slogans during the
Cultural Revolution such as “Put
politics in command”, “Take class
struggle as the key link”, “Grasp
revolution, promote production”,
etc., were all a departure from the
thinking that was dominant in the
communist movement until then.
Actually he was coming closer to
the crux of the problem when he
identified the areas of struggle in the
superstructure, and in the relations
of production. Similarly, he recog-
nized the fact that political power
was not in the hands of the working
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class and other toiling masses of the
people. Here he identified the crux
of the matter — how to bring political
power into the hands of the people.

7.5. He frankly admitted that there
was no way out, no ready-made
answer to the question. As Mao him-
self pointed out it was actually the
masses who developed the new
forms of struggle, the Cultural
Revolution. It was actually a strug-
gle against the structures of the
bureaucratization existing under the
dictatorship of the proletariat. As it
was a spontaneous outburst of the
masses, the anarchic deviations it
developed were quite natural. But
what had to be done was to system-
atize all these lessons into a new
political system and form of struggle
to be practised under the dictatorship
of the proletariat. But, unfortunately,
we cannot see any such positive de-
velopment during Mao’s lifetime. As
can be seen in Mao’s discussions
with Chang Chun-chiao with regard
to the Shanghai Commune, he had
no new answer to the basic question
which confronted them during the
Cultural Revolation. Instead he went
back to the theme of the party’s ulti-
mate authority to safeguard the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat. This was
a reflection of the same old concern
which was haunting the communists
since the bitter lessons of the defeat
of the Paris Commune. Mao’s con-
fusion is evident in the following
quotation: “In regard to the form of
Soviet political power, as soon as it
materialized, Lenin was clated,
deeming it to be a remarkable crea-
tion by workers, peasants, and sol-
diers, as well as a new form of pro-
letarian dictatorship. Nonetheless,
Lenin had not anticipated then that
although the workers, peasants, and
soldiers could use this form of polit-
ical power it could also be used by
the bourgeoisie, and by Khrushchev.
Thus the present Soviet has been
transformed from Lenin’s Soviet io
Khrushchev’s Soviet.” (Mao
Miscellany, Joint Publications
Research Service, Arlington, VA,
USA, Vol. 2, p. 452, emphasis
added) Mao’s main point is that
what matters is not the form of the
state structure but which class seizes
power. This shows that Marx’s
emphasis on the new form of state
under the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat was almost forgotten.

7.6. The Cultural Revolution
could not break this limitation. On

the contrary it itself revealed the
very same limitation. The Cultural
Revolution was possible only be-
cause of the leadership of Mao and it
developed outside the existing polit-
ical structure. Even though Mao had
pointed out that many more Cultural
Revolutions will be required during
the whole period of socialism, it is
quite clear that they are not going to
continue in the absence of a system
where such Cultural Revolutions are
ensured, and Mao and other socialist
leaders in China could not develop
or envisage such a system. What
they tried was to establish an all-
round dictatorship over the bour-
geoisie, using the same oid frame-
work of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat. Such an approach appeared o
be only more authoritarian, and even
the anti-bureaucratic content of the
Cultural Revolution was misrepre-
sented in this context.

7.7. With all its limitations, the
Cultural Revolution has no doubt
helped Chinese society to take a leap
as far as its political development is
concerned. Even though capitalist
roaders could scize political power,
the political discussions, investiga-
tions and trends that have come up
in the post-Cultural Revolution peri-
od clearly reveal this situation.
Though complete information re-
garding all these developments are
lacking, available information shows
that profound discussions regarding
the problems of socialism and the
dictatorship of the proletariat have
started there. These developments
also reveal both the positive and
negative aspects of the Cultural
Revolution itself, especially the fact
that the whole experiment was limit-
ed within the framework of the old
concept of the dictatorship of the
proletariat which has already been
proved quite inadequate to face the
new problems.

8. Basic Error

8.1. Our review reveals that the
dictatorship of the proletariat prac-
tised so far in the former socialist
countries since the October Revolu-
tion all ended up in the dictatorship
of the party instead of developing
towards a genuine system of the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat, though
there are many positive lessons to be
assimilated by the working class. The
whole system which was established
and developed was mainly based on
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the concept and practice of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat put forward
by Lenin. Even Mao could not come
out of that basic framework. So now
we have to find out where and how
Lenin went wrong.

8.2, As has already been pointed
out, Lenin was fully relying on the
experience of the Paris Commune as
narrated and evaluated by Marx and
Engels in order to develop the con-
cept and practice of the dictatorship
of the proletariat. That is why when
the workers in Russia evolved a new
form of organization during the 1905
Revolution, the Soviets, Lenin imme-
diately upheld it as a potential form
of organization corresponding to the
needs of the future proletarian state
structure.

8.3. It was in this background that
Lenin raised the most crucial slogan
of the October Revolution, “All
Power to the Soviets”. In his most
important theoretical work on the
state, The State and Revolution, he
envisaged the Soviets as the main
form of the political organ of the
proletariat and other sections of the
people. A political system function-
ing through the Soviets as the repre-
sentative bodies of the workers,
peasants and soldiers, was envisaged
as something similar to the
Commune of Paris.

8.4. In the political structure of the
Paris Commune, the communist
party was not having any direct role.
But while evaluating the defeat of the
Commune, Marx pointed to the fact
that the Central Committee handed
over power to the Commune too
soon. It means that the Central
Committee should have kept the
political power in its own hands for a
short period sufficient enough to
defeat the enemies and ensure the
functioning of the new proletarian
state. But it is not clear how Marx
would have looked upon the role of
the Commune in relation to this new
central role of the Central Committee
during that transition period. It is also
not clear how such a situation would
have transformed into one where the
party had no central role to play.

8.5. The absence of any mention
of the role of the party in the whole
scheme of the dictatorship of the
proletariat as explained in The State
and Revolution by Lenin is very
conspicuous. It may be due to this
influence of the political structure of
the Paris Commune. But here, unlike
in the Paris Commune, the party was

going to play the crucial role be-
cause by the time of the October
Revolution, a party had already been
developed as the vanguard repre-

- senting the class interests of the pro-

letariat. So this was the crucial theo-
retical question to be resolved dur-
ing that period. Lenin’s total neglect
of this question was a serious lapse
leading to the basic error in develop-
ing the understanding of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat.

8.6. After the seizure of power in
October, the Congress of the Soviets
became the formal authority of the
new political power. But actually the
party was playing the crucial role in
evolving all important policies and
tactics behind the scene. In effect the
party was controlling the Soviets,
though its specific role in the new
state structure was not defined.

8.7. So, under the pressure of cir-
cumstances, in the face of both
external and internal threats, the
party was forced to play the central
role, relegating the Soviets to the
background. And Lenin openly
admitted this situation and justified
it saying that the proletariat can
exercise its dictatorship only
through the party. In order to justify
this new role of the party Lenin even
pointed out the degencration of the
working class, making it unable to
rule as a class. (LCW, Vol. 32, p. 21)
Moreover, Lenin was not raising this
question as a specific problem of
Russia, but as a universal problem,
thereby making it a principle that
only the party can exercise the dicta-
torship. Hence Lenin had reached a
position just opposite to that of Marx.

8.8. The basic point of departure
for the system of the dictatorship of
the proletariat had already been
identified by Marx while summing
up the lessons of the Paris
Commune - “the reabsorption of
state power by society as its own liv-
ing force”. But Lenin did not take up
the questions of translating this con-
cept into practice, and thereby mak-
ing a qualitative break with the hith-
erto existing understanding on polit-
ical power. Even though he was talk-
ing about Soviet deputies being
revocable agents of power and also
about creating the new state with the
armed people, in practice no con-
crete steps were taken to realize this.
The unavoidable force of circum-
stances may be pointed out as the
factor preventing any advancement
in this direction. But we have no

evidence to show that Lenin paid
any serious attention to this basic
question itself. He did not under-
stand the necessity of evolving a
qualitatively new political system
under the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat. On the other hand, his whole
attempt was to achieve this change
by changing the leadership of the
state, from a bourgeois one into that
of the proletariat through its party.
8.9. Actually the structure of the
new proletarian state envisaged by
Marx and Engels had nothing to do
with the existing structure of the
bourgeois state. This is well reflect-
ed in the above quoted statement of
Marx (reabsorption...) and in
Engels’ statement, “The proletariat
seizes power and... then puts an end
to itself as proletariat... and thus also
to the state as state.” (Anti-Diihring,
Peking, 1976, p. 362) This is the
point of departure — a state which
itself becomes the guarantee for the
reabsorption of state power by the
society, a state which ceases to be a
state in the traditional sense. How
can the proletariat achieve such a
goal which involves deep internal
contradictions? Two practical steps
taken by the Paris Commune are in
front of us — a political system run
through the revocable agents of
power and the replacement of the
standing army by the armed people.
8.10. But if we are really to
achieve a qualitative break with the
existing understanding of political
power, we have to go deeper into its
dynamics. In a class society, the
dominant class wields political
power claiming to represent the
whole society. This reflects a contra-
diction between the political will of
the ruling class and that of the soci-
ety as a whole. It is to resolve this
contradiction that power is concen-
trated in the state structure and
wielded by the ruling class as its
executive power. So this concen-
tration of the political will of the rul-
ing class in the name of the political
will of the whole society, in the con-
crete form of the state, especially in
its armed might, is characteristic of
the political power so far existing in
class society. The proletariat is aim-
ing at qualitatively breaking with
this structure. It must initiate a pro-
cess which makes the society as a
whole capable of reabsorbing this
concentrated power. And the
replacement of the standing army by
the armed people is a concrete initial



step in this direction. But in the
absence of a complete economic,
political, social system which guar-
antees this reabsorption, this alone
will not serve the purpose. In the
whole process, conditions and struc-
tures should be created so that the
(political) will of the whole society
can get expressed and realized
directly without the mediation of a
state. It is only then that the prole-
tariat can achieve its goal of a soci-
ety where the state withers away. If
the proletariat cannot put forward
such an alternative political system,
it cannot make any qualitative break
with the existing bourgeois system.

8.11. It is here that the whole sys-
tem of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat so far practised, starting from
Lenin and up to Mao, failed. The
whole system revolved around the
idea of seizing and maintaining the
political power through a centralized
state structure. It not only did not
initiate any process of reabsorption
of power but, on the contrary, led to
more concentration of power. Of
course, during the Cultural Revolu-
tion, Mao tried to reverse the direc-
tion, but he could not make any qual-
itative advance since he could not
come out of the basic framework
already established. Mao had also not
grasped the importance of a new
political organizational structure,
This is what is reflected in his remark
that the Soviets of Lenin could easily
be transformed into Khrushchev's,
meaning that the discovery of Soviets
was of no significance.

9. Bourgeois Dictatorship and
Proletarian Democracy

9.1. The reason for such a basic
deviation is to be further investi-
gated. We may get some clue to
understand the problem if we try to
look at how Lenin analyzed bour-
geois democracy and attempted to
replace it with the dictatorship of the
proletariat. It was absolutely correct
on the part of Lenin to evaluate that
all different forms of bourgeois
states are inevitably the dictatorship
of the bourgeoisie and that all the
different possible forms of transi-
tional proletarian state are essential-
ly the dictatorship of the proletariat.
But this aspect of dictatorship is
only the essential part, not the whole
of it. A bourgcois democratic state
deals with an important question of
human society, the contradiction
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between individual and society. But
a bourgeois fascist state does not
give room for dealing with that con-
tradiction at the same level, even
though both are essentially dictator-
ships of the bourgeoisie. For the first
time in the history of human society
bourgeois democracy recognizes the
individual as a political entity and
gives him/her a role in the political
system, though formally. The weak-
ness of this bourgeois democracy is
that it is based on the rule of private
property whereby it ensures the dic-
tatorship of the bourgeoisie. Thus
the equality professed by it becomes
not only formal, but also bogus.

9.2, It is on this basis that Lenin
stressed on the point: “democracy
based on private property or on a
struggle for the abolition of private
property”. Here he is emphasizing
the class-dominant aspect of democ-
racy, the rule of private property. But
by equating bourgeois democracy to
the bourgeois state, he has neglected
the non-class aspect of democracy
reflected in bourgeois democracy.
The recognition of the individual’s
political role in the political system
of a society is actually a historical
advance in dealing with the non-
class contradiction of individual/
society. Bourgeois democracy is
reflecting this non-class aspect also.
It is actually a development in the
forms of social functioning which
was (and is) taking place in the
whole process of social development
in close relation with the develop-
ment of class struggle. Even though
Lenin talks about the formal equality
reflected in bourgeois democracy
and its representative nature, he does
not demarcate between the class-
dominant and non-class aspects of
democracy. So he comes to the
solution of replacing the dictatorship
of the bourgeoisie by the dictator-
ship of the proletariat by simply
reversing the dictatorship of the
minority over the majority into a
dictatorship of the majority over the
minority. Hence no qualitative break
with the old structure is required.
Ultimately, the old structure which
concentrates political power in the
hands of the state leadership leads to
the emergence and strengthening of
a new ruling class from among the
working class and the ranks and

‘leadership of its party itself.

9.3. The development of proletari-
an democracy will not take place
simply by reversing the dictatorship

of the minority over the majority.
Elimination of private property and
socialization of the means of prod-
uction are certainly crucial steps for
establishing the system of proletari-
an democracy or the genuine dictat-
orship of the proletariat. But as has
already been seen from the experi-
ence of the former socialist coun-
tries, the mere juridical socialization
of the means of production is not
going to solve this problem. Rather,
that will create concrete conditions
for further centralization of political
power since the whole means of pro-
duction get concentrated into a sin-
gle entity. So the real socialization
of the economy, an essential for pro-
letarian democracy, can be achieved
only through an effective political
system which can ensure genuine
democracy by decentralizing the
political power, by ensuring the real-
ization of real power by the people
directly. So the socialization of the
means of production and the devel-
opment of a political system that
ensures proletarian democracy are
essential, complementary aspects of
the socialist system which must be
capable of surviving on its own.

9.4. Bourgeois democracy will be
transcended only by passing through
this transitional phase of proletarian
democracy which will create a new
form for social organization in com-
munism. Here the non-class aspect
of democratic functioning will fur-
ther develop, creating favourable
conditions for the all-round develop-
ment of the individual, though with-
in the contradictory relationship
between individual and society.

9.5. Proletarian democracy is
essentially a dictatorship of the pro-
letariat in the sense that the class
interest of the proletariat, of liberat-
ing itself through emancipating the
whole of humanity, is aimed at and
achieved through this system. And
the economic and political system
envisaged above is ensuring the
attainment of such a goal. Such a
social system can exist and survive
only if the majority of the people
accept it and protect it as their own.
Hence the role of the communist
party in this whole process will be
basically different from that known
and practised so far. The communist
party, representing the genuine inter-
ests of the proletariat as the most
advanced class, will certainly play
the vanguard role in leading the
struggle of the people against the
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existing bourgeois reactionary sys-
tem and smashing it, and in creating
and establishing the new proletarian
democratic system. It will also play
a very active political role to ensure
the political system as envisaged by
it — politicizing the people through-
out the period, and mobilizing them
to defend and develop it. But the
survival of this new socialist system
will not depend upon the protective
role of the communist party. Rather
the system will survive only by
passing the test of history.

9.6. In the light of this evaluation
of the basic reason for the grave devi-
ations in the concept and practice of
the dictatorship of the proletariat
from the time of Lenin onwards, we
will have to come to the conclusion
that the whole practice of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat up until now
and the experience of building social-
ism was marked by serious devia-
tions. As a new social system, emerg-
ing from the old, socialism was
bound to suffer from many blemish-
es. But apart from those caused by
circumstances, the line followed by
communists from Lenin onwards has
also played its part in this. While
upholding the heroic effort to create a
new society and the new things
which emerged through socialism
(things which have played a positive
role in shaping history), as commu-
nists our own task is to focus on our
mistakes and correct them, not justify
them in the name of historical limita-
tions. Examining these mistakes in
the light of Marxism, we can see that
they really reflected deviations from
the proletarian world outlook. But at
the same time we have to identify in
which concrete form it is reflected.
One dominant tendency can be iden-
tified as that of a class-reductionist
tendency. That is, analyzing society
only in terms of class and class strug-
gle, thereby neglecting the non-class
aspects in the complex phenomenon
of society. Lenin’s one-sidedness in
understanding the complexities of the
dictatorship of the proletariat and his
total neglect of the need to develop a
political system will have to be
attributed to this class-reductionist
approach, which is still very dominant
in the whole communist movement.

9.7. Similarly, another tendency
encouraged by Lenin’s stand on the
Party’s central role in the dictator-
ship of the proletariat is the domin-
ant thinking in the communist move-
ment which considers that the party

determines everything in relation to
social revolution. A one-sided sub-
jective approach towards the party,
blind faith in the party, etc., get
strengthened as a result of this ten-
dency. Of course, the conscious van-
guard role of the communist party in
the social revolution is still relevant
and important. But how can a com-
munist party play this role? Can it be
achieved by imposing an unques-
tionable hegemony over the move-
ment and society? Rather, this van-
guard role can be achieved and
maintained only if the communist
party has a realistic understanding
and it is capable of constantly
remoulding its style of thinking and
practice in order to make its policies
and programmes conform to the ever-
changing reality. If such a dynamic
and flexible approach is not adopted,
any party will easily degenerate and
will be discarded by the people. After
Mao’s finding that the new bour-
geoisie is emerging within the com-
munist party itself, this question has
become all the more important.

10. The Need for a New
Orientation

10.1. As no socialist country is
existing, the proletarian forces have
to seize power anew everywhere. The
world situation is favourable for this.
People’s struggles are mounting
everywhere unabatedly. Especially
after the collusion between the two
superpower blocs, who were rying to
intervene into and utilize each and
every anti-imperialist national libera-
tion struggle in their favour, now the
struggles of oppressed peoples and
nations are intensifying more directly
against the whole imperialist system.
The advancement of revolution in
Peru, which is uncompromisingly
fighting against both the imperialist
blocs, is a good example clearly prov-
ing the nature of the revolutionary
potential that is inherent in the pre-
sent-day world situation. Many non-
communist anti-imperialist forces are
also advancing along the path of strug-
gle more directly and forthrightly.

10.2. But if these struggles are to
be guided along the correct path of
advancing towards socialism and
communism, the proletarian forces
are duty-bound to explain to the
people how they envisage the future
of revolution. In the context of all
the new developments in the former
socialist countries, without a proper

programme for preventing capitalist
restoration and the possible degen-
eration of proletarian power into
social fascism, it is practically im-
possible for winning over the
struggling peoples of the world on a
broad basis towards socialism and
communism. That is why putting
forward such a programme with a
new orientation has become all the
more important and urgent.

10.3. The essential aspects of the
new system envisaged under the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat have
already been explained in the previ-
ous two sections. They can be
summed up as follows: A qualita-
tively new understanding of pro-
letarian political power must be the
starting point. It must reflect Marx’s
concept of the Paris Commune — as
the reabsorption of state power by
the whole society. So the proletarian
state should not be a state like the
bourgeois state or the state under
socialism so far practised by the
communists which concentrated the
whole power in the centralized state
structure. It will have to be a new
political system in which the state
ceases to be a state by starting the
process of reabsorption of state
power by society, through a process
of decentralizing political power,
aiming at reaching a stage when the
(political) will of the whole society
can get expressed and realized
directly without the mediation of the
state. Such a system can be devel-
oped only by achieving the genuine
socialization of the means of pro-
duction, which can again be assured
through a political system which
ensures proletarian democracy. This
socialist system, in which the social-
ized economic base and the proletar-
ian democratic political system are
complementary aspects, must sur-
vive on its own, becoming a social
system acceptable to and practised
by the whole people, under the lead-
ership of the proletariat.

10.4. The crucial question faced
by the proletariat in achieving such a
system will be in relation to evolv-
ing the concrete steps for the wansi-
tional phase. The means adopted for
smashing the existing state machin-
ery will be crucial in relation to the
new understanding on political
power. Since the existing forms of
bourgeois or reactionary political
power are all concentrated in the
state structure centred around the
armed forces, proletarian forces can



smash them only by using force. So
the revolutionary overthrow of the
existing state will have to be
achieved by a violent revolution.
This will be possible only under the
leadership of a vanguard party of the
proletariat with its people’s army.
The smashing of the existing state
has to be followed by the establish-
ment of the new political system,
again under the leadership of the
vanguard party. Here one of the cru-
cial initial steps will be the arming
of the people, as a part of the pro-
cess of replacing the standing army
with armed people. At present we
will not be able to predict the dura-
tion of this transitional period. But
we can definitely define the criterion
to decide the duration of this transi-
tional phase. The vanguard party of
the proletariat will have to play the
leading role until the new political
system starts functioning effectively,
by completing the process of the
socialization of the means of pro-
duction and then consolidating the
power in the hands of the new ruling
classes under the leadership of the
proletariat. Once this is achieved the
communist party must give up its
monopoly control of the revolution-
ary transformation and allow the sys-
tem to function on its own. Under the
proletarian democratic system, the
effectiveness of the new system will
be accepted or rejected by the people
through an open democratic process
in which the whole people will be
freely involved through their own
polilical organizations or otherwise.
10.5. During this transitional
phase the role of the party, both in
smashing the state machine and in
establishing a new political struc-
ture, will be crucial and central. But
even then, after the seizure of power,
the party should not directly wield
the power. Rather it must assert its
authority only politically through ihe
bodies elected by the people. As the
party plays this crucial role in the
overthrow of the enemy classes, it
will be enjoying tremendous pres-
tige and authority among the people.
During this phase masses will also
be drawn into active political life on
an unprecedented scale. So, even
though the party will be playing the
central role, development of its
political line through line struggle,
etc., must be known to the people. It
means the party will have to function
rather as an open party. The internal
life of the party will also have to be
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very democratic, even allowing fac-
tions, etc., as a matter of principle.

10.6. Organs of power by the peo-
ple will have to be developed by
transforming the unitéd front or other
similar forums which were playing
an active role in mobilizing the mass-
es for waging the war against the ene-
mies into revocable representative
bodies. These bodies must represent
the political will of the majority of
the people who have aligned with the
working class in the struggle against
the enemy classes. Those belonging
to the overthrown enemy classes will
not enjoy the right to be elected to
such bodies of power, and they will
be denied other civic rights also dur-
ing this transitional phase. During the
transitional phase, the attempt must
be to make these bodies the real
organs of power, gradually reducing
the role of the party in the whole pro-
cess of administration.

10.7. While during the pre-revolu-
tionary phase, the role of armed force
is principal, after the seizure of power,
the role of force changes. Mobilization
of the political will of the people
becomes principal while the use of
force follows it. This political mobi-
lization should be carried out mainly
through the political bodies, mass
organizations and other open forums
under the guidance of the party. The
use of force in general will have to be
transformed from the activity of a spe-
cial body into the activity of the armed
people themselves.

10.8. Socialization of the means of
production is to be carried out thor-
oughly during this transitional phase.
As we have already seen, mere juridi-
cal socialization will not solve the
basic problem. The real socialization
is closely linked up with developing
an appropriate political structure to
make the people capable of realizing
the power in their own hands. So by
developing the socialization process,
both at the economic and political
level, a genuine socialized economy
can be promoted.

10.9. Once the functioning of the
new political and economic system
develops in this way, the communist
party should formally relinquish its
monopoly of power. Iis right to gov-
ern should be strictly based on the
electoral support gained by its plat-
form, just like any other platform.
The essential characteristics of the
new political structure will be the
rule through decentralized, revoca-
ble representative bodies, guarantee

of all democratic rights including
universal suffrage, abolition of the
standing army, etc., and its legitima-
cy will be based on the protection
and development of the socialist sys-
tem leading to communism. Since
socialism itself is a period of revolu-
tionary transformation, this system
itself will have to evolve further.
The question of such changes in the
political-social-economic structure
will itself be a matter of class strug-
gle. And the communist party must
play its vanguard role in leading this
class struggle by politicizing and
mobilizing the masses on the basis
of the correct line. But unlike in the
hitherto practised forms of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat, in the new
political structure, the people wield-
ing the real power in their own hands,
also with the arms in their hands, will
be playing a very active role in the
whole political life of the society,
thereby being the best guarantee
against restoration and also ensuring
the best conditions for seizing back
power if restoration takes place.

11. Role and Functioning of the
Communist Party

11.1. Now, let us see what will be
the role of the party in this new
scheme of things. Lenin defined the
Communist Party as the organized
vanguard of the proletariat to lead
the working class and other sections
of the people in the revolutionary
seizure of political power. We can
see, here also, the influence of the
lessons of the Paris Commune.

11.2. The principle of democratic
centralism, evolved and implem-
ented by Lenin, is still the most
effective and advanced principle of
functioning for any social organiza-
tion. The iron discipline of the party
envisaged in this system is necessary
for an organization which wages a
revolutionary war against the supe-
rior enemy forces. As far as the
functioning of this system is con-
cerned, Lenin provided the best
model of dialectically linking up the
democratic functioning within the
organization before taking the final
decision, with its implementation in
a centralized manner. If this internal
democracy is not ensured, the whole
system can easily degenerate into an
authoritarian centralism, and this
usually happens, as the revolution-
ary organizations occasionally face
emergency situations when internal
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democracy will have to be curtailed.
But if this is not strictly limited to
such special circumstances and
internal democracy is not ensured as
a basic principle, the possibility for
deviation is very much there. And
this is the major weakness of the
system of democratic centralism.

11.3. The practice under Lenin
shows that there was a free and live-
ly atmosphere within the organiza-
tion to voice different views and
opinions and to debate over such
differences. In the post-revolution-
ary situation, groups were allowed
to function openly and even to pub-
lish their own materials separately.
But in the context of growing
counter-revolutionary attempts, the
10th Congress of the Party (in 1921)
under Lenin’s guidance decided to
ban such factions and their separate
functioning. Even though it can be
seen as a particular decision in a par-
ticular context, the approach adopted
in the resolution and the nature of
discussion in the Congress shows that
the decision was arrived at on the
basis of the principle of unity. The
10th Congress resolution on Party
Unity declared, “The Congress...
hereby declares dissolved and orders
the immediate dissolution of all
groups without exception formed on
the basis of one platform or another
(such as the Workers’ Opposition
Group, the Democratic Centralism
Group, etc.). Non-observance of this
decision of the Congress shall entail
unconditional and instant expulsion
from the Party.” (LCW, Vol. 32, p.
244) The same resolution explained
the approach towards the question:
“In this question, propaganda should
consist, on the one hand, in a compre-
hensive explanation of the harmful-
ness and danger of factionalism from
the standpoint of Party unity and of
achieving unanimity of will among
the vanguard of the proletariat as the
fundamental condition for the success
of the dictatorship of the proletariat;
and, on the other hand, in an explana-
tion of the peculiar features of the lat-
est tactical devices of the enemies of
the Soviet power.” (Ibid, p. 242)

11.4. Afterwards, the whole con-
cept of the monolithic communist
party, propounded by Stalin and
solidified during the whole Comin-
tern period and afterwards, was cen-
tred around this 10th Congress deci-
sion. And this monolithism naturally
gave rise to an atmosphere where
centralism was always emphasized,

while democracy was belittled or
neglected. Stalin’s open declaration
that the dictatorship of the proletari-
at is in essence “the dictatorship of
the Party” strengthened this trend.
Any opposition to the leadership
could be suppressed using the state

-machinery in the name of establishing

this “dictatorship”.

11.5. Mao’s attempts to develop
the two-line struggle within the
party was a step to re-establish the
style of functioning of democratic
centralism practised by Lenin, in a
more systematic manner. He could
also bring forward the question of
correct ideological and political line
as the determining factor in esta-
blishing the correct leadership of the
party. But as Mao did not openly
criticize the above concepts, in
effect the two-line struggle, etc.,
were only some minor Steps at recti-
fication within the overall frame-
work established earlier.

11.6. The sanctification of the
party and the consequent religious
attitude towards it developed on the
basis of the above concepts. The
concepts of revolutionary authority
put forward by Stalin by defining
Leninism and establishing the
authority of Lenin, intensified the
negative effects of this religiosity.
All views of the opponents of the
established authority were consid-
ered not only irrelevant but taboos to
the communists. For example, while
criticizing their ideas, nobody
thought it necessary to examine
whether any ideas put forward by
Kautsky, Rosa Luxemburg, Trotsky,
Bukharin, etc., were correct and
worthwhile for consideration. Even
though Mao’s style of open two-line
struggle through open debate and
polemics created a new atmosphere,
we can see that even during the
Cultural Revolution the concept of
revolutionary authority emerged in a
more powerful way, again curtailing
the democratic atmosphere. The per-
sonality cult, as the follow-up of tne
concept of revolutionary authority,
assumed dangerous dimensions dur-
ing the Cultural Revolution, espe-
cially at the instance of Lin Piao.
Our own experience in the
Communist Party of India (Marxist-
Leninist) regarding the conse-
quences of the concept of the revo-
lutionary authority of comrade
Charu Majumdar is a case in point.

11.7. After we have reached the
stage of Mao’s finding that the bour-

geoisic emerging within the com-
munist party is the most important
danger faced by the dictatorship of
the proletariat, it is high time that we
re-examine this whole experience in
relation to the dictatorship of the
proletariat and the party’s role in it,
especially in a context when the
people are rising up in revolt against
the so-called communist parties
which were ruling them in the name
of proletarian dictatorship. No eye-
wash is going to save the situation.
A thorough re-examination of the
concept and role of the communist
party in the historical process of
building socialism and communism
is the need of the hour. Instead of
making the party the whole centre of
political power, a new organizational
structure and approach for the party
have to be evolved suiting the work-
ing class aim of abolishing classes
themselves. Some possible steps are
suggested here:

12.1. Demystification of the
Communist Party.

The communist party’s role of
being the vanguard of the proletariat
is to be tested and proved in the
course of the historical process.
Whether it serves the proletarian
class interest or not is also to be
judged by examining whether its
programmes and policies conform to
the changing reality, making it capa-
ble of leading the class struggle of
the working class and other sections
of the people against the exploiting
classes under a given condition. The
proletariat class interest itself, under
a given condition, is very much rela-
tive, changing according to the
changing reality, though the ultimate
interest of the working class, of
building communism, remains as a
long-term goal. Under a given con-
dition, the tasks of a specific revolu-
tion, or its stage, can be defined; but
that itself will be subject to change
and modification, even though the
basic outlook of the proletariat on
that specific revolutionary phase
will remain constant. Only when a
communist party realizes its delicate
position in this way, when it realizes
that it is always subject to the test of
historical reality, can it come down
to the complexities of reality. Then
only can it realize that no authority
has been bestowed upon it either by
the working class and the people or
by history. It can only serve the peo-
ple. Here we may note the qualita-
tive distinction between the party



leading a revolution to seize power
and the party with monopoly in
power. In the first case, the party is
compelled by the very context to be
self-critical and continuously correct
and develop its line and practice in
order to mobilize the masses for rev-
olution. But in the second case, the
pressure of circumstances operates
in the opposite direction. When this
is coupled with the sanctification of
the party degeneration is not far off.

12.2. Discard the concept of the
Revolutionary Authority

Marxism is an ever developing
philosophy and science. It has got
the potential to assimilate the wealth
of knowledge produced by innumer-
able branches of human investiga-
tion. It is true that the leadership of a
real revolutionary movement can
contribute much more than anybody
else. But if the contributions to
Marxism are limited to such person-
alities of specific periods, then the
development of Marxism will be
much curtailed. During the period of
Stalin’s authority the negative effect
of such a policy was fully manif-
ested. Even during the rich experi-
ence of the Chinese revolution only
Mao’s contributions were counted
for the enrichment of Marxism.
Moreover, as in the case of Stalin,
while we refuse to recognize the
contribution by anybody other than
the authority, generally we also
refuse to recognize any mistake
committed by that authority. Even
the Marxist-Leninist forces, includ-
ing us, tried to defend the mistakes
of Stalin by arguing that his inten-
tions were to serve the proletarian
interest. We were forgetting that
such an argument is thoroughly anti-
Marxist, because Marxism teaches
us to evaluate the correctness of any
policy not on the basis of the subjec-
tive intention of its author, but on
the basis of actual results. The con-
cept of the revolutionary authority
created a kind of blind obedience or
a sort of religiosity among the fol-
lowers. Without smashing this reli-
giosity, Marxism cannot re-establish
its vitality and vigorous scientificity.

12.3. Constant remoulding of the
style of thinking and functioning

On the basis of the above ap-
proach a thorough remoulding of the
style of thinking and functioning is
to be carried out throughout the or-
ganization. We had already started to
tackle the question of remoulding
the style of thinking and functioning,
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and have developed some concepts
and practice also in that direction. We
have to further develop them in-
cluding the above findings also.

13. Some Further Questions

13.1. The above evaluation of the
past experiences and the suggestions
put forward as theoretical and prac-
tical solutions of the crisis faced by
the communist movement are to be
considered only as beginning steps
in this direction. An important as-
pect totally left out here is the analy-
sis of the philosophical basis for the
deviations committed by the com-
munist movement and the steps for
rectifying them. The question is very
important and vital so far as a gen-
uine communist movement is con-
cemed. Even though there is a con-
sistent philosophical approach
behind our analysis and investi-
gations as an undercurrent, we have
to take up the study of this subject
specifically and thoroughly, which is
not attempted here. .

13.2. In our analysis above, we
have already identified one tendency
existing for a long period in the
whole communist movement — that
of class-reductionism. Actually, dur-
ing the past few years, when we
were developing the new line, we
were confronting this problem again
and again. In understanding the
national question itself, we faced
this problem. Even though we
resolved the problem of counterpos-
ing the class struggle with national
struggle, we had not yet grasped the
non-class aspects of the national
question because of our own class-
reductionist approach. While break-
ing with the old mechanical ap-
proach on the woman question and
caste question we had recognized
the non-class aspects involved in
these questions. Still we had not
started a struggle against the class-
reductionist tendency which is well
entrenched in our thinking. So, in
these specific areas also we are fac-
ing serious obstacles, which can be
overcome only when we really start
a struggle against the concrete mani-
festations of this class-reductionist
approach. Now we are realizing the
importance of the non-class aspect
of the individual-society relation-
ship, in relation with the task of
developing proletarian democracy.
Also we realize the gravity of the
setback suffered by the communist

movement due to the lack of a cor-
rect dialectical understanding be-
tween class and non-class aspects
involved in developing a political
and economic system during the
transitional phase of socialism.

13.3. In this relation, there is
another important question which
has not yet been taken up for discus-
sion. Marxism is facing a serious
theoretical challenge from the envi-
ronmentalist movement emerging
and devcloping all over the world.
The crisis of the capitalist mode of
production is getting exposed in the
form of the dark future of the whole
of humanity and this globe itself.
The environmentalists raise the rele-
vant question that socialism could
not produce any alternate model of
production forces other than devel-
oping the production forces already
given by capitalism, and thus show
the way to overcome this crisis.
During the Cultural Revolution,
Mao had answered this question,
even though from a different angle.
He exposed the reactionary nature of
the theory of the productive forces
which was very much dominant in
the whole communist movement,
especially during the period of
socialist construction, and estab-
lished the course of revolutionary
transformation based on the revolu-
tion in production relations. By
emphasising the need to resolve the
contradiction between town and
countryside, he introduced a different
concept of developing the production
forces themselves. Actually this pro-
vided the theoretical basis for an alter-
nate mode of production under social-
ism, During the Cultural Revolution
many breakthroughs at the practical
level also were achieved. Of course
this is only a beginning. More ques-
tions are to be solved in this area.

13.4. While we have realized the
complex nature of the individual/
society relationship, it demands fur-
ther deepening of our understanding
on the differences and inter-
relationship between the class-indi-
vidual and non-class individual.
Marx had already pointed out this
division between personal and class
individual. Marx said: “...in the
course of historical evolution... there
appears a division within the life of
each individual in so far as it is per-
sonal and in so far as it is deter-
mined by some branch of labour and
the conditions pertaining to it.” (The
German Ideology, MESW, Moscow,
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Vol. 1, p. 66) But this question was
not taken for consideration afterwards.
It is in relation to this individ-
ual/society contradiction that the ques-
tion of value system comes in. The
Marxist position that there are no eter-
nal values, and that the value system
of different periods are closely linked
with the socio-economic systems of

each period has already been proven '

beyond doubt. But at the same time,
the role of the complex interrelation-
ship between class individual and non-
class individual in shaping the value
systems of each period is to be studied
further. Moreover, while struggling
against the existing value system, the
revolutionary movement has got the
responsibility to develop new altemate
value systems according to the specif-
ic stages of revolution. The value sys-
tem is closely linked up with the
dynamics of the cultural realm which
plays a very important role in the
whole social fabric. But generally this
task of developing the new value sys-
tem is neglected while focusing on the
economic and political tasks.

13.5. While we had tried to grasp
the dynamics of capitalist restoration
in the former socialist countries, we
had realized the role of mechanical
materialism which had dominated
over the whole revisionist thinking.
Now we see that in the whole his-
tory of the communist movement,
the dominance of mechanical mater-
ialism played an important role in
the deviations analyzed above. In
spite of the positive role played by
Lenin and Mao, in defeating the influ-
ence of mechanical materialism, as a
whole it dominated over the move-
ment. The economic reductionism in
the form of the theory of the produc-
tive forces and many other forms, and
class-reductionism reflected in the
neglect of other aspects of social
dynamics, are the major manifesta-
tions of this influence. Even though
Marx and Engels considered settling
accounts with mechanical materialism
as important as settling accounts with
idealism, the communist movement
as a whole has not been able to carry
forward the task as was needed. Lenin
and Mao could make significant con-
tributions in this direction, but the
state of affairs in the movement as a
whole remained very negalive.

13.6. As Lenin correctly pointed
out Marx did not give us a “logic
with a (capital) L”. Even though
Marx’s methodology of materialist
dialectics is well applied in his theo-

retical works, he could not sum it up
in the form of a systematic exposi-
tion of dialectical logic. Lenin was
referring to this. And Lenin and Mao
contributed in the course of their
attempts at the application of
Marxian dialectics, according to the
|concrete conditions they faced. Still,
we can see that materialist dialectics
remains at a very preliminary level.
|And this backwardness is reflected in
the continuous, repeated experiences
of one-sidedness, inability to grasp
the emerging new phenomena, etc, in
'the whole communist movement. Our
own experience shows how late we
were in grasping the actual social
dynamics of our own societies. And
even now we are only at a preliminary
level in achieving this task.

14. Conclusion

14.1. Marx made the following
illuminating, objective observation
about the proletarian revolutions of
the mid-19th century in which he
was a direct and intimate participant:
“...proletarian revolutions like those
of the 19th century criticize them-
selves constantly, inlerrupt them-
selves continually in their own
course, come back to the apparently
accomplished in order to begin it
afresh, deride with unmerciful thor-
oughness the inadequacies, weak-
nesses, and paltrinesses of their first
atlempts, seem to throw down their
adversary only in order that he may
draw new strength from the earth
and rise again, more gigantic, before
them, recoil ever and anon from the
indefinite prodigiousness of their
own aims, until a situation has been
created which makes all turning
back impossible....” (The Eighteenth
Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte,
MESW, Vol. 1, p, 401) Marx is talk-
ing about the spontaneous proletari-
an revolutions whereas we are now
discussing the 20th century proletar-
ian revolutions led by the conscious
vanguard of the proletariat, the com-
munist parties. Still, the above
observation gives us a deeper insight
into the method we have to adopt for
evaluating the experiences of the
20th century revolutions, Now, we
realize that these experiences cannot
be analyzed merely at the level of the
subjective weakness of the commu-
nist parties. Rather, they have out-
grown this to the level of the histori-
cal reality of this period. They have to
be understood and evaluated in the

broader, objective canvas of the histo-
ry of the period. The communists of
the 20th century have to be the most
active, vanguard participants in this
process. They have to analyze “with
unmerciful thoroughness the inade-
quacies, weaknesses and paltrinesses”
of their previous attempts. And this
will have to be repeated again and
again, “until a situation has been cre-
ated which makes all turning back
impossible”, because we realize that
the path of making proletarian revolu-
tions for realizing communism is a
very protracted and tortuous one.
14.2. All the subjective and ob-
jective experiences of the whole
communist movement as well as the
whole historical experiences of this
period amply prove that the histor-
ical materialist approach developed
by Marxism is the only effective tool
in our hands to comprehend the
complexities of social dynamics and
the process of historical develop-
ment. The same tool helps us to
understand the weaknesses of the
communist movement itself. And
this is one of the most important rev-
olutionary qualities of Marxism. The
analysis and attempts at rectification
are to be grasped in this background.
When the people of the former
socialist countries put the commu-
nist strategy of monopoly power for
the party during the whole transi-
tional phase of socialism on the
dock of history, communists cannot
remain satisfied with the consolation
that this is the result of backward
thinking among the people. On the
contrary, these experiences again
and again indicate the Marxist teach-
ing that the people alonc are the cre-
ators of history. Communists have to
be humble enough to learn from this
experience without any attempts to
cover up their own weaknesses and
mistakes. Then only can they regain
their vanguard role in the process of
ever advancing historical develop-
ments. Communists have to ruthless-
ly expose and defeat the brand of
Marxism propagated and practised
in the form of sterile, dead dogmas.
Marxism is a dynamic philosophy
and guide to revolutionary practice.
Our urgent historical task is to
regain its vitality and dynamism in
order to carry forward the task of
revolution at all levels. O



