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FOREWORD
Written by Com. Madhusudhan Raj

On the occasion of the third death anniversary of Comrade
Chandra Pulla Reddy the Central Committee of the Communist
Party of India (Marxist-Leninist) pays revolutionary homage
to its leader and to the thousands of martyrs who had laid down
their lives for the cause of revolution. In memory of these
martyrs the Central Committee places before you the Second
volume of the selected writings of Comrade CP. These articles
written by him pertain to the period after the historic break
with the neo-revisionists-- the CPM.

This Volume contains mainly the polemical writings of
Comrade CP, as the title indicates. This Critique of various
pronounced wrong trends within the Communist revolutionary
movement spans a long period from the historic Naxalbari
peasant uprising. The concepts enunciated in the struggle
against the right and left deviations are not only relevant but
necessary too in the contemporary situation, for developing the
revolutionary movement. The formulations made by Comrade
CP continue to be guiding principles for the Indian Revolution.

The various articles also show the developmental process
of the various concepts within the revolutionary movement.

Comrade CP Reddy having understood the necessity and
importance of Agrarian Revolution in India strove hard to make
this the central concept in all the debates with in the communist
revolutionary movement. He undertqQok a deep study of the
Russian and Chinese revolutions, the writings of Marx, Engels,
Lenin, Stalin and Mao. He always strove to integrate the basic
deological postulates of Marxism with the concrete conditions
md problems of Indian revolution. He placed the concept of
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Peoples War path-in its correct perspective and against its
distortion. ‘Annihilation of individual class enemies no united
Jront with the democratic classes’ ‘all secret work, no open
work’, ‘no mass work’ etc. all mangfestanons of left adventurism
had been thoroughly exposed.in the writings of Comrade CP
as gross vulgarisation of the very concept of Peoples War.

With the success of the struggle against the left deviation,
new concepts cropped up i.e. the wrong concepts of united
fronts. It was argued that the working class can go for general
political united front's with the opposition sections of the ruling
classes, after having decided the main enemy. So the concept
always joining with the lesser against the greater danger was
defeated by Comrade C.P. He stressed the independent
mavement of the toiling masses. He brought forth the
significance of the class struggles of the workers and peasants
while utilising the contradictions within the ruling classes. He
could thus the foresee essence of the calls of patriotic and
democratic, anti-authoritarian, secular and democratic, left and
democratic united front etc. All these he said are useful to one
section of the ruling classes. These calls leave aside the agrarian
revolution and the new democratic united front of the 4
democratic classes. -

With the participation in elections this wrong concept of
united front with one section of the ruling classes was extended
to electoral alliances with opposition parties. Here again Com.
CP drew lessons from the experiences of Russia, other countries
and the practise in India. He stated that eléctoral alhances and
agrarian resolution are incompatible.

Then this right trend took another form i.e. restraining
class struggle, not allowing the extepsion of resistance struggle,
legalisation, open party organisation. The later articles of Com.
CP Reddy reflect the struggles against these trends.

Finally the article on party organisation dwells deep into
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the wrong concepts and practices of the disruptors, in the
question of party building. He showed how wrong political
thought resorts to wrong organisational measures i.e.
disruption. He stressed the need for building the correct, well
disciplined party organisation based on honesty, sincerity,
revolutionary discipline, democratic centralism, criticism and
self-criticism and sacrifice. The bitter class struggle is equally
or rather more bitter within the communist movement.

This volume therefore refers the bitter struggles.
Dear friends and Comrades.

On this occasion, Communist Party of India (Marxist-
Leninist) once again reaffirms its convictions and pledges to
carry forward the revolutionary movement. We hope that this
volume with its tremendous value will also help deepen the
understanding of the communist revolutionaries in tackl ing the
problems faced by the Indian revolution.

Revolutionary homage to thousands of martyrs!
Red salutes to Comrade C.P. Reddy

CENTRAL COMMITTEE
9-11-87 COMMUNIST PARTY OF INDIA

(MARXIST-LENINIST)
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ODPDPORTUNISM OF THE, CDM AND IT$
CONTRADICTIONS “

The growing economic and political crisis in the country, the grow-
ing dissatisfaction of the masses, the growing people’s struggles through-
out the country, though most of them of a spontaneous character, above all
the growing rivalry of the two super powers for domination over our coun-
try, with the Soviet Union having the upper hand, have been increasing the
divisions between the various sections of the ruling classes and their parties
and increasing the instability of the ruling classes as a whole.

This has been resulting in continuous splits in each ruling class party.
The Congress has been split thrice already. The Janata Party split four times
already. The Lokdal has already been split. The Akali Party has been split.
Even then, the present ruling class parties including the ruling Indira Con-
gress Party are faced with increasing dissidence in their own ranks.

Now this virus has spread to the CP1. With the open encouragement
of Indira Gandhi, the Dange faction, the architect of revisionism in India, :
has split away from the official CPI.

For all outside appearances, the CPI pretends to be united. If you look
at the CPM, right from 1968, first the communist revolutionaries broke
away from it, since then small groups have been breaking away from the
CPM. How and then some local groups broke away from CPM in West
Bengal, Madhya Pradesh, Maharastra and Kamataka in Kerala in many
places local CPM cadres are joining RSS. Now the news comes that one
CPM-MLA from Punjab, Daya Singh, has joined the Congress (I), because
as per his statement, he has now found more progressivism in the Indira’s
policies, than in CPM.

The CPM leadership has been trying to cover up these, frequent cracks
in its ranks through its hold over the provincial ministries in Tripura, West
Bengal and Kerala.

There are inherent contradictions between CPM’s declared policies

and its actual practices, its political professions and its actual practices. Its

" political opportunism is coming out more and more nakedly. These contra-

dictions are bound to lead to greater dissentions and internal crisis. CPM
cannot escape from facing such a situation.

1
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Look at these contradictions and its political opportunism more deeply.
L Is it equi-distant between CPSU and CPC ?

The claim of the CPM leadership has always been that it is opposed to
the “right deviation” of the the CPSU .and the “left-adventurism’ of the
CPC, that it is alone following correct Marxism-Leninism, and that it stands
for the unity of the whole world “Communist” movement. But its practice
is entirely in the opposite direction, always opposing the CPC and always
supporting the CPSU on all international issues.

Let us look at the facts. The CPM continues to oppose the Three World
Theory, still being upheld by the present CPC leadership even after the
death of Comrade Mao. It is opposed to Mao Tse Tung Thought. It is op-
posed to the major aspects of the internal policy of the CPC.

On the other hand, the CPM leadership has been consistently sup-
porting all the imperialist aggressions of the Soviet Union abroad- the oc-
cupation of Czechoslovakia, its intervention in Angola, Yemen, its support
to Ethiopia against Somalia, its support to Vietnam’s aggrcssion against
Kampuchea, Soviet occupation of Afghanistan, the deceptive “Peace’ plans
of the Soviet Union-its threat of intervention in the Internal policies of Po-
land etc.

There is not a single issue of international importance on which the
CPM dared to oppose the CPSU. There is not a single issue of international
importance on which the CPM leadership dared to support the position of
the CPC.

Till very recently the CPM leadership has been putting out stories in
the daily press that it was going to renew the relations with the CPC on
Party to Party basis, that its delegation was going to China for discussions,
that it was working for unity between CPC and CPSU.

But practice proved otherwise. In the wake of the threat of the Indira
Congress Central government to topple the CPM led government all this
deceptive talk evaporated and of late the CPM leadership is more openly
coming out to condemn China of “siding” with US imperialism. The Gen-
eral Secretary of the CPM has openly condemned China for “hobnobbing’
with US imperialism. A few days back, Jyeti Basu openly declared that
China was conspiring with US imperialism and Pakistan against India, and
that Indira Gandhi was not stfficiently rousing the people against this con-

spiracy of China. What proletarian internationalism can there be a more
2
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shameful statement from one who claims himself to be a communist? Is it
not a blatant lie? Let us remember that Basu is telling this blatant lie when
the foreign minister of China is coming to India for talks, when our foreign
minister is going to Pakistan for talks i.e. when intensive triangular discus-
sions between China-Pakistan-India are in the offing.

Thus one can easily see the contradiction between the professions of
CPM leadership to be equi-distant between CPSU and CPC and its practice
of shameful support to the social imperialist policies of the Soviet Union.

How does the CPM leadership defend its policies on this ?

Its only defence is that Soviet Union is a Socialist country and not a
social imperialist country. Because it did not like open support of the Soviet
Union to the Emergency rule of Indira Gandhi, which came in conflict with
it’s own pretention of opposition to Indira’s rule, the CPM leadership says
that the CPSU leadership commits some mistakes of “right’ deviation. This
is the only point of difference between CPSU and CPM.

About this “right deviation” of the CPSU, the CPM leadership has
been speaking for the last 17 years. Even after this long period of practice,
according to the CPM, right deviation does not become revisionism. What
is the root of right deviation in CPSU, according to the CPM. Is it not a
reflection of bourgeois elements and bourgeois thinking? Enough evidence
has come before the world to show that Socialism has been destroyed and
capitalism restored in the Soviet Union after the death of Comrade Stalin.

We could see the restoration of capitalism nakedly in the Soviet .
Union’s policy of social imperialism abroad, particularly in the export of
capital and economic and political pressures on the Third World countries
for domination, struggle for spheres of influence, arms race, rivalry with
US imperialism for world domination and finally series of imperialist ag-
gressions against other countries. Is there any difference between the prac-
tices of US imperialism and Soviet Union on all these issues ? None.

How does the CPM leadership justify these aggressions of the Soviet
Union? They say that Soviet Union is not committing aggression but help-
ing liberation movement in other countries.

Does Marxism-Leninism justify these aggressions in the name of sup-
portto liberation movements? Never, There is not a single ward in the whole
Marxist-Leninist literature to justify such dastardly actions.

3
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Only during the last stages of the Second World War the Red Army
under the leadership of Stalin advanced upto Berlin, to fight Hitler’s fascist
armies and thus helped in the liberation of Europe from fascism. But that

was a war situation.

So no amount of lies and deceptions from the CPM leadership can
cover up the imperialist aggressions of Soviet social imperialists.

2. Fake opposition to imperialism-real support to Soviet social imperialisron.

The CPM leadership claims to be the champion of struggle against
imperialism particularly US imperialism in India, but in practice they are
covering up the growing exploitation of our country by Soviet social inpe-
rialism in India, its growing economic and political domination in the coun-_
try, attempts to convert our country into its neo colony. Another contradic-
tion of the CPM between its professions and practice.

_ The CPM leadership leadership claims that India is a 'fully sovereign’
country, while the reality is otherwise. The big-bourgeois-big landlord classes
ruling our country today are comprador in nature, subservient to imperial-
ism and social imperialism and thus helping the domination of imperialism
over our country.

The CPM leadership claims that Soviet Union is a “socialist’ country
and that help to India is “self-less” aid meant to fight against imperialism.
But this is another blatant lie and deception.

The Soviet Union in competition with other imperialist powers had
begun to enter the Indian market on a big scale with the beginning of the
Second Five year plan. Since private industries had already been monopolised
by the Western powers, it began to enter the public sector in the name of
industrialising the country. Its investments in India are already more than
Rs. 500 crores, and by the time the latest promises of “aid" are imple-
mented it is going to reach Rs. 1000 crores. It already occupies the first or
second place in our export and import trade. It already dominates our steel,
heavy machine tools, electrical machinery, and oil refinery industries. It
has got new facilities to enter coal and cement. It is entering our agricultural
front too.

With Soviet help the public sector has already reached the command-
ing heights of our country.
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But if we go deeper into this question, Soviet help to our public sector
bears the following characteristics. :

— Our public sector industries are meant to build the infrastructure
industries which our-industrialists are not in a position to build on their
own, So they are built with public money to enable the growth of private
industries. That is why along with the growth of public sector industries,
private industries too, belonging to comprador bourgeoisie and imperialist
powers have grown. The Soviet help to our public sector industries has only
helped in drawing more capital from the western countries into our country.

— Soviet Union is using its “help” to our country, to convert our coun-
try into its market, to séll its out-dated machinery and technology at high
rates and to purchase raw materials from our country for its use at cheaper
rates, exploiting the country from both sides.

Soviet Union helps certain industries in India, the produce from some
of which it purchases at low prices. This is so particularly in some of the
engineering industries.

It is also utilising the industries like oil refinery, only to refine the
crude from the Soviet Union and sell it in India.

Thus Soviet Union is using its “help” to India to sell its goods in
India, and to capture our market just as any other nnpenahst power.

The Soviet Union is building certain semi-processing industries in
India in the form of joint industries to produce certain semi-processed goods
and purchase the whole producé from these industries at cheap rates and
give a final shape in their own country, thus depriving our country of the
surplus value produced by our workers. This is nothing but the old imperi-
alist practice of exploiting the colonial and semi-colonial countries.

- The Soviet “aid” to the Indian big bourgeois, big landlord classes
has never helped in building an independent self-sufficient economy free
from imperialist economy.

- The Soviet Union has never helped to train our englneers or techni-
cians to build such industries on their own. On the other hand it is the impe-
rialists who are competing with the Soviet Union to enter our Public Sector

-

industries.

The Bhilai Steel industry, built with the help of the Soviet Union has
| 5
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not enabled our engineers to build other steel industries on our own. But the
British and the West Germans have entered the steel industry.

The Soviet ‘help’ to our oil refinery industry has not enabled our
country to build refinery industries on our own. But the other imperialist
powers are building other refinery complexes. Now the prospecting for new
oil resources in the country has been thrown open to the imperialist multi-
nationals. Many other examples could be cited.

The trade between India and the Soviet Union is on the rupee basis. It
is mainly connected with the public sector industries. But the private indus-
tries are still dominated by the Western powers and the native big bourgeoi-
sie. So the increase of trade with the Soviet Union has not helped in de-
creasing the dependence on the Western powers On the other hand it is
increasing. The balance of payments to the disadvantage of India is increas-
ing. And our foreign debt has already reached nearly Rs. 25,000 Crores.
Yearly payments towards these debts is already eating up nearly half of our
exports.

In short the more the Soviet capital in India, the more the Western
capital in India. The more the Soviet capital in India the more the loans
from the Western powers, particularly from Us imperialism.

The reality today is that while the Soviet Union keeping its domi-
nance over the Public Sector industries, is trying to enter the private indus-
tries. Us imperialism and other western powers, while keeping their domi-
nance in the private industries, are trying to enter the Public Sector.

Just like the old imperialist powers, the Soviet Union is using its eco-
nomic position in the country, to gain political and military domination
over our country. It is buying or controlling dailies and weeklies to defend
its policies. Through various corruptive practices, it is trying to get control
over our educational institutions. It is trying to gather various sections of
the ruling classes in support of its policies.

Apart from pro-Soviet elements in other ruling class parties, the Indira
Congress, the CPI and CPM are the main Soviet allies in our country.

In addition, the Soviet Union has almost got the monopoly of supply
of military hardware to our governinent.

Thus we can see that Soviet Union dominates the public sector, the

6
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commanding heights of our economy. It is in a better position to influence
the internal and external policies of the country in its favour that then West-

ern powers.

As part of their rivalry for world domination, both the Super powers,
USA and Soviet Union are contesting for domination over our country,
with the Soviet Union having the upper hand. Now with the Soviet military

occupation of Afghanistan, the danger of our country becoming a neo-oolony
of the Soviet Union is greater today.

Thus one could see that inspite of all the big claims of the CPM lead-
‘ership to the contrary, its policies are only helping the economic, political
and military domination of both the super powers in India. This only shows
the CPM is fighting neither against Soviet imperialism nor against US im-
perialism, except in words with regard to the latter.

Thus one could see another big contradiction between the claim of
the CPM leadership to be the champion of struggle against imperialism but
in practice helping to strengthen the imperialist hold over our country. By
not recognising Soviet ‘aid’ as imperialist and in fact by glorifying it as
‘socialist’ ‘self-less’ aid, the CPM is actually strengthening the domination
of Soviet social imperialism over our country.

3. Professing Proletarian internationalism and practicing the worst kind
of national chauvinism in the service of the ruling classes

The CPM leadership which claims to be a ‘Marxist-Leninist’ Party
always proclaims to be strictly following the principles of Proletarian inter-
nationalism, but in practice has gone to such low depths of national chau-
vinism on many issues - to gain the approval of the ruling classes and serve
them better. Here there is another contradiction between its declared policy
and its practice. Let us look at the following facts.

— Ours is a multinational state, where many nationalities are inhabit-
ing our country and the problem of nationalities exists, leading to various
contradictions and conflicts in the political life of the country.

Marxism-Leninism has advocated Self-determination for nationali-
ties, including the right of secession combining it with the preservation of
unity of the country on the basis of voluntary agfeement of all the nationali-
ties inhabiting in a multinational state.

The big bourgeois big landlord classes in our country, in their drive
7
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for complete control of the All India market, never recognise the equality of
nationalities and the right of Self determination of nationalities. They sup-
press the national aspirations of the backward natiomalities.

The CPM leadership (the CPI too) in order to curry the favour of the
ruling classes has come out against the application of right of Self determi-
nation for nationalities to the Indian conditions, with its “profound’ analy-
sis that in India there are no oppressor and oppressed nationalities as in
Tzarist Russia. The absurdity of this ‘theory’ can be easily understood if we

remember that comrade Stalin argued for the retention of the right of self

determination for nationalities in the 1936 Constitution even under condi-
tions of socialism.

With this pretext they refuse to recognise the right of self determina-
tion for Mizoram and Nagaland or any other North-Eastern state. They refuse
to recognise the Right of Self determination for J&K. With this pretext,
they shamelessly supported the annexation of Sikkim by the Indian govern-
ment.

— They refused to see the expansionist nature of the Indian ruling
classes. It is because .of their expansionist nature that the Indian classes
always rods national chauvinism in our people against Pakistan, Bangladesh
and China leading to perpetual wars and conflicts, diverting and disrupting
the revolutionary struggle of our people.

They shamelessly supported all wars of expansionism engineered by
the Indian ruling classes with the support of Soviet social imperialism against
Pakistan and its dismemberment,

Now the CPM leadership is in the forefront of the national chauvinist
propaganda against Bangladesh on the Farakka issue.

They are in full agreement with Indira Gandhi in condemning Paki-
stan, in its efforts to secure arms for its own self-defence and condemn it as
US conspiracy. They have gone to such low depths as to denounce China as
conspiring with Pakistar and US imperialism against India, while in reality
China is making efforts to improve relations with India.

They are condemning the just struggle of the Assam people and rous-
ing Bengali chauvinism against thie people of Assam.

4. A Party of ‘srmed insurrection’s in the ciies and ‘armed guerilla
8
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Peasant struggle’ IN WORDS, BUT a Party caught in the mire of
Parliamentarism never to come back to the path of struggle

The CPM leaders shout from house-tops that their is the only party of
‘Revolution’ in India, but in actual practice, it has been confirmed that it is
going down in the mire of Parliamentarism, down the path of Millerandism,
never to come back to the path of struggle and here we have got another
inherent contradiction in the professions and practice of the CPM leader-
ship. Let us look at this point more deeply.

At the time when the CPI and CPM leaderships betrayed the Great
Telengana armed struggle of 1946-51 and took the path of parliamentary
activities, all of them unanimously bellowed that they had kept the arms in
‘secret’ dumps, that their participation in Parliamentary institutions was only
‘temporary’ and would soon dig out the “secret’ arms for armed struggle.

Thirty years have elapsed since these “heraic” statement were made
by the CPI and CPM leadership. But this “temporary retreat” has never
ended. Even after thirty years, the digging out of the “secret’ arms dumps
has never become a reality. The CPM leadership to make a show of revolu- -
tion broke away from the CPI but parliamentarism has never stopped. On
the other hand it is going down deeper and deeper along the road of
Parliamentarism.

The CPM programme declares that when all avenues for peaceful
transformation of society are exhausted, the people are bound to take to
armed insurrection that CPM believes in armed insurrection in the cities
combining it with armed peasant guerilla struggle in the rural areas. Under
the mask of such “heroic’ statements the CPM leadership has been engaged
in the worst form of parliamentary opportunism.

" Let us look at the theoretical absurdity of the CPM pundits on this
question.

Does it really believe in armed struggle ?

If the CPM leadership really believes in what it says about “armed
insurrection’ in the cities and “armed peasant guerilla struggle’ in the rural
areas, why should it hate Mao Tse Tung Thoughts and the concept of People’s
War and take the communist revolutionaries as its main enemies in India at
present? The very presentation of the question exposes the pretentions of
the CPM leadership on the question of armed struggle.

9
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Participation in elections.

It is true that Marxism-Leninism does advocate that we should par-
ticipate in the Parliamentary institutions when the revolutionary movement
is at low ebb or boycott the Parliamentary institutions when the revolution-
ary movement is sweeping the country. But Marxism-Leninism has always
said that the aim. of participation in or boycott of these institutions as the
situation demands, is to advance the revolutionary movement in the coun-
try.

For revolutionaries, when they participate in elections the sole aim
should be to use it for the propagation of revolutionary politics and strengthen
revolutionary movement in the country. This participation should be com-
bined with the strengthening of the class struggle outside with rousing and
organising the people - the workers, peasants, students and government
employees for anti imperialist and anti big bourgeois - big landlord struggles.
In short, it should be combined with organising the people for rwstance
and thus advance the revolutionary movement in the country.

Does the practice of the CPM leadership have anything to do with
this orientation ?

What are the revolutionary struggles led by the CPM or CPI leader-
ship any where in the country? During the last 30 years of parliamentary
participation, have they any where or at any time gone beyond economic
and legal agitation ? If any clashes have taken place with the armed forces
of the government it is nothing but a sponaneous character and inspite of
the leadership’s efforts to confine them to economism and legalism. The
whole purpose of such an agitation has been to captalise on the dissatisfac-
tion of the masses from one election to another.

Participation in and trying to capture various parliamentary institu-
tions gram panchayats, Samities, Parishads, Assemblies and Parliament has
been the only orientation of the CPM leadership combined with economic
and legal agitation. Will an 'body seriously believe that such an orientation
will ever lead to “insurrecticn’ in the cities and “armed guerilla struggle’ in
the rural areas ? .

Opportunistic political alliances for electoral gains

Participating in elections to advance the class struggles to advance
the revolutionary movement in the country, as the situation demands, is

10
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entirely different from electoral alliances with sections of the ruling class
parties.

Where has Marxism-Leninism said that the working class party should
make opportunistic alliances with sections of the ruling class parties for
electoral gains ? While the CPI went for electoral alliance with the ruling
Indira Congress Party during the Emergency, the CPM went in for the same
kind of all alliances with opposition section of the ruling classes. That was
the only difference between the CPI and CPM till 1977 general elections.
Now the CPI too has begun to adopt the same tactics as the CPM.

In Support of such opportunistic alliances, the CPI and CPM are never
tired of quoting to us from the teachings of Lenin from ‘Left wiag Commu-
nism’. But unfortunately for them, Left Wing Communism has explained
when we should boycott the elections or when we should participate in the
elections to advance the revolutionary struggle. Even when Lenin said that
the small Communist Party of Britain should support the British Labour
Party in those days, against the Liberals or Conservatives he called upon
them to have friendly contest among the workers to find who has the greater
strength there to decide the candidate. Does the practice of CPM have any-
thing to do with the teachings of Lenin on this question ?

In 1936-37, during the days of Stalin, Dimitrov’s report did advocate
electoral alliances with Socialists, Republicans etc. on a clear cut programme
of opposition to monopoly capitalism, opposition to Fascism and war. Does
the practice of CPI and CPM anything to d» with the teachings of Dimitrov’s
report ?

There is another ideological aspect to this question. Election agree-
ments with any section of the ruling class parties is nothing but political
united front with them. Based on Marxism-Leninism, when can the work-
ing class have a political united front with any section of the ruling classes
? Practice has so far shown us that in the developed capitalist countries, i.e..
Western countries and Japan etc., the working class had united front with
sections of the ruling classes in the struggle against fascism or during times
of foreign aggression agaihst their countries as during the period of the
Second world war.

In the vast colonial and semi-colonial countries, the working class
can unite with sections of the ruling classes against foreign imperialist ag-
gression, in the struggle against Emergency rule, like that of Indira Gandhi
as in 1975-76, or when the country becomes the neo-colony of any of the
two super powers or other imperiali?tl powers. In other periods it is one of
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utilising the contradictions of the various sections of the ruling classes on
various issues...economic and political... To advance the peoples struggles
against the common enemy, while exposing the reactionary policies of those
with whom we unite.

From this, one can clearly see that the policies and practices of the
CPI and CPM with regard to alliances has nothing to do with the interests of
the class struggle or with the teachings of Marxism-Leninism. It is sheer
political opportunism in the interests of their Parliamentary path in opposi-
tion to class struggle and revolutionary struggle. :

FORMATION OF MINISTRIES IN VARIOUS STATES

The opportunism of the CPM leadership did not stop with opportun-
ist political alliances with sections of the ruling classes for electoral gains.
Now it has advanced to the level of capturing state power at the provincial
levels, through elections. From 1957, this has become the main feature of
the CPM tactics.

The CPM leadership is carving for power at the state level under the
present big bourgeois-big landlord constitution which is completely reac-
tionary, meant only to serve the interests of imperialism and social imperi-
alism and our ruling classes - an instrument to supress and exploit the com-
mon people of our country. Under this constitution, all power, financial and
otherwise is mobilised by the centre, leaving only residuary powers to the
state governments. Every Bill or Act of the State Assembly is to be signed
either by the governor ------ nominated by the Centre, or by the President.
The Central government can dismiss any state govt. at any time; state gov-
ernments that it does not like and impose President's rule in that state. -

Under this constitution, can the state governments do anything useful
to the people, solve any of the basic problems of the people? Experience
has proved that the CPM led governments in Tripura, West Bengal or Kerala
can only implement certain reforms approved by the Central government
and nothing else. —

What ever reforms the CPM led governments have been able to intro-
duce in these states, let us remember that they have never gone beyond the
wishes of the ruling classes at the centre. They cannot touch any basic prob-
lems of the people - " land to the tiller, living wages to the workers,
nationalisation of industriés, either of our big bourgeoisie or of the imperi-
alists, the growing prices, growing black market, growing unemployment,
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and growing tax burden on the people etc. |

Of course one can welcome reforms, if they help to heighten the con-
sciousness of the people for further struggles against the semi-colonial and
smi-feudal system of exploitation in the country at present. Can anybody
say that the reforms of the CPM led governments are heightening the con-
sciousness of the people for further struggles against the present system of
exploitation? The whole purpose of these reforms is to dull the conscious-
ness of the people, to divert the -attention of the people from the path of
struggle and still further increase the parliamentary illusions of the people.

Does the existence of the CPM led governments in the three states

- help in increasing the tempo and consciousness of the people’s struggles in

other states as claimed by the CPM leadership? No. They have never gone

beyond legal and economic agitation. It has only increased opportunism in

the ranks of this Party for still more opportunistic alliances with ruling class
parties, with landlord parties for petty electoral gains.

It cannot be otherwise. Today in order to save their governments, the
CPM leaders and ministers oppose workers strikes in their states, side with
Jotedars in their struggles against the peasants, they oppose glehrao by the
workers, they shamelessly invite capital even from the imperialist multina-
tional companies. '

Thus one can see how these governments led by the CPM, instead of
being instruments of “struggle’ as their leaders preach, they have become in
practice instruments of suppression. One should never forget how it was the
CPM ministry in West Bengal in 1967 that suppressed the armed present
struggle in Naxalbari. On the other hand, instead of serving as the instru-
ments of ‘struggle’ these governments have become instruments to breed
corruption at all levels of their party, to breed new bureaucrats in the vil-
lages, in the co-operative movement, in the Panchayats, Samities etc. They
are only breeding ‘new’ peasant elements “new’ landlord elements who are
behaving worse than the old landlords.

Another question. Are any reforms useful to the people possible un-
der the present conditions of extreme economic and political crisis? To say
yes is nothing but deception.

Let us remember Lenin’s teachings on the relation between reforms
and revolution. Lenin says :

“On the other hand it is more advantageous to the working class for
13
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the necessary changes in the direction of bourgeois democracy to take place
by way of revolution and not by way of reform, because the path of reform
is one of delay, procrastimation, the painfully slow decomposition of the
putrid parts of the national organism. It is the proletariat and the peasentary
that suffer first of all most from that putrefaction. The revolutionary path is
" one of rapid amputation, which is the least painful to the proletariat, the
path of immediate removal of what is putrescent the path of least compli-
ance with and consideration for the monarch and abominable, vile, rotten
and noxious institutions that go with it. (Lenin, Two Tactics of Social De-
mocracy in the Democratic Revolution, p.45)

We have seen the practical results of the CPM led governments. Now
let us discus one fundamental theoretical question here. Does Marxism-
Leninism agree that a working class party can accept power under reaction-
ary constitutions? If so, under what conditions?

Marxism-Leninism has never said the working class should not as-
sume power till a successful working class revolution takes place. There are
occasions when the working class party gave a call for intermediate gov-
ermment with other forces, under specific conditions, to further advarce the
revolutionary struggle.

For instance, Comrade Lenin, in his famous article, ‘Two tactics of
Social democracy in the Democratic revolution’ written in July 1905, gave
the call for the “Provisional revolutionary government," even before the
Tzarist government was overthrown.

But let us remember that Comrade Lenin gave the call in the begin-
ning of the 1905 Revolution in Russia. The Third Congress of the Russian
Social Democratic Labour Party, in its resolution on “Provisional Revolu-
tionary government’’ declared.:

a) That it is necessary to spread among the working class a concrete idea
of the most probable course of the revolution, and of necessity, at certain
moments in the revolution, for the emergence of a provisional revolution-
ary government, from which the proletariat will demand the realisation of
all the immediate political and economic demands of our programme (the
minimum programme).

b) That subject to the alignment of forces and other factors which can-
not be exactly predetermined, representatives of our party may partlcxpate
in the provisional revolutionary government for the purpose of wagmg a

relentless struggle against all counter - revolutionary attempts and of de- |
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fending the independent interests of the working class.

¢) That an indespensable condition for such participation is strict con-
trol of its representatives by the Party, and the constant safeguarding of the
independence of Social democracy which strives for the complete socialist
revolution, and consequently, is irreconcilably opposed to all the bourgeois
parties. . '

d) That irrespective of whether participation of social democrats in the
provisional revolutionary government is possible or not, we must propa-
gate among the broadest sections of the proletariat the idea that armed pro-
letariat led by Social democratic party must bring to bear constant pressure
on the provisional government for the purpose of defending, consolidating
and extending the against of the revolution.

(Lenin, Two tactics of Social democracy in the democratic revolution, P.16)

Explaining the significance of this resolution, Comrade Lenin against
ahd again declared that this Provisional revolutionary government is an
“organ of insurrection’ that "in origin and basic character such a govern-
ment must be an organ of popular uprising. Its formal purpose must be to
serve as an instrument for convening a national constituent assembly. The
content of its activities must be the implementation of the minimum
programme of proletarian democracy, the only programme capable of safe-
guarding the interest of the people that has risen in revolt against the autoc-

racy’’. (Ibid, P.20).

Answering the question whether it is permissible in principle far so-
cial democrats to participate in a provisional revolutionary government Lenin
declared :

It is permissible in principle for Social democrats to participate in a
provisional revolutionary government (during the period of democratic revo-
lution, the period of struggle for a republic). By this we once for all dissoci-
ate ourselves both from the anarchists, who answer this question in the nega-
tive in principle, and from the tail enders in social democracy (like Martynov
and the new-Iskra supporters), who have tried to frighten us with the pros-
pect of a situation in which it might prove necessary for us to participate in
such a government’’. (Ibid, P.22).

What for ?
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1) a relentless struggle against counter - revolutionary attempts.
2) The defence of the independent interest of the warking class.

The formation of a Provisional revolutionary government and the
participation of communists in such a government-Comrade Lenin described
as organising Revolution from “above’ he declared :

“The long reign of political reaction in Europe, which has lasted al-
most uninterruptedly since the days of the Paris Commune, has made us to
greatly accustom to the idea that action can proceed only “from below’ has
greatly inured us to seeing only defensive struggles. We have now undoubt-
edly entered a new era ---- a period of political upheavals and revolutions-
has begun. In a period such as that which Russia is now passing through, it
is impermissible to confine ourselves to old, stereotyped formulae. We must
- propagate the idea of action from above and must study the conditions for
and forms of, such action’’ (Ibid, P.23)

But comrade Lenin also warned that we must eventually be prepared
for action from below, He said :

“Having explained all aspects of the party’s policy with regard to
action from above ... this new, hitherto almost unprecedented method of
struggle ... the resolution also provides for the eventuality that we shall not
“be able to act from above. We must in any case exercise pressure on the
provisional revolutionary government from below. To be able to exercise
this pressure from below, the proletariat must be armed, for in a revolution-
ary situation matters develop with exceptional rapidity to the stage of open
civil war - and must be led by the Social democratic party. The object of its
armed pressure is to defend, consolidate and extend the gains of the revolu-
tion i.e. those gains which from the standpoint of the proletariat’s interests,
must consist in fulfilling the whole of our minimum programme’ (Ibid P.24)

Again in 1936-37, during the period of struggle against fascism, un-
der the leadership of Comrade Stalin, Dimitrov’s report also called upon
the communists to participate in intermediate governments in alliance with
socialists and other republicans on a clear-cut programme of struggle against
- in lebenance of the working class interests in the struggle agaigst monopoly
capitalism and in defence of peace. But he also said that for the participa-
tion of communists in such governments, the mass movement in the coun-
try should be in a position to directly intervene and force the government to
implement the agreed programme.
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After defeating Japanese aggression against China, and before Chaing-
Kai-Shek started the second civil war against the liberated zones under the
leadership of the communists, Comrade Mao gave the slogan of coalition
governments with an anti-imperialist and anti-feudal programme and con-
ducted negotiations with the Chaing Kai-Sheik government to expose his
reactionary policies and conspiracies for civil war. '

‘ From these historical teachings from the great Marxist thinkers, can
anyone say that Marxists-Leninists could accept power under reactionary
big bourgeois-big landlord constitution? Can the CPM leadership say that
its proyincial ministries are organs of power as Lenin envisaged? Are they
instruments of ‘struggle’ as the CPM leadership claims? On the other hand
they are nothing but organs of suppression and exploitation of the people.
Lenin said that people must be armed and people’s pressure from below
must be constant and consistent on the provisional revolutionary govern-
ment to break the vaccillation of the bourgeoisie. But the CPM leadership is
prepared to make any compromise with its allies in the front even against
the interests of the people to keep itself in power, as we are witnessing its
performance in Kerala in alliance with the Congress (U).

One can see that the CPM has advanced from participating in elec-
tions to the opportunist political alliances with sections of the ruling classes
and sharing power with them in the provincial ministries. Now preserving
these ministries, and fictitious opposition in the other provinces and oppor-
tunistic political alliances with big bourgeois big landlord parties “that is
the road of Delhi’ that is the road that the CPM leadership has chalked ourt
for itself.

Can anybody see any grain of “revolution’ in this whole orientation?
Thus one could see the biggest contradiction between the CPM’s claim
of working for “insurrection’ in the cities and “armed peasant guerillsa

struggle’ in the rural areas and its actual naked practice of parliamentary
path.

5. Bogus claims of ﬁghtiﬁg against Indira’s authoritariconi.

The CPM leadership loudly claims tat it is fighting against the
“authoritariani" of Indira Gandhi. But does its practice prove it?

What is the basis for authoritariani? It is the semi-colonial and semi-

feudal society that is the basis for all authoritarianism. Its whole programme,
whatever be its professions, in practice only helps in the preservation of the
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present semi-colonial and semi-feudal society in our country.

As long as this society exists, the basis for “authoritarianisrmn”
With our fighting to change the present semi-colonial and semi-feudal
ety, its claims of fighting against the authoritarianism is nothing but

In the name of fighting against authoritarianism, whom has it g
ered around it? Apart from certain forces in West Bengal, the other fo!
are the Lokdal, the Jat landlords of UP and Bihar, the Congress (U) 1
who have shown by their practice to be just waiting for a welcome sign
rush into the Congress (I) — these are the “heroes’ with whom the C
leadership wants to fight against “authoritarianism’ of Indira Gandhi. |

The CPM led governments themselves have become instruments foul
bloody repression against the strugghng people. The CPM led governmetq
in West Bengal sides with Jotedars against the struggling peasants. It is thj
samc with Kerala government. The Tripura government enacted the big
gest blood bath against the tribals and called for more central assistance m]J
its unholy war against the tribals. After this performance can they still claim
to be fighting the “authoritarianism’ of Indira Gandhi?

Now every one knows the despicable role of the CPM leadership in
the Assam agltatlon It is this leadership which is mainly supporting the
fascist repression of Indira Gandhi against the Assamese people. Can they
claim after this, that they are fighting against the “authoritarianism’ of Indira
Gandhi?

All its political slogans and activities are not in the interest of the
people but for the single aim of preserving its own ministries and in this its
political oppurtunism is getting more and more naked!

It is the vote of the CPM and the CPI that is keeping the minority
Indira Congress government in power in Assam. Is this not an appeal to the
Indira government to allow their ministries to be in power in return for their
. support in Assam? Support to Indira Congress in Assam, but opposition to
= uther provinces, what kind of opportunism is this? |

- unites with Congress(U) in Kerala to keep itself in power. But in
opposition to the constituent of the very same Congress in WestBengal..
" whatl ot opportunism is this? |

Mirrderous violence between CPM and RSS, but an appeal to the BJP
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for united front against Indira’s authoritarianism. What kind of opportun-
ism is this?

All this clearly shows that all its slogans of “left and democratic unity’
its slogan of fight against Indira’s “authoritarianism’... its sole aim is pres-
ervation of its own ministries, and to come to power in the centre in alliance
with other opposition sections of the ruling classes.

The election victory of the CPM has nothing to do with the advance
of the revolutionary struggle in the country. It is only a reflection of reform- .
istillusions among a section of the people and a weakness of the revolution-
ary movement at present.

Thus one can see the programme, policies and the practice of the
CPM leadership is riddled with inherent and insoluble contradictions. These
contradictions are bound to lead to crisis after crisis in the CPM too. As’
long as it is tied with Soviet social imperialism, the crisis of soviet social
imperialism is bound to engulf the CPM too. As long as its practice is to
preserve the present semi-colonial and semi-feudal system, the economic
and political crisis of this system is bound to have a reflection in the CPM
too.

As the Agrarian Revolution advances under the leadership of the com-
munist revolutionaries as the revolutionary struggle of the people sweep the
country, it is bound to speed up the crisis of the CPM. That is the dialectics

of contradictions.
Road to liberation

July, 1981
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CPC - CPM RELATIONS

As an Opportuhist Alliance

After more than one year preparations, in the last week of April 1983,
the Communist Party of China (CPC) and Communist Party of India (Marx-
ist) (CPM) have announced that they have decided to resume relations cna
Party to Party basis. Party to Party relations can only mean relations ba..ed
on Marxism-Leninism. They have announced that they have reached agroe-
ment on ‘many points’.

It is significant to note that a joint statement, customary on such occa-
sions, has not been issued containing their agreements and dis-agreements.

But on 30th April, according to the official Xinhua News Agency,

Deng Xiaoping “has announced that differences between the two parties 1

will not hamper expansion of their relations’’.

Having stressed agreement on ‘many points’, why now speak of “dif-
ferences’?

The naked truth is that on many major issues of ideology, assessment -
of present international situation, on the assessment of the role of the Soviet
Union in today’s world affairs, on the burning issues of Kampuchea and
Afghanistan or Pakistan, which have got a bearing on the security of Chma,
the known positions of CPC & CPM are diametrically opposed. Based on
their declared positions, there can be no agreement between these parties on
those major issues.

Theoretical issues

Look at the issues on which both of them have taken completely op-
posite positions.

Inspite of the unilateral withdrawal of the 9 Commentaries and the
General Line, the CPC has been declaring :

“In dealing with the relations between CHINA and the Soviet Union
between the two parties, the Soviet leaders headed by Khurshcov deviated

Turther and further from Marxist-Leninist positions’’. (Peking Review-Sep
14, 1981).
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Whatever be the diplomacy of the language, or the mildness of the
:riticism, the CPC holds that the CPSU leaders “have deviated from the
>rinciples of Marxism-Leninism®’.

But the CPM has been consistently upholding the “Marxism-
Leninism’’ of the CPSU!

Even the present leadership of the CPC has been consistently uphold-
ing the Three World Theory. The CPC has never withdrawn its support to
the theory of Three Worlds, propounded by Comrade Mao. Even the 12th
Congress of the CPC has declared that “’China belongs to the Third World’’
that ‘“’the emergence of the Third World on the international arena after
World War Il is a primary event of our time.

The CPM has been continuously condemning the Three World Theory
as anti Marxist and anti-Leninist.

On the question of Maozedung Thought, whatever be its differences
with Comrade Mao in the last days, the CPC has been consistently uphold-
ing Maozedung thought as it “has added much that is new to the treasure
house of Marxism-Leninism”’, that it has “enriched and developed Marx-
ism-Leninism’, that his writings during the period of New Democratic Revo-
lution and Socialist Transformation “are of universal significance and pro-
vide us with invaluable guidance now and will do so in the future’’

But the CPM leadership has never accepted Maozedung Thought as a
part of Marxism-Leninism, let alone enrichment of it.

, Can there be agreement between CPC and CPM, without any agree-
ment on these theoretical issues?

Present international situation

There is not only no agreement between these two parties on the most
important theoretical questions of the day, but there is no agreement be-
tween the on the most basic principles and policies concerning the interna-
tional situation today.

CPC has been characterising Soviet Union as a social imperialist coun-
try and has been praising Mao for having stood up against “the pressure of -
the social imperialists’’. Now a days, their official journals are writing So-
viet Union as “self-styled socialist country’’ (Peking Review, Feb 7, 1983).
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CPC has characterised the Soviet Union as a “Super power in conten-
tion with the other Super power — USA — for world hegemony’’. It has
been condemning both the Super Powers, USA and Soviet Union, as pursu-
ing a policy of "global domination", that they pose "a niew thrcat to the
people of the world’’, CPC has been consistently condemning both USA
and Soviet Union “for all local wars of aggression which they instigate or
back’’ (12th Congress of the CPC).

CPC holds “Soviet Union, as the rival of the United States in its bid
for world hegemony and also the main threat to West European security’’
(Peking Review, March 21, 1983).

., CPC condemns both USA and the Soviet Union for taking “’’advan-
tage of the economic difficulties of some third world countries to weaken
their economic strength’’, for attempting “to influence and change the do-
mestic and foreign policies of third world countries’’, and for attempting,
through economic penetration, “to find and foster proxies to subvert local
govts’’,

It is very well known that the CPM is diametrically opposed to the
positions of CPC on the role of the Soviet Union in today’s world affairs.

Coming to the most recent events, CPC condemns the massing of
Soviet troops on its borders as a hostile act. CPM has never opened its
mouth on this question.

CPC has condemned Soviet backed Vietnamese aggression in
Kampuchea and Soviet aggression in Afghanistan.

In India let us remember that it is only CPM and CPI who have shame-
lessly supported Vietnam and Soviet Union in these aggressions.

Finally, on the question of Pakistan, the CPC and CPM have been
consistently holding diametrically opposed views.

On all occasions, when the ruling classes-with the support of the So-
viet Union, committed aggression against Pakistan, the CPC has supported
Pakistan as a victim of aggression. The CPM has always been siding the
Indian ruling classes and the schemes of social imperialists against Paki-
stan, exposing its own character of nationdl chauvinism.

Even today, when Indira Gandhi tries to improve relations with Paki-

stan, it is CPM that is warning her about the dangers of Pakistan as a stooge
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"USA and it has openly condemned China for playing the American game
Pakistan. Utilizing the issue of Pakistan, the CPM has been consistently
using national chauvinism and hatred both against Pakistan and China.

All these are known facts. On all major theoretical issues of the day,
1d todays international issues, particularly about the role of the Soviet
nion, CPC and CPM have taken diametrically opposed lines. On all these
sues, CPM has been consistently opposing the positions of the CPC and
s been consistently supporting aggression, hegemonism, and neo-colo-
alisth of the Soviet Union.

On these questions their differences are antagonistic differences. Can
ere be relations between these two parties without agreement on these
asic principles and policies ?

That is why we say that the present relations between CPC and CPM
e opportunist, for temporary gains or imaginary gains and advantages,
acrificing fundamental principles.

Why this opportunist alliance?

Having known fuliy il that there still exist sharp, even antagonis-
¢ differences between C™C and CPM on issues of theory or on the role of
oviet Union as a super power in today’s world affairs, still both sides have
ecided for resuming their relations on a Party to. Party basis. Their state-
aent that their relations are based on Marxism-Leninism cannot hoodwink
nybody. History will condemn it as nothing but opportunist.

What are the compelling reasons for both these parties that have helped
hem for this opportunist alliance?

The CPC in its history Resolution (June 27, 1981) has drawn the con-
lusion that Comrade Mao had deviated from Marxism -Leninism from 1956.

In line with this understanding they have also withdrawn the 9 com-
nentaries and the General Line. Let us remember that the differences be-
ween CPC and Modern revisionists of the CPSU also started in 1956, with
the 20th Congress of the CPSU.

From these two events, one can only conclude that the present leader--
ship of the CPC wants to go back to 1956, and re-establish its relations with
all the revisionist parties in the world.
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In line with this they have already established their links with the
communist parties of Italy, Spain and France. The present agreement with
the CPM is one more in that line. :

Perhaps, the CPC thinks, that these revisionist parties will bring pres-
sure on the Soviet Union to come to agreements with China.

When the CPC re-established its relations with the communist parties
of Italy and Spain, our party supported it, because these parties/have con-
demned the Soviet aggression in Afghanistan and Vietnamese aggression
in Kampuchea. .

The French revisionists and the CPM have openly supported Sovict
actions on both these issues.

With the History resolution, (June 27, 1981), the CPC has been tak-
ing many contradictary positions.

Opposition to the Soviet Union as a Super power, dependence on
pro-Soviet parties to bring pressure on the Soviet Union for agreement is 8
contradiction in itself. Opposition to the Soviet Union as a Super power but
alliance with pro-Soviet revisionist parties is a contradiction in itself.

For the CPM also, this opportunist alliance has become a necessity.

Right from its break with the CPI in 1964, the CPM leadership has
been desperately trying recognition from the CPSU. But the CPSU has so
far not obliged. The CPM thinks that its present link with the CPC will help
its bargaining power with the CPSU and for its international recognition.

[nspite of its left phrase-mongering, the parliamentary path pursued .
by the CPM leadership, its opportunist election alliances with various rul-
ing class parties to gain a few parliamentary or assembly seats, its own
performance in the provincial go vts. under its own leadership, all these have
been increasingly exposing its own revisionism. More and more people
have begun to see that CPM has become a partly of the present establish-
ment, a party of the status quo, in the country.

All their electoral victories and the ministries, they lead, have been
confined to the traditional centres of commutist movement in West Ben-
gal, Tripura and Kerala. In other states, including Andhra and Punjab, they
have miserably failed to gain anything new, inspite of becoming the tails to
certain opposition ruling class parties.
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Particularly, the CPM’s dirty role in supporting Indira Gandhi’s blood-
bath against the Assam people, its shameless support to Indira Gandhi's -
bogus elections in Assam and the miserable results it has got there has be-
come an eye-opener to many to understand the bogus opposition of the
CPM to Indira Gandhi’s authoritarianism. Having announced its support to
the ‘anti-imperialist’ and “genuine non-aligned’ policy of the Indira Govt.
it has further exposed its real ~haracter.

Its performance in the various provincial govts. has proved that the
CPM is only a party of reforms and not a party of revolution. That is why
the ruling classes in India allow them to be in power in the ministries, since
at present it suits their own interests by preventing the people of these states
from taking the path of struggle.

With the long practice of Parliamentary path, its tactics of opportun-
ist political alliances with all sorts of bourgeois opposition parties, its prac-
tice of economism, CPM has been continuously losing its mass base, in all
other states, including those states under their rule. It has already heavily
lost in the TU’s among the students and even in the peasant pockets. In
some areas, its social base itself has changed into Jotedar, rich peasant-

landlord base.

This has been continuously leading to the dissatisfaction of its own
ranks leading to the split into small groups in many states where it is work-
ing.

Faced with this situation, the CPM thinks that its present link with the
CPC will help in preserving its “left’ image for some more time to carry on
its deception of the masses and its own ranks.

These are the considerations that have brought the re-establishment
of the relations between CPC and CPM.

As long as CPC holds that the Soviet Union is a super Power with
ambitions of world hegemony, the present relation is bound to be an uneasy
alliance full of contradictions and disputes. Let us wait and see.

Our attitude to the CPC

Our attitude towards CPM is in no way dependent o+ the attitude of
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the CPC towards CPM. We have broken away from the CPM on various
programmatic, tactical and political principles. On all these questions we
firmly believe that the CPM has taken a revisionist stand. We will continue
our ideological and political struggle against the revisionism of the CPM,
while uniting with their ranks and mass organisations on the immediate
issues of the people on all possible occasions.

Inspite of CPC’s new relations with the CPM, our attitude to Socialist
China and CPC will not change.

Our Political Resolution, “Intensify the people’s Struggle’ has de-
clared :

“Socialist China, pursuing the path of socialism through modemisation,
is supporting all National Liberation struggles, opposing the hegemonism
of the two Super Powers and strengthening its own defence against any
possible attack’’.

While continuing our support to China on all the issues mentioned
above, against all attacks, the resolution has declared :

“Proletarian internationalism does not mean that we should blindly
follow every line of our international friends. While supporting the general
orientation of the working class movement, we will take our own positions
on various issues both national and international and decide our own tactics
of struggle’’.

Our Party has been consistently following this principle.

While holding CPC as Marxist-Leninist Party, we have demarcated
ourselves from the CPC on its assessment of Mao’s role, on the Cultural
- Revolution, on the question of Liu Shaochi or Tito.

When the CPC attacked the extremism of the so-called Gang of Four,
we supported the CPC. At the same time we demarcated ourselves from
their trial for ‘criminal’ offences or branding them as counter-revolutionar-
ies.

When the CPC established links with the Communist Parties of Itaiy

and ‘Spain, we supported it because both these parties were opposed to the
“hegemonism of the Soviet Union. At the same time, we demarcated from
the CPC’s charactersing Euro-communism as a new scientific experiment.
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Long ago, we have said that the CPC being a ruling Party in China
has got a right to make its own friends in India. At the same time, we have

warned that such agreements and friendship with such elements should not .

harm the cause of the Indian Revolution.

Based on our own experience, we have fought both against 'leftism’
and rightism and have succeeded largely in overcoming them. Having taken
to the Path of Agrarian Revolution, we have tried to integrate the principles

of Marxism-Leninism to the concrete situation in India, and through ups
and downs, we have succeeded in preparing our own programme, Tactical
Path, Lessons of 14 years, and our own Political line.

By pursuing the correct policies, our Party and the mass organisations
under its leadership have registered important advances in majority of the
states where we are working. We have emerged as a growing force in a
fierce struggle both against left and right deviations.

During the last 14 years, our Party, our masses and its ranks have
made innumerable sacrifices in the cause of Agrarian Revolution. What
ever be the difficulties and sacrifices on this difficult road of Agrarian Revo-
lution, we will continue our struggle.

The fate of Agrarian Revolution in India is not dependent on the mer-
cies of anybody, but is dependent on the intensification of the contradic-
tions in our society, correct political line of the communist revolutionaries
and the people fighting for it. It is the people that-will decide the issue.

With deep faith in our own people, with deep faith in the teachings of
Comrade Mao, let us advance on the path of Agrarian Revolution.

March to Liberation (editorial)

May, June 83
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THE POLITICS OF COMRADE
D.V. RAO AND HiIS UCCHRI

Self - glorification and negative attitude towards others. Out for
immediate general political united front with USA and its friends.

Today our people are on the move again. They have taken to the path
of struggle. What are the tasks of the communist revolutionaries now? To
orientate thes~ struggles towards Agrarian Revolution. But today the revo-
lutionary forces are divided. The friends of Indian Revolution all want us to
‘overcome these divisions. Efforts are being made throughout the country
towards this at various levels. We must patiently work for this. Patient dis-
cussions joint work on agreed points, leaving others for future discussion
only in this process can we achieve unity among the communist revolution-
aries. This is what the country and the present situation demands of us.

Self-glorification

But comrade D.V. Rac and his unity centre for communist Revolu-
tionary of India UCCRI seem to have rejected this path. They are concen-
trating all their attacks on the communist revolutionaries instead of on the
enemies. They are publishing document after document, supplement after
supplement, both in English and Telugu in the pursuit of this “sacred task.

The main attack is on the communist revolutionaries. They say : ”Bar-
‘ring a few exceptions, the groups have lost their revolutionary character.
They can no more be called revolutionary groups. This is not to say that we
deny the existence of revolutionary forces in them. Therefore most of the
groups no more belong to a revolutionary wing representing revolutionary
Marxism-Leninism. But then who are they? They are opportunists, though
they claim to be Marxists-Leninists. It is this opportunism which has re-
duced them to pieces.’”’ (Proletarian Line No.7)

Naturally one will ask; are there no revolutionaries in other groups?
They are kind enough to concede that there are 'some’. But from this one
need not be hopeful of getting a certificate from them, because they hasten
to add, “once their number was large, but now they are disintegrating’’
(Retranslation from Telugu)

Select abuses have been directed against our party. According to them,
ur line was Charu’s line till 1977 March Parliament elections. During the
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period of the Janata government it was one of class collaboration’’ and
"Parliamentary path’’. At present, the leadership of the Party is trying for
'links with Indira Government. But they hasten to add that this link has
nothing to do with repression on our Party ranks!

When we look at these 'certificates’ from our friends, the communist
revolntionaries are reminded of the past. Naturally we are reminded of
Naxalbari, Midnapore, Mushahari, Srikakulam, Godavari valley ; we are
reminded of more than 5,000 comrades, who have become martyr heroes of
this period, those who have been subjected to inhuman tortures and the
sufferings of the people. We are reminded of the land struggles and the
revolutionary struggles still going on. Not only we, all others are reminded
of this. But DV condemns all this as “condemned stuff’’.

What is the future of our country then? What is the future of our
Revolution? Comrade DV assures all such d: ting Toms that there are
“communist revolutionaries’” under his leadei. , .o tulfill that task. Ac-
cording to him, his UCCRI is an “all-India organisation in the real sense of
the term having its branches in considerable parts of our country’’ (Prole-
tarian Line (Pr.L) no.7) With a fanfare he has announced “we communist
revolutionaries are advancing towards unity step by step inspite of ups and
downs. The major part of the task is over. The rest will be completed soon’’

(No.7)

For one who knows the real situation, this is nothing but undiluted
self glorification and condemnation of all others who differ with him. What
is the meaning of these abuses and slanders against communist revolution-
aries? What does he want to gain with such performance? The secret is that
he has come to new principles both in the national and international situa-
tion and is adopting new tactics, whose essence is general political alliance
with US imperialism and its friends. He wants to cover up this performance
under the cover of the barrage of attacks against others. That is why we are
forced to give this reply.

His claim is that his ‘line’ has been proved to be 'basically' correct.
He shouts, “The line is correct not only in words but in deeds as well. It has
the experience of a decade of its practice which has proved the line basi-
cally correct.”’ (No.7).

One need not fight over this through documents. The two lines-his
line as well as ours-are there before the people for the last 12 years. Their
results of the two lines are also clearly before the people to judge for them-

selves.
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1. The struggle for the correct line

The present CC of our Party has fought against Charu’s line. We have
conducted an ideological, political struggle for People’s War based on mass
line and the class collaborationist line of SN. We have conducted a serious
ideological struggle against the rightist trend of comrade DV also.

Our Party has grown in the struggle against both right and left trends.
In the course of the struggle, we have successfully evolved the correct tac-
tical and political line. Its practical results and the movement it has built are
" there before the people.

Comrade DV refuses to see this reality. He claims that his line has
been proved to be basically correct all through. Let us consider them now.

Tactics of struggle

In the struggle between DV and our Andhra Committee, among our
differences, the first one relates to tactics of struggle. How to mobilise the
people for Revolution? How to combine people’s mobilisation, People’s
resistance and Party organisation? .

It was true that our comrades in Godavari Valley did commit certain
mistakes in the beginning. They were influenced by left thinking and prac-
tice as reflected in the “Pagideru’ incident. Our comrades have criticised
themselves for this, admitted it in discussions and corrected it.

As comrade DV himself admits in his Proletarian Line No. 6, our
comrades had declared then, “mainly mass mobilisation, squad activities
and resistance — co-ordinating these three mobilising the masses on mass
issues and various stages of resistance —basically agree with the Secretary’s
explanation on all of them’.

With this correction our Andhra comrades had been successful in
overcoming all these mistakes.

They have mobilised the people for struggles on various issues. They
have defended themselves from the police onslaughts. With this the people’s
movement has advanced. DV and his friends had to admit in their letter’s
from jail at that time, in their document “present situation and our tasks”’
written by them at that time. This is what they write in their own document
commending the forest movement; “It is clear from the reports that in the
forest areas, the partial struggles are gco-ing cartied on against exploitation in
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the forest areas and that the people are achieving some gains, such as in-

creases in 1abour’s wages etc.’’. “the documents of these comrades as well

as some reports show that thesc comrades have realised and rectified their
mistakes’’, “We are not underestimating the efforts made by the comrades
working in the forest areas, in building the mass movement of the Forest
areas and in the struggle for self-defence’’.

At that time DV and his friends were so carried away with these suc-
cesses that they even advocated in their “Present situation and our tasks’’ at
that time, they even asked the Party to “carry on ambushes’’ against the
enemy.

From all these writings, one thing is clear. In the beginning, and after
going to the jail, they hailed the forest movement, they supported the tacti-
cal line of the Party. But within one year, they turned round to condemn the
whole movement as left adventurism. What : - = reason for this sudden
change?

In 1969 April they took up arms in self defence under their leadership
because of their 'revolutionary’ tactics, all these leaders were arrested in
1969 December itself. The Andhra people, the Andhra Party members
criticised them severely for this. It was in this situation that they praised the
forest movement in their letters and their document “’Present situation and
our tasks’’, to save themselves from the wrath of the comrades.

-~

Assessment of the revolutionary situation.

Our assessment has been that, in 1969, bot nationally and internation-
ally, the revolutionary situation in the country was better than that at the
time when the Heroic Telangana of 1946-51 took place.

DV could not accept this. He says “”It is wrong to say that the sitﬁa- :
tion prevailing today is more favourable than the situation prevailing at the
time of the 1946-51 Telangana armed struggle’’. (No.6).

What are the reasons according to kira?

— That the working class has been subi-cied to parliamentary illu-
sions by the ruling classes after 1947 :

— That the ruling c'asses : . <. ... mcreased their military -
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and police strength after 1947 :
|

What absurd arguments! Is there any difference between this argu-
ment and those of the revisionists and neo-revisionists? Only those who
oppose People’s War and Chinese path could advance such arguments.

The Heroic Telengana struggle started in 1946. At that time the Chi-
nese Revolution had not yet triumphed. By 1968, the national liberation
struggles were pounding on the foundations of colonialism. They were ad-
vancing in the form of armed struggles.

1947 brought the “August’ independence. Just then the Congress had
come to power. It had created illusions among the people that it brought
independence to our country. People had illusions on the Congress at that
time. But by 1968, people were fast losing their illusions on the Congress.
Of course people have still illusions on elections. But when compared with
1947, they have taken a downward trend. That is why we said that the revo-
lutionary situation in 1968 was better than that in 1947.

The events after 1968 have amply proved this. The intensification of
the people’s struggles, strikes of the police personnel, rising tide of work-
ing class strikes, the contradictions and deep divisions among the ruling
classes have proved this.

If we accept comrade DV’s arguments, the struggle of the Mizos and |
Nagas is wrong. Naxalbari and Srikakulam should not have started. '

Then about increased military and police strength of the govt. In- |
creased railway and communication system — These are issues the revolu-
tionary movement has to overcome in the course of its struggle, instead of
sitting quiet with folded hands. '

All their arguments on this question were arguments to run away from
the revolutionary struggle.

'When to start the armed struggle?

Another poins of controvarsy at that time was —When to start the
armed struggzle ?

Accordmg to comrade DV, the people have to first distribute among
themselves the lands of the landloz rds, only then the armed struggle starts!

He says that this is the experience of the Telengana struggle. And according
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to this since our comrade in Godavary valley have taken arms.before the
people were ready for land distribution, the movement was bound to crumble
like a house of cards, that this is another form of Charu’s line.

: Our comrades rejected these arguments. The government will not wait
folded hands and allow the people to seize the lands of the landlords. It is
bound to use fascist repression on the people even during the stage of par-
tial struggles. So armed struggle is inevitable even during the stage of the
partial struggles. It also said that only when this struggle is linked with the
struggle for land, a protracted people’s War could be successfully conducted.
We asserted that the Telengana struggle itself had given this experience.

But Comrade DV and his friends asserted that the Telengna struggle
started only after the distribution of landlord’s lands.

But in 1970, in another docurnent, they themselves had written : “The
Telengana armed struggle (1946-51) started as a militant struggle against
feudal landlords’ forced labour, feudal atrocities and procurement of grain
(forced procurement of grain from the peasantry by the government during
the Second World War) even before 1946. Other sections of the people had
participated in the struggle along with the rural peasantry™’.

This is exactly what our comrade advanced at that time. It is comrade
DV who went back on this in 1971 June. It is shocking to see how even the
experiences of Telengana struggle could change according to the whims
and fancies of certain individuals to suit their conveniences.

What is Agrarian Revolution? What is its relation with land distribu-
tion? Our State Conference in 1973 had declared thus :

“The essence of People’s Democratic Revolution is Agrarian Revo-
lution .. In the course of the Armed Agrarian Revolutior. the village people
will not only distribute the government lands, the private lands of the land-
lords, their agricultural implements and other properties, but also will seize
the political authority of the landlords and thus implement the policy of
“land to the tiller’.

“In our province, the land problem exists in varioys forms. Govern-
ment banzars, waste lands in non-reserve and reserve forests, temple lands,
waste lands, lands under the occupation of the landlords from the poor,
private lands of the landlords—thus the land problem exists in various forms’
throughout the state. Along with all other kinds of lands, private lands of
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the landlords should be distributed. Only then landlordism could be abol-
ished. So to prepare the people for the distribution of the private lands of the
landlords, to build People’s movement for this and conduct Armed A grar-
‘an revolution to achieve this—this should be the basic aim of the Party.

“Distribution of the private lands of the landlords is the basic task of
the Agrarian Revolution. But some people think that Iand distribution alone
is Agrarian Revolution. That is wrong and we don’t accept it. In the villages
landlord exploitation takes various forms. The iandlords exploit the agri-

cultural labourers, the farm servants, tenants. He exploits through forced

" labour, usury both in kind and money, sale of surplus grain, by exploiting
caste and communalism. These forms of exploitation exist in various forms.
The struggle for just demands of agricultural labourers and farm servants,
the struggle against forced labour, usury and loans— all these struggles
form part of the Agrarian Revolution. All these struggles, which ever be the
issue they should be oriented towards distribution of the landlord’s land,
which is the highest stage of Armed Agrarian Revolution. So all the struggles
against landlord exploitation, should raise the consciousness of the agricul-
tural labourers and peasants to directly participate in Armed Agrarian revo-
lution. Our whole political campaign must be in this direction. All our ac-
tivities must be directed towards this’’.

This"is how we explained our Programme for Agrarian Revolution.
This is how we explained the relation between Agrarian Revolution and

land distribution. We have clearly stated that even if the armed struggle

starts on partial issues, it is not yet Agrarian revolution, that even then the
struggle should be directed towards the distribution of the lands. Only then
the basis for Protracted Armed Struggle could be laid. We never said that
more actions on landlords will lead to Agrarian Revolution.

Self - defence and People’s mobilisation.

With the intensification of the People’s struggles, government repres-
sion too increased. But people were not yet prepared to resist police repres-
sion. But our comrades could not work openly in the villages, as the previ-
ous period. We are faced with the problem of co-ordinating people’s
mobilisation, self defence for the cadres and defence of the people’s move-
ment. We have alr€ady said above that we committed certain mistakes in
tackling this problem. But soon we corrected our mistakes through our own

experience.

But comfade DV and his friends, counter-posed-self-defence of the
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cadres to the defence of the people. They declared that there could be no
defence of the cadre without the defence of the people. They condemned
the formation of the squads, as abandoning mass work. They even lied when
they said that we have confined ourselves to attacks on individual land-
lords.

We have explained our stand point very clearly on this. The landlords
their goondas, the police are bound to attack the people even during the
stage of the people’s struggles. They would try to drown the people’s move-
ment in blood. In this situation, if the people are ready, our Party should
lead the resistance struggle. And they should consciously work to lead tke
struggle for Agrarian Revolution.

If the people are not yet prepared for such resistance struggle our
Party members and activists should not allow themselves to be arrested.

They should defend themselves. This self-defence will take many
forms-individuals in secret or in the form of squads. They can work with
arms or without arms for self-defence. The form of self-defence will de-
pend on the conditions of the struggle in the area concerned — the level of
the movement, the readiness of the people, geographical conditions of the
area. Depending on the local conditions, even if armed squads are formed,
it is not yet Armed Agrarian revolution, that the main task of the squads
should be to mobilise and prepare the people for Armed Agrarian Revolu-
tion.

Though the armed squads have been formed for self-defence in 1969,
we have been stressing in all our documents, that their main task is to politi-
cally mobilise the people for Agrarian Revolution

That is why, when comrade DV and his friends in 1970 proposed to
carry on ambushes on the police, we rejected it. On the other hand, we
formulated new tactics of struggle, “Propagation of revolutionary politics,
people's mobilisation on people's issues, self defence from the police, nec-
essary action against people’s enemies’’ — These were four tactics of
struggle that our party evolved to carry on the struggle. Is there any truth in
the slanders of comrade DV that we at any time said that formation of self
defence squads was itself Armed Struggle?

The people’s movement advanced on the basis of the four tactics of
struggle, described above. The movement advanced both in the forest areas
and the plain areas by 1973. The mass base of the Party has increased. We

have - itended to the border areas of the Forest. People’s mobilisation in the
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. plain areas advanced. The movement gained new experiences. Based on
this the four tactics of struggle were further improved in the State confer-
ence of 1973, which declared : -

“Propagation of politics of Armed Agrarian Revolution, people’s
struggles against the landlords and the government, mass organisations,
volunteer organisations, people’s resistance to landlord-police violence,
organisation of village committees-only by combining all these tasks and
implementing them, we could mobilise the village people to directly par- |
ticipate in Armed Agrarian Revolution. Only then could we organise Agrar- |
ian Revolution. All our work on the political and cultural fronts, our work |
in the cities and towns, should help in advancing Armed Agrarian Revolu- |
tion’’.

These were the tactics of struggle that our party formulated both for |
the forest and plain areas. It is by implementing this programme, our move- |
ment has advanced in the province. In the forest areas, the people have
participated in the land struggle on a very big scale. On the basis of village
committees in the villages, on the basis of intensive propagation of revolu-
tionary politics in the villages, people began resisting the police in various
forms. Their support to the armed squads qualitatively increased.

In the plain areas, based on these tactics of struggle, we could mobilise
the people, particularly the poor peasants and agricultural labourers for vari-
ous anti-landlord struggles on a big scale. People began to resist the land-
lord violence in various forms.

By implementing these tactics of struggle, we could defend our move-
ment, and extend it even under conditions of fascist repression and Emer- |
gency rule.

It is by implementing these tactics of struggle even after 1977, people
have been mobilised for struggles on a big scale in Nallagonda, Khammam
and Warangal plain areas, particularly in Karimnagar district. People have
begun resisting landlord violence on a big scale. The movement gained
new experiences. People’s struggles in other states too have advanced. Keep- |
ing these experiences in mind, recently, our Special Congress has formu- |
lated the following tactics of struggle :

“The main direction of the party work should bé consciously oriented

" towards building revolutionary peasant movement. Selection of strategic
areas, concentration of cadres, formulation of fighting and agitational slo-
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ans with extensive discussions of the people of the area, mobilising the
easants for struggles on those issues, building the peasant organisations,
rming the people with the locally available weapons in the anti-feudal
ruggles from the very begining, organising of the village volunteer
rganisations, people’s resistance to landlord-goonda-police violence and
>pression and thus create, develop and defend areas of sustained resistance
nd thus advance to establish hase areas in the country side’’.

Now we are implementing these tactics of struggle in all the States. In
.ndhra we started with the four tactics of struggle. With the advance of the
10vement, we have gained new experiences. The tactics of struggle have
Iso changed with the advance of the movement. We have rejected the path
f annihilation of class enemies advocated by Charu. We have rejected the
egal path of comrade DV. We have consciously combined people’s
nobilisation and People’s resistance.

). Bankruptcy of DV’s politics.

Enough of the tactics of struggle of comrade DV. Now let us consider
>f the political controversies between us and comrade DV. at that period.

Crisis of Soviet social imperialism.

The revisionism in Soviet Union has taken to the Path of Social impe-
rialism. It invaded Czechoslovakia in 1968, intensifying the contradictions
and conflicts inside the revisionist camp. We said that is the sign of the
crisis of Soviet revisionism, both at home and abroad.

But comrade DV rejected this. He declared that it was hasty to see
crisis within revisionism and such a characterisation had no practical utility
for us. They said :

”The difference between two revisionist groups of one and the same
country, or the differences between the revisionist groups and cliques of
two or more countries are not born of fundamental contradictions’’. (No.6)
They further declared :

“Instead, viewing the accentuation of contradictions within the So-
viet social imperialism in a mechanical and artificial way - even though the
accentuation of the contradictions is true from a long range perspective and

formulating that internationally it is already enmeshed in a crisis will not .

only be a hasty step on our part but also it would not be of any immediate
advantage for the Indian revolution’’ (N 0.6) .
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These controversies developed in 1970. On April 22, 1970, Peoble‘s
Daily article, ”Leninism or Social imperialism’’ declared :

’Like all other reactionary and decadent classes, this new type of bu-
reaucrat monopoly capitalist class is riddled with internal contradictions. In
their desperate efforts to keep the power they have usurped, the members of
this class are both working hand in glove with each other and scheming and
struggling against each other. The greater the difficulties, the fiercer their
strike, open and secret’’.

Thus it exposed the crisis of Soviet social imperialism both at home
and abroad. This was in 1970.

But today, the crisis of Soviet social imperialism and the crisis of
revisionism has come to the forefront more nakedly. |

What is the meaning of the present events in Poland? Is it not a sign of
the crisis of revisionism?

Now we see many indications of national chauvinism raising its head
in the Soviet Union. Is it not a sign of its internal crisis? Whenever there are
economic difficulties ministers are being changed in the Soviet Union. Is it
not a sign of its internal crisis?

Soviet Union is being defeated again and again in the UN over the
i~ampuchean and Afghanistan problems. Is it not a sign of the crisis of its
aggressive plans?

Recently its old traditioral friends, the Italian and Spain Communist
Parties, which once supported the policies of the Soviet Union, have now
come out to oppose the hegemonism and aggressive policies of the Soviet
Union. Now they are issuing joim statements with the Chinese Communist
Party to fight for the preservation of world peace and fight against

"hegemonism. Is it not a sign of the crisis of the revisionist camp?

The Soviet Union has given priority to the production of deadly weap- '
ons in pursuit of its ambitions of world domination. Is it not a sign of its |
crisis? It is conspiring for world war and conducting wars of aggression. Is |
it not a sign of its crisis ? |

In 1964 itself, Comrade Mao has said :

“The rise to power of revisionism means the rise to power of the bour-
3
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geoisie”. Does this not mean that revisionism is riddled with the very same
fundamental contradictions of the bourgeoisie?

Does this not prove ampy that the theory of comrade DV that there is
no crisis within revisionism is a bankrupt theory?

Rivalry of the two Super powers in India. Contradictions and divisions
arnong the ruling classes.

Ours is a semi-colonial and semi-feudal country. Many imperialist
powers are contending for supremacy over our country, the m.ost important
being Soviet Union and USA. For this, they are organising groups among
the ruling classes in support of their policies.

USA and Soviet Union are fiercely contending for world domination.
The rivalry of the two Super powers for supremacy over our country is a
part of this world wide rivalry. We have said that this rivalry of the two
Super powers in India has led to deep divisions and conflicts among the
ruling classes and they are continuously increasing. We said :

“The growing competitions and contradictions among various impe-
rialist countries, mainly between American imperialism and Soviet social
imperialism are bound to reflect in India. They try and are trying to gain
dominance over the political, economic and military affairs of India by group-
ing up comprador bourgeois classes who are under their influence’’.

“It is only because of this the two groups of comprador bourgeoisesie
pro-American and pro-Russian have emerged and started struggling for
power. In the days to come this will get further sharpened”’.

This was our line at that time. We have also explained that the pro-US
groups mainly depending on USA for their existence in pcwer, will also
maintain economic and friendly relations with the Soviet Uwion, and that
the pro-Soviet groups, while mainly depending on Russia for their exist-
ence in power will also maintain economic and friendly relations with the
USA.

We have also said that the Indira Congress is the leader of the pro-
Soviet group and that the Swathantra Party, Janasangh, Right Congress (at
that time) represent the pro-US groups. We declared that there was a dog-

fight between these two groups for power in India and it was being reflected
in the election struggle of the President at that time.
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But what was the line of DV and his friends on this at that time? They
declared :

“The truth is, in India the céntradiction between Soviet social imperi-
alism and the American imperialism is not so accentuated as to split their
agent into two groups’’. (No.6)

“In this region (West Asia) the contradictions between these two im-
perialisms got accentuated and reached a breaking point. This situation o
more or less similar to this, has not yet developed in India’’.

What is the meaning of this? That the contradictions of USA and
Soviet Union in India have not yet reached a breaking point as in West Asia
by 1970! That Indira Congress was serving as the agent of both! That collu-
sion between the two super powers in India of 1970 was greater! Has not
experience of our country in'the last 10 years disproved all the fallacies of
comrade DV and his friends?

Even when comrade DV and his friends were writing this, Indira
Congress came to power, made a military agreement (Indo-Soviet Treaty)
attacked Pakistan with Soviet support, and became a junior partner in the
aggressive plans of the Soviet Union in Asia. The rivalry of the two Supcr
powers has still further intensified in this region.

Now DV and his friends themselves admit that “the contradiction of
ti:¢ two Super powers have still further increased. They are getting intensi-
fied day by day’’ and that “India has become the centre of contention be-
t:veen the two Super powers’’. (Retranslation from Telugu)

We are glad that our friends have realised this truth atleast after 10
vears!

Once th2 said that there were no divisions among the ruling classes,
that it was hasty to see the formation of pro-USA and pro-Soviet ruling
class groups, that the “division in the Congress in 1969 does not represent
two groups of comprador bourgeoisie’’.

The past ten years experience has disproved their theory. Now they
write that we should determine the character of ruling lass groups depend-
ing on their attitude towards the two Super powers. We welcome their change.

Stability and instability J
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