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He...

Traversed Bastar
and extended himself to the entire country.

From the people's war of our time
he rose as a symbol of humanity's war for liberation.

He stood in the line of great warriors who,
through history stood as the very embodiment
of defiance.

With his life, his struggle, with his mafirdom,
he uttered an undying message:
that the revolution shall triumph one day.

To understand how wondrous,
how profoundly humane a revolution can be,
he became an example in himself.
Comrade Hidma...

His life-companion,
Comrade Raje...

In the memory of Hidma, Raje and their fellow comrades-
the Adivasi mafirs of the movement...

- Former Revolutionary Students' Forum
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In lieu of Preface

The Long Night, Not the Last Dawn
Has Naxalbari lost its relevance? Has the path of Protracted People 's

War in India exhausted its historical role? Should the Indian revolution
seek an entirely new revolutionary course in the backdrop of profound
changes in Indian society? \7as the Maoist movement defeated due to
unforgivable strategic and poliucal blunders? Has the Indian revolutionary
movement been pushed into marginality because of left-sectariat and,

adventurist deviations? Is there truly no alternaive for a revolutionary pafiy
other than laying down arms and surrendefng?

These are the central questions addressed by the articles in this trook,

The Path af the Indian Rsuolwtion - Prernt Context. While these guestions are

not neu/, the historical moment in which they arise is fundamentally different.
Since the days of Naxalbari, similar debates have surfaced tepeatedly. Today,

however, they emerge from within the revolutionary movement itself- from
the very organiz4tlon that has steadfasdy upheld this path for more than
five and a half decades. More significandy, these questions have been raised

by a leader who sefved on the Politburo for eighteen years.

Venugopal articulated these positions in his 22-page letter to the

cadre in August this year. He argued that the Protracted People's War was

no longer feasible and proposed a "temporaty" withdrawal from armed

struggle in favour of mobihzation through open democratic movements.

This announcement stunned revolutionary forces across the country. At
the same time, it provided the regime with a decisive ideological weapon,

strengthening its hand in advancing Operation l{agal

Venugopal and Vasudeva Rao not only organised the surrender of
neady 250 guerrillas along with their arms, but also sprpad demoralisation
by propagating the belief that the movement was ofl the verge of total
annihilation and that continuing guerrilla warfare was futile. Working in
tandem with the state apparatus, they facilitated additional surrenders and

sought to portray capitulation as the only remaining oPtiofl before the

people. This was capitulation of the highest order.



These mass surrenders have plunged the revolutionary movement

into an unprecedented crisis, one that had already been intensifying over

the past decade, patticulady since the launch of Operation I{agar.

Operation Kagar was initiated on 1 January 2024. It represents a

full-scale war against Maoist guerrillas, especially concentrated in the

Dandakaranya region of Central India. Neady 800,000 state armed forces

have been deployed with the declared obiective of eliminating the Maoist

movement by 31 March 2026, a deadline publicly announced by lJnion
Home Minister Amit Shah. Aerial bombings, drones, and helicopters are

now routinely used to provide suPport to ground operations.

Operation l{agar follows eadier counter-insurgency campaigns such

as Green Hunt, Prahar, and Samadhan, duringwhich hundreds of unarmed

Adivasi villagers were killed. Under the present operation, Maoist guerrillas

have suffered unprecedented losses. Ten Central Committee members of
the CPI (Maoist), several Special Zonal Committee and Divisional
Committee leaders, and hundreds of guerrilla cadres have been killed in
both fake and real encounters.

This brutal war has been launched with a clear obiective: to uproot
Adivasis from mineral-rich forest regions and hand ovef these territories

to colporate mining interests such as Adani, Ambani, Vedanta, Lloyds, Tata,

Bida, and others. For decades, corporate houses have sought cofltrol over

the billions of dollars'$/orth of mineral resources lying beneath the lands

of Dandakarunya.The alliance between corporate capital and the Indian
state has now culminated in a systematic campaign of displacement and

dispossession. Standing in the way of this plunder were the CPI (l\{aoist)

and the People's Liberation Guerrilla Army. It is precisely for this reason

that the state unleashed its largest and most ruthless counter-insurgency

operation - Operation l{agat.

Under the pressure of this all-out war, sections of the Maoist
leadership became demoralised, lost faith in the revolutionary path, and

began advocating surrender to the Indian state. Venugopal and Vasudeva

Rao emerged as the principal voices of this trend. Venugopal issued lettets

expressing contrition to the people and the cadre, declaring that the

movemeflt had reached a historical dead end and that there was no alternative

except to "tempotarily" abandon armed struggle and shift toward open

democratic mobilization.

In response to this capitulationist turn, the Former Revolutionary
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Students Forum (FRSF) - comprising activists who had worked in the

Radical Students Union dudng their student days - organized a symposium
tided "The Path of the Indian Revolution - Present Context." Several

intellectuals, activists, and long-standing participants in the revolutionary
movement contributed articles on this occasion. They asserted that
Protracted People's $Var remains the only viable path for the radical
transformation of Indian society and for the elimination of semi-feudal

and semi-colonial exploitation carried out by feudal and comprador
bourgeois classes in collaboration with imperialism. These articles were
originally published in Telugu.

This booklet presents selected translations of those contributions.

N. Venugopal (Editor, Veekshanam) injects oPtimism into the
atmosphere of despair created by the arguments advanced by Sonu

(Venugopal). In sharp contrast to this defeatism, he argues that while
revolutionary movements may experience slowdowns and setbacks, more
expansive people's movements are bound to emerge in the future, drawing
lessons from past defeats. Defending armed struggle, he writes: 'Armed
struggle is a law of history. It does not depend on subf ective decisions." By
rigorously scrutinizing the call for a "temporary withdrawal of armed

struggle," he raises incisive questions, most importandy: how can one ensure

that a temporafy cessation will not inevitably turn into a pefmanent retfeat?

Pani examines the role of the deep state in the present crisis. He
shows that repression through Operation Kagar alone was insufficient to
defeat the movement and that the state therefore attemPted to sabotage it
from within. Venugopal and Vasudeva Rao provided this opening. Pani

critically engages with the arguments advanced in defense of surrender
and introduces the concept of "Betrayal Operation Kagar," which oPerates

alongside the military offensive.

Ravi challenges the notion of a so-called "tempotary withdrawal"
from armed struggle, arguing that such ^ retre^t inevitably becomes

permanent. He explains why the development of capitalist relations does

flot automatically negate the relevance of the Protracted People's lVar in
the Indian context. Those who claim that India has already become fully
capitalist impJicitly argue that armed revolution has no place today. Ravi

dismantles this claim and analyses the relationship between modes of
production and revolutionary strategy.

Aiit critiques Venugopal's assertion that the principal contradiction
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in India has shifted ftom feudalism versus the masses to the comprador

bourgeoisie versus the masses. Drawing lessons from the revolutionary

experiences of China and Vietnam, he demonstrates that shifts in the

principal contradiction do not invalidate the path of Protracted People's

War. He also exposes the philosophical contortions underlying Venugopal's

arguments.

Vimal exposes the fallacies in Venugopal's 22-page letter and

demonstrates how his position is flawed both philosophically and politically.
He also reveals Venugopal's covert collaboration with the state in the months
preceding the surrender and categorically reiects the capitulationist line.

Fascist regimes and apologists of capitalism across history have

shared common ideological patterns. Edliisarg der Juderfrage - the ('Final

Solution to the Jewish Question" - was Nazi Germany's genocidal policy
aimed at exterminating European Jewry under Hitler. In the 1990s,

Fukuyama proclaimed capitalism as the final st4ge of human history and

declared socialism obsolete. Today, the Hinduwa fascist regime - whose

ideological predecessors openly admired Hitler and Mussolini - has

announced 31 March 2026 as the deadline for decimating the revolutionary

movemefrt, presenting it as its own "final solution'"

History, however, offers a different verdict. Hitlet and Mussolini
failed to consolidate their fascist utopias, Can their Indian counterparts

succeed where earher fascists collapsed? History stands as a powerful
testimony.

At this critical juncture - when the revolutionary movement faces a

combined assault from state repression and internal beffaya,l- FRSF presents

this booklet as an intervention of resistance. The crisis produced by the

statet military offensive is visitnle to all. But the crisis generated from within,
through surrender and ideological retreat by former leaders, is far more

dangerous.

This challenge must be confronted direcdy - politically, theoretically,

and ideologically. \X/e hope this booklet not only responds decisively to the

questions raised by Venugopal but also rekindles debate, sharpens

revolutionary clarity.

This is a long night - but it is not the last dawn'

Former Revolutionary Students Forum
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Distortion and Slander, the Trademark
of Capitulation

- K. Murali (ajith)

Quantitative changes, as per dialectical philosophy, indicate qualita-

tive change. Every quantitative shift reflects a tfansfofmation in qual,ity.

Ffom that standpoint too, it is contfadictory for our Pafty to argue that the

capitalist relations that have significandy strengthened in the countfy ovef

the past mo hundred years have not produced, and cannot produce, any

fundamental qualitative change. Even while the CC explains that capitalist

relations have developed in certain regions of agriculture and has devised

sepafate pfogfammes for those areas, the CBB document itself states that

these changes have since spread nationwide and become dominant. Yet, it
insists that there is and will be no change in the principal contradrction.

This is untenable - a clear contradiction. Therefore, as in the past, we

cannot continue to pufsue the path of pfotfacted people's war to seize

powef region by region.'we must formulate an Indian revolutionary path

suited to oq1 country's specific conditions - not the Chinese path, not the

Russian model.
This para from Malloiula Venugopal's letter of August 22, accu-

rately captures the ideology guiding him and the thrust of his capitulation.

Mofeovef, it also reveals the rnethod that inevitably accompanies them.

Take aclosef look at the fust two sentences. Marxism teaches that quanti-

tative changes lead' to qualitative change. Qualitative change takes place

through aleap. This comes about at a ceftairr iuncture of the process of
guantitative chpnge. It doesn't Eay quantitiw change 'indicates' qualitative

change. The capitulator sutely knows this. so why is he carrying out this

sleight with words? Is it an 'innocent' error? The next sentence gives the

an6wef. '(Every quantitative shift reflects a transfofmation in quality." Note

the words 'indicates'and'every'. They are deployed quite consciously. If all

quantitative changes indicate that qualitative change has taken place, if ev-
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ery quantitative shift means qualitative change, what remains of leap?

Nothing. It has no role. The capitulator's philosophy thus eliminates the

role of revolution in social ttansformation. It lays the groundwotk for what
follows.

The CPI (Maoist) document on Mode of Production (A4OP), as

seen in the public domain, does acknowledge the growth of capitalist rela-

tions in the country, of a particular tlpe. Whatever that may be, does this

grov/th indicate a 'fundamental qualitative change'? Will this growth cause

this sort of a change? The document clear\ rules this out. And that upsets

the capitulator. According to his philosophy such change must have taken

place. It would be more 
^cctrra;te 

to say-he needs it to justify his shameful

surrender, his abandoning the revolutionary path. Following his convo-
luted logic, he proceeds to demand that the understanding on principle
contradiction should be changed. Further, the path of protracted people's

war itself should be abandoned. Thus he ends up with that worn out false

thesis, 'neither Chinese nor Russian', touted by revisionists ever since the

betrayal of the Telangana armed struggle.

Let us see what the MOP document says. !7hile noting various

changes that have taken place in the country's economy, it stated:

Semi-feudal relations are continuing in new forms... if we see how
feudal hegemony yet continues in the economic, social and political sectors

and superstructure we understand that it is a change in form but not
content...During the globalisation period, the old and the new feudal forces

of the dominant castes in the rural areas were the social prop in every steP

that the state took up in the interests of imperialism and comprador bu-
realcr^tic bourgeoisie... These old and new feudal forces direcdy exploit
the oppressed people in many ways through wage exploitation,
exploitation"of rent, high interests, maintenance of paddy go-downs, busi-
ness and other such things...The landlords yet extract surplus in a large

scale through rent, interest, bonded labour, semi-bonded labour, neo-

bonded labour and other such forms. For the past three decades of
globalisation, bonded labour did not disappear in places of modern agri-

cultural methods but is cont.inuing in various forms...On the whole imperi-

alism is unleashing control on social, economic, political, cultural and all

the sectors on the semi-feudal base in the country historically and in the

present phase of globalisation...All the modern agricultural methods said

to be capitalist in several areas of our country arein fact dependent. F'or-

eign MNCs and domestic comprador corporate companies that collzrbo-
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rated with the local new landlord forces constituted with the government

and non-government systems possess hegemony on the modern agricul-

tural methods and on the entire mode of production. Thetefote those

only serve the interests of the forergn MNCs, the domestic"corporate com-

panies and the big landlords that collaborated with them. Land question,

tenancy, displacement and the question of related sectors of agriculture

show the intensity of agrarian crisis in the country. As a result the forces of
production are being destroyed. Growth in economy came to a standstill.

This is the result of the old semi-feudal telations. Revolution mearis to
break these chains...As per the changes in the past seven decades, it is un-

doubted that Indian economy is neither capitalist nor in the path of trans-

formation into a capitalist society, that there is no such democratic trend in
the country and that on the cofltrary semi-feudal relations relatively weak-

ened. Land question is still the main question in the vast rural areas and

revolutionary land reforms on the basis of land to the tiller is yet the most

important and relevant issue.

Evidently, the document does not suggest, even remotely, that capi-

talist relations have developed. It was pointing to distorted capitalist rela-

tions, associated with continuing semi-feudalism. The document ofl
comprador bureaucratic bourgeoisie (CBB) is not available in the public
domain. Therefore we cannot directly verify the claim the capitulator makes

about it. But certain things can be safely concluded. It must have been

based on the analysis made about the mode of production as a whole in
the MOP document. It would not have presented a view contradicting this

analysis. After all, the character of a ruling class cannot be understood in
separation from the mode of production existing in a society. As for the

matter of the CBB being dominant, first of all that relates to the relation

between the two ruling classes, the CBB and the big landlords. It does not
mean that capitalist relations are dominating. Secondly, this assessment about

the CBB is not something new. It was seen in the Strategy and Tactics

dequrn6nl-"In the alliance of comprador bureaucratic bourgeoisie and

big landlord class, the comprador bureaucratic bourgeoisie plays the lead-

ing role.

Now about the principal contradiction. Let us, for the sake of argu-

ment, accept the capitulator's demand that the contradiction between feu-

dalism and the broad masses can no longer be considered principal. Let us

assume that either the one between the CBB and the broad masses, or
between the alliance of imperialism, CBB and feudalism and the broad
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masses is principal. But will this necessarily indicate "...we cannot continue
to pursue the path of protracted people's war to seize power region by
region." The answer is NO. This can be understood without going into all

the factors that make the path of protracted people's war (PPVf necessary

in our conditions. Did the Chinese communist party leave the path of
PPST when the principle contradiction changed during theJapanese impe-

dalists' invasion? During most of the Vietnamese national liberation war
the principal contradiction was between imperialism and the broad masses.

But was the path anlthing other than PPW? Obviously, one cannot make a

simplistic equation between the path of revolution and the principal con-
tradiction. There are many other important factors, the main force of revo-

lution for example. No doubt the path of PPW must be developed in
accordance with changes that have taken place-in society, in the capabili-

ties of the ruling classes and imperialism, in technology and so on. But that
is totally different from the plea made by the capitulators to abandon PPW
altogether.

It cant be the case that the capitulator is unaware of all these things.

He must have been a key participant in the study and analysis, the drafting,
of all the key documents. But he can't be burdened by all of that now He
is in a hurry. Desperate to jump into the padiamentary pigsty, taking the

lead from the betrayets of the Telangana armed struggle. Hence the show
of giving up weapons won with the blood of martyrs and posing with the

Constitution. Therefore, without the slightest hesitation, he confounds 'ini-
tiating peace talks'with 'laying down arms'. -i7ith this sleight of words he

stoops to the low of slandering comrade Basavatai, claiming that he too
had decided to lay down arms. Thus he seeks to reduce the martyrdom of
the comrade and his companions to a meaningless, foolhardy, gesture.

Contrary to his despicable bid, their heroic resistance against a vasdy supe-

rior force, holding high the crimson banner of communism and setting a

glorious example of self-sacrifice, will forever continue to inspire the people

as they march forward along the path hewn by Naxalbari.
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The Great Bettayal of Venugopal and
Vasudeva Rao: A Result of Political

Bankruptcy
-Vimal

7

The month of October has given birth to two great tevolutions in
history. The Russian Revolution of 1917 achieved victory in Octobet, and

seventy six years ago, on October 1.,1,949, Comrade Mao proclaimed, with
the message "The Chinese people have stood up", that China had been

liberated from centuries of impetialism, comprador bourgeoisie, and

landlord classes.

Former CPI Maoist Politburo member Venugopal alias Sonu, and

Dandakaranya Special Zonal Committee member Satish alias Vasudeva

Rao, chose the same month for their surrender. On October 14, with sixry

people carrying firearms, led by Venugopal surrendered before the Chief
Minister of Maharashtra, both enfoying bonhomie. Two days later, Satish,

along with neady three hundred people in Chhattisgarh, with more than

two hundred arms, also surrendered. Under police protection, these two
Ieaders are continuing their campaign to induce furthet surrenders.

The central goverflment, declaring that it would make India Maoist
free by 31 March 2026,began Operation Kaga4"the finalwar",in)anoary
2024 with the intention of intensifying the ongoing conflict. Large scale

deploymetrt of forces, intensification of militaty campaigns of cordon
and eliminate, expansion of carpet security camps, firing indiscriminately

from deep forest military camps to terrorise the people, mass affestsj

detaining latge numbers of civilians for months in military camps,

suppressing all peaceful mass struggles, and banning people's organisations,

all formed part of this operation.
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2

Operation Kagar Begins with the Killing of an Infant

The brutalities of Operation I{agar began with the kilJing of an

infant,Mangli, in Muttuvendi village of Bijapur district. I; the same attack,
five other villagets also lost their lives due to police firing. Over these

twenty two months, neady seven hundred people, including Party leaders

and ordinary civilians, have been killed. Among them were nine Central
Committee members, including the General Secretary, Comrade Basavaraiu.

Seventeen State Committee members were also among the dead. Latest
was the brutal murder of Com. Hidma (45), the youngest Central
Committee member of the CPI (Maoist) was caught in Vijayawada and

killed in cold blood on November 1 8'h in a fake encounter in the forests of
Alluri Sitaramaraju district, Andhra Pradesh. Such hear,y losses to the
leadership of a revolutionary parry within such a short span, can be

compared to the setback suffered in Turkey in 2005. In a military attack by
the Turkish army, during an aerial strike while members of TI(P/ML
leadership were travelling for an enlarged Central Committee meeting in
preparation for their Second Congress, the General Secretary, i(aypakkaya
I(anger, and five other Central Committee members were killed, totalling
seventeen maftyrs in that assault.

3

Massacres amidst the Talk of Peace Negotiations

As Operation I(agar's atrocities against ordinary Adivasis intensified,
civil society in the Telugu states appealed in late March fot both the
government and the Maoists to establish peace. The Maoist Party responded

immediately. In a letter, spokesperson Abhay accepted the appeal for peace

negotiations put forward by civil society and urged the government to
create a conducive environment. The Party declared a halt to armed actions

from its side. The Telangana Committee unilaterally declared a ceasefire.

The Telangana government reacted positively.

Even as civil society was campaigning for peace negotiations, and

proposals were taking shape, the central government launched ()peration

I{arregutta, an unprecedented mobilisation of neady twenty thousand
security personnel, and conducted a surround and eliminate camprign frlr
about twenty ofle days during April and May. In that rcvolutionury
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suppression campaign, thirty six cadres became martyrs. A month later, in
another massive assault in the Maad area,in the Gundekot region, between

May 1,76 and 2L"', involving neady twenty thousand personnel, thirty eight
cadres, including Comrade Basavaraju, were martyred. According to the

guerrillas who escaped the attack, Comrade Basavarajt,who was severely

ill, was captuted and shot dead.

4

From Peace Talks'Proposal to a "Temporary Suspension of Armed
Struggle": Beginning of Venugopal's Countdown to Capitulation

From April 2025, annooncements regarding peace talks from the

Maoist Party Central Committee began to come through Venugopal.
According to him, these had the approval of the General Secretary. After
Basavaraju's martyrdom, the proposal for peace talks, which was acceptable

to all, including a ceasefire, was diverted byVenugopal. Abrupdy, in August,
he unilaterally called for a temporary haTt of armed struggle. Venugopal
did not hesitate to take this decision eyen at the risk of splitting the Maoist
Party.

Let us consider some background to this development.

Venugopal's closest associate, Giridhar, aformer DKSZC member,
surrendered in June 2024. On 1 January 2025, under the leadership of
Venugopal's wife,Tara, ten others surrendered with arms before Fadnavis,

CM, and Maharashtra. Speaking at the surrender meeting, Fadnavis called

upon the group to persuade others to surrender as well. During the meeting,

he said that Tara's surrender was a turning point, a game changer, to end

the Maoist movement in Maharashtra. He even stated in January that he

had information that "Venugopal will come within six months".

Just two days after Basavaraiu v/as martyred, reports emerged that
Venugopal, along with his group, was preparing to surrender soon before
the Gadchiroli police. Within five months, Venugopal made this entirely
true. In another speech, Fadnavis said that through certain intermediaries,
and via secret negotiations in the previous two months, made this surrender

possible. It is not difficult to guess who those intermediaries were.

In fact, ever since Tara surrendered, it has been widely known that
she played a key role in Venugopal's surrender. It is no surprise that Giridhar,
a close associate of Venugopal, and Yaseen, who surrendered in 2024 and
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is now working at Lloyd Metals Company in Gadchiroli, as well as his wife
Aniu, who works in the police rehabilitation camp, Gadchitoli, "educating"

surrendered Maoists, acted as intermediaries in these secret negotiations.

At the very meeting where Venugopal surrendered, the head of
Lloyd Metals, a company with an annual revenue of seven thousand crore

rupees, offered to appoint him as the company's ambassador. Oh! Splendid!
\What does it indicate when a person who once fought alongside the Adivasis

of Suriagad, Gadchiroli, against the operations of Lloyd Metalsl, is now
being proposed as the ambassador for that very company?

Prabhakaran the Managing Director of LMEL, said: "If aleader
like Bhupati, that is Venugopal, returns to the mainstream of public Iife,

and if we make him a brartd ambassador, it lr:,ay draw the remaining

Naxalites too orlto the same path."z

Across the wodd, there are many experiences demonstrating how
the system absorbs leaders once they come back into the mainstream.

Writing about leftist intellectuals,James Pettas portrayed, with remarkable

insight, hov/ intellectuals who l,ielded to authoritarian regimes and returned

to the "mainstream" became corrupted. His article Metamorphois of L,rttin

American Intellexualf captures this vividly.

In the light of all these developments, whatever the future brings, it
is already clear what 'sadhana'a, the author of novel Ragos will become.

Yaseen, his disciple who surrendered in GadchiroLi in 2024 and who is
now an employee of the Lloyd Company, said the following to The Indian
Express. "Sonu, that is Venugopal, in fact, functions as an ideological

countef to the extremist left."6

Could we not ilready understand the role that Venugopal is going

to play in the coming period?

The efforts that Venugopal had been making with the government
for his surrender even before the Maoist Party General Secretary became

^marqr,became 
fruitful by October. By ensuring that his wife surrendered

frst, bargaining through her, giving the assurance that he would orchestrate

the surrender of at least five hundred people with arms. And, after the

martyrdom <>f Basavaraiu, by engaging in deliberations with Satish, creating

the impression that Comrade Basavaraiu had also agreed to an armed

surrender, masking their own weaknesses with ideological colouring,
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deceiving the cadres, and contributing their share to the government's
celebrations that the state has been now very close to the success of
Operation I(agar, Venugopal and Satish culminated their planned surrendet
in October.

ln any wa4 desertions occur. And in any revolutionary movements,
surrenders and betrayals are nothing new. In the history of the Communist
Party of India, in 1951 the parq, leadership itself withdrew the struggle
and placed the weapons befote the government. Everyone knows what
the subsequent history of that leadership was. After that historical betrayal,
it took sixteen yeafs fof the revolutionafy movement to re emerge from
revisionism. In the meantime, the Communist Party sank fully into the
quagmire of the par[amentary path.

Joining a revolutionary movement is voluntary, and leaving it is

equally voluntary. But one should not betray the movement in which <lne

has worked for so long.

This is precisely the betrayal committed by Venugopal and Vasudeva

Rao, iust as Chang Kuo Tao's case did during the China's Long March.

How should we describe Venugopal and Vasudeva Rao's mass

surrender with arms? What name should vre give it fot secretly negotiating
wrth the enemy from within the party without an inkling to the General
Secretary? At a time when the party had formally proposed peace talks to
the government, what should we call the act of sabotaging those peace

efforts, and, without letting anyone in the party knov/, attempting to organise
a mass surrender like "making hay while sun shines"? Carrying the policy
of "Temporary Withdrawal of the Armed Struggle" that were flever placed
before the higher committee, that were never approved by it, and pushing
them downwards, and, in the name of protecting cadres, in the name of
stopping repression on the people, in the name of changing conditions,
handing over the arms which were painstakingly acquired through strup1€lle,

and, more importantly, performing the last rites of the revolutionary path
itself- what kind of politics is this, if not capitulation of the highest order?

Marxism teaches honesty. Materialism demands that facts be stated
plainlv. Dialectics insists that class struggle must flot be abando:ed.

Did Venugopal really surrender for the sake of the p,:ople or the
cadres? Or did he surrender because he believed that Operation l{agar
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would 
^nryay 

swallow the entire movement and himself along with it?

\X&y did he and Satish ask the government to halt operations for a month?

STas it not to implement the plans they had aheady made, although they
knew those were only personal opinions? NTas it not to fulfil the
government's demand that their personal surrender would be accepted

only if it was accompanied by large scale surrenders, hence the promise to
produce at least five hundred people? Taking adyafltage of Comrade

Basavaraiu's martyrdom, telling the blatant lie that Basavarajuhimself had

agreed to giving up arms, deceiving cadres, and unilaterally calling for a

temporary suspension of armed struggle, under what Marxist organisational

principle was this done? If they invoke the General Secretary to justify a

temporary halt to armed struggle, did he ever say to surrender with arms?

Did he ask them to kneel before the enemy? Did he renounce the path of
protracted people's war? Should so many people be used as a protective

shield for personal weakness? Should dialectics be twisted to attach a

philosophical veneer to political bankruptcy?

Are not the ordinary Adivasi people far better than this? Theywork
in the movement, if they cannot continue they surrender, if the police

send them to jail they go. The Venugopal-Vasudeva Rao duo, howevet,
put forq/ard false theories and deceive the masses.

The call fot surrender under the name "temporary suspension of
armed struggle" is nothing but a euphemism for capitulation.

\X4:rat lies ahead for Rago? What reply would Sadhana now give to
the question Balagopal once raisedT? \X/ill he say that the woman he modelled
his novel's protagonist upon was martyreds, and that the writer betrayed

her ideals and led a surrender? \J7i11 Venugopal advise all the remaining
Ragos should follow the path of Taras, and in that process offer his own
phone numbet and Vasudeva Rao's phone number?

The Telangana State Committee criticised Venugopal's declaration
announcing the temporary halt of armed strugglelo. It stated plainly that
the declaration represented only his personal opinion and did not reflect
the position of the entire party. What was wrong in that? Already engaged

in secret negotiations, Venugopal raged in anger.

He said: 'It is not as if he is unaware that, confned to his own state, he must

express his uiew on m1 statement. I specifcallt reqaested that within nry declaration."11
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Venugopal is telling the Telangana Committee to confine itself to
its own state. Fine. But then, according to which organisational principles
did he select 15 August, a date that would give even greater pleasure to the
ruling classes, to anrrounce the temporary withdrawal of armed struggle?
\X/hich committee gave him this authority? Under which organisational
principle do his public appeals that repudiate the party's strategy and
revolutionary line fall? While engaged in secret negotiations with the
government, while entirely diluting the call for peace talks, while frst issuing
the call and then frightening the cadres and injecting his defeatism into
them, and ultimately leading them to surrender their arms before the
goverflment, how can the Telangana Committee simply offeringits opinion
be considered wrong?

Venugopal said: 'If tbe comrade had read the 22-page qpeal 12 to the cadre

tbat I issued in Telagufor internal circulation within tbe parg and if he had giuen his

ualuable opinion on it, it woald haae been uerlt useful to our CC and the par4t. I mast
make it clear in aduance that euerlthing I wrote in that 22-page appeal was alreadl
contained in the circular released b1t owr PB 13 in August 2024."

Let us assume for a moment that everything Venugopal v/rote was
indeed in the party circular. What were the measures prescribed by the
party to change those conditions? Was it the "temporary cessation of armed
struggle" proposed by him? If that were truly be the case, the party would
have announced it as a decision, would it not? Going further, how are we
to describe Venugopal's descent into collective armed surrender, from
"temporary cessation of armed struggle" to that position, within merely
two months, driven by "guilt"? !7as this too the unanimous position of
the party?

He said: 'I once again appeal to comrade Jagan (Spokerperson of Telangana

State Conmhtee) that the long-term protracted people's war patb aimed at seiryng

political power region b1 regton is no longer suitable to tlte conditions oif oar counhl.
Manl reuolutioltdrJt lzlzuement areas in the countrl, includingTelangana, haue a/read1

demonstrated this. Your state comrniltee seretarl and the CCMs guidinglou recognised

this matter as ear! as 2020. You ma1 ascertain thisfroru them."

Venugopal has finally come to the real point. The core issue for him
is the path of protracted people's war.
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5

Maoist leader Venugopal's doubts are fundamentally about the
revolutionary line itself

Let us set aside for a moment whether the protracted people's war

line is correct or incorrect. Let us focus on the phrase "no longer".

According to him, it was cotrect eadier. The problem for him lies only in
the present, Why? Because the conditions of our country have changed.

And not only have that, several revolutionary regions across the country,

including T elangana, demons trated this un suitability.

He says: "Your state committee secretary,t and the CCMs guidinglou alread1

recagnised this in 2020." A fine suggestion. Since the secret internal matters

of the p^rty are not accessible to outsiders, let us accept his statement as

true. Even if those leaders recognised tt in 2020 and even if they had

differing views, they did not violate organisational principles by publicly

announcing them the way Venugopal did. What vzould happen if everyone,

like him, chose to openly discuss in an underground revolutionary party?

After the Andhra Thesis was rejected in 1948, it took nearlY two

decades for the protracted people's war line to re-enter the agenda.

Re'"-isionists and neo-revisionists loudly proclaimed that it was "unsuited

to the conditions of our country". They advanced the argument of a "strong

state". They spoke about the presence of legislatures. Naxalbari shattered

the backbone of those revisionist arguments. It heralded the protracted

people's war line. Even though the Naxalbari struggle, like the Paris

Commune, was soon suppressed, armed peasant struggles erupted in many

parts of the country.

After the setback at Naxalbari, efforts to rebuild the revolutionary
movement were made across regions. The movement revived in Bihar and

Jharkhand. It resurged in the Telugu states. There were those who doubted

whether it could ever emerge in Bengal after the set back of Naxalbari.

Even if delayed, the martvr I{ishanii demonstrated that it was possible'

\X/ith the Lalgarh movement, the people's war in Bengal began. That was a

major breakthrough.

The Naxalbari line is nothing but the line of protracted people's

war. Upholding that line, People's War, Party Unitv. and MCC united to

fotm CPI (Maoist). They built peoPle's guerrilla fotces, widelv otganised
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guerrilla struggles, created guerrilla 2ones, established guerrilla bases, and
built primary organs of revolutionary people's power. The achievements
of the Maoist Party have been listed by Venugopal himself in his letters.
He wrote: "Following the party's document 'Strategy and Tactics', we
expanded the revolutionary movement to many regions of the countr),,.

N7e organised many oppressed sections of society. \X/e mobilised the working
people in urban areas, plains, and forest regions. Following the line of
protracted people's war, the party tirelessly strove to build the revolutionary
movement. After the setback of Naxalbari, we not only rcbuilt and achieved

successes that no revolutionary party in the countfy had achieved but also

united our once-splintered party and the genuine revolutionaries in the
country. We strove intensely to unite revolutionary parties and forces across

South Asia and succeeded. The long-standing militant struggles and
sacrifices of oppressed people under our party's leadership earned strong
recognition ftom Maoist and revolutionary parties woddwide. On that basis,

our efforts won their confidence and achieved positive results, as is evident
from our practice."

Not only did it outline how an alternative model to the semi colonial,
semi feudal system would look, it also placed before the people the contours
of New Democracy by building united fronts against imperialist, feudal
and big capitalist forces, and by demonstrating these through the practice
of struggle. In this process, it carried out numerous experiments. While
remaining firm and unwavering on revolutionary strategy, it acted creatively
and flexibly with respect to tactics, and it strove to unite with all
revolutionary parties practicing the line of protracted people's war. It
succeeded in that effort.

Whatever achievements Venugopal claims the party and the people
accomplished across the countr)', he acknowledges that all these were
grounded entirely in the strategy and tactics the party had followed until
now. If so, it must be stated cleady that those l,ery strategy and tactics have

now oudived their time. More than that, his contention is that because the
conditions of the cowrtry and times have changed, the line of protracted
peoplet war is no longer viable. \Xhat alternative line he proposes is unclear
even to himself. Therefore his logic is simply that, "from now on", this
path will not work.

"Ourpa@l achieuements ma1 be great, but the mistakes ae cctrumitted haae
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been euen tnore serious, and as a resu/t we haue been unable to baild, in aryt part of the

country, a relatiuely stable and strong organised reuolutionarl mouement. This is a

bilter lruth."

Leaving aside dates and timel-ines, the tevolutionary movement has

moved from a difficult situation into a severe setback. This has been

continuing for a long time. It is difficult to even say how long. How did the

revolutionary movement assess this situation? According to the statements

released by the Central Committee, in2020 it reviewed the party's practice
from the previous party confereflce to the present. In February 2024, it
announced that the Politburo had issued another circular reviewing the

past three years of work.

According to Venugopal, mistakes of left deviation, in fact the party's

own self created errors, are solely responsible for the movement reaching

this state. The Central Committee, ifl its statement, says: "Along with the

subjective errors committed by the p^rty, the sustained counter
revolutionary offensive and widespread war waged for decades by the strong

and powerful Indian state have also been responsible for this situation.

This is the conclusion the party reached, which he, Venugopal, rejects."

His charge is that the Central Committee is underestimating the enemy.

Now he is downplaying the enemy's offensive while intensifying his attack

on the so called "left deviationist" line within the party.

When exactly did this enlightenment dawn on Venugopal? Since

when did the path of the Indian revolution become erroneous in his eyes?

In fact, even such thinking is not wrong in itself. Clashes between ideas

and lines are inevitable. But he must explain when he presented an alternate

document within the revolutionary p^rty opposing what he now calls the
"left deviationist line". Had he presented such criticism at the correct time,

and guided the party as a whole towards the correct path, as comrade I(S
did in the past, the party would not have reached this setback, would it?
$(lhy did he not do it?

Had there been any internal history of Venugopal fighting against

the line of protracted people's war, arguing that it was unsuitable for the

conditions of the country and times, such a clash of lines would have

helped advance the movement. A synthesis emerging from that struggle

would have eliminated weaknesses and propelled the movement forward.

After the Naxalbari setback, by upholding the correct strategy and
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identifying the left deviationist errors in tactics, the movement advanced
in the Telugu states. It became a benchmark for movements in other regrons.

This is what synthesis means, is it not? Preservingwhat is correct, correcting
what is v/rorig, rectifying even the errors within the correct line, absorbing
whatever elements from incorrect lines may still be useful for the
development of the movement, and elevating the Iine to a higher stage.

6

The Principal Contradiction Has Changed - Therefore, Protracted
People's War Is No Longer Valid

It is not merely a change in tactics that Venugopal is asking for. He
is insisting on rewriting the very strategic line of Protracted People's

War. His argument is that the principal contradiction itself has changed.
According to him, the semi-feudal system today is only a basic contradiction
but not the principal contradiction. The comprador, bureaucratic big
boutgeoisie has become the principal contradiction.

In his own words:

"In the 2007 Pa@ [Jni4, Congres' the nEoi4, duided that neither of the

huo rulingclasses could be called the principal one and that both had eqaal roles. The

present document r/ects that decision and claifu the changed rok of the CBB.

Therefore, since the CBB bas become the leadingforce among tbe exploiting clases,

and since it bas become tbe main conduit of imperialitt exploitation and has been

included aruong the fundamental contradictions, we ruast change the principal
contradiction we haue been stating ti// now. Otherwise, writing this document would be

o n /1 fo r dis cussio n's sa ke. "

(pp., Sonw August Appeal to Cadres)

Venugopal further states:

" Our reuolutionary practice must dirut! corfront lhe intensifling corporatisation

(finance c@inl) in the countrlt This means strengthening mass strugles against the

fnance-capital re/ations that baue grown in India. The new! drafted docament anal1ses

the strengthenedrole of the CBB, slntberises its leadershtp role amonglndial raling

classes, and anderlinet hs position as the main uehicle of impeialist plunder. It strerses

fgbtingfinance capital. Yet, tbe party hesitates to make foundational changes
regatding the pdncipal contadiction. Cons'ider how contradictoryr this position

is." (Emphasis added)
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Let us assume, for argument's sake, that the principal contradiction
has changed.If so, does the path of Protracted People's lVar (PPSV) change?

Are you Indian detachment of Trotskyists'International? I assume

you are riot. You are not arguing that India has become a fully independent
capitalist country. If so, how do you intend to v/age the liberation struggle
against the comprador, bureaucratic bourgeoisie and international finance
capital? By following the path of PPW? Or through armed insurrection?
Or by adapting Prachanda's so-called "Fusion Theory" (which marqr Azad
described as "Confusion Theory')? 1a

A retreat also must be strategic. It cannot be chaotic. That applies

both in military matters and ideological matters. Yout collective armed
surrender is not a r::^llitary retreat; it is an abandonment without an

alternative revolutionary strategy. Renouncing an existing revolutionary
line without proposing a viable replacement is nothing but ideological
bankruptcy- indeed, liquidationism. It demobilises the parq, paralyses the
armr,i and pushes revolutionary masses and sympathisers into despair and

confusion.

Venugopal, who has read Maoist party documents and Mao's writings
meticulously, gets exposed how dangerous opportunism becomes when
one ties the principal contradiction to the revolutionary path. He continues

to recognise India as a semi-colonial, semi-feudal country. According to
Maoism, PPW is the correct revolutionary path for countries of this type.
If he now openly declares that he no longer accepts Maoism, that would
at least be ideologically consistent. Or, if he agrees with the domestic
Trotskyists that India has already become an independent capitalist country
and therefore armed insutrection is the revolutionary path, that too would
be consistent. (ln reality, these people will never organise an insurrection.
Have you ever seen them attempt anything of that sort?)

Let us quote him again:

"At least nzry we mwst bid farewell to the dogrnatic practice of repeating

'Protracted Peoplel Var' and 'arnted strugle' without regardfor changing conditions

and space-timefactors, or of clinging to Chinese or Russian paths. The on! remaining

dufl befnre the parl is to adopt a path appropiate to Indial concrete cctnditions and

make the Indian reuolutioa uictorioas."
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From this, ofle cannot help but suspect that Venugopal no longet
believes even in the necessity of armed struggle 1s. In 2010, Prachanda

insisted that his theoretical contribution to the Nepali movement be called

the "Prachanda Path". Now Venugopal wants 
^ 

path suited to India's

conditions. So, we are all expected to wait in limbo for the revelation of
the'Venugopal Path'.

The central question of any revolution is the seizure of state Power.
How will the proletariat seize po\iler from the bourgeoisie? There is no

route other than armed struggle. Bernstein's evolutionary sociaiism,

I(hrushchev's peaceful transition, and padiamentary paths to socialism are

all class-collaborationist politics. They contradict the Marxist-Leninist
understanding of the state.

How did the Russian proletariat seize power? The model before it
was the v/ay the European boutgeoisie had dethroned feudal authoriry.

First seize the key centres of power; then extend control to the rest. Even

bardcade struggles- originally forms of bourgeois rebellions- were further
developed by the proletariat. In the Moscow uprising of 1905, they were

used effectively. Urban guerrilla warfare and general strikes were also

important in 1905. In 1917, unlike 1905, the Tsar fell quickly, the I(erensky

govefnment that followed was weak and unpopular, the army was

demoralised by war, and within eight months the government collapsed.

The Bolsheviks, through the Red Guards, carried out an armed insarrection

to seize power.

In capitalist countries, such insurrectionary tactics became the model

form of revolutionary path.

The Chinese Communist Party too initially attempted general

insurrection. Only after repeated failures did the path of PP\il/ emerge

from practical experience. Initially, they believed this path applied only to
China. But later, Maoism established that PP\)fl is the correct revolutionary

strategy for colonial and semi-colonial countries.

Japan invaded China in 1933. The Communist Party sought to
transform the internal civil war (ongoing since 1927) into a nationalwar
againstJapanese imperialism. From 1936 onward, these efforts succeeded.

Even though the principal contradiction changed during the national-
revolutionary phase, the PPW line remained unchanged. It did not shift to
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insurrection or 
^ny 

other "new path." The same applies to Vietnam and to
Cambodia and Laos in Indochina. None of them abandoned PP!(

Therefore, even if, as Venugopal claims, the principal contradiction
in India has changed, it does not require a change in the revolutionary
path. if the comprador bourgeoisie- acting as the main vehicle of
imperialism- becomes the principal contradiction, the revolution becomes
a national revolution. In that case too, the path remains PP\)7, as in China
and Vietnam. Only if India had genuinely become an independent capitalist
country would the scenario differ. Venugopal himself does not say that.
He is simply disoriented by the defeat of the movement.

This is nothing but changing the dirutionwithout changingthe colour.

\W"hen we say "China's path is our path," the essential principle is

that our revolutionary path is not armed insurrection but Ptotracted Peopleb
War. This is the core and universal aspect. Its concrete application, howeveq
must correspond to India's specific space-time conditions. In China, the
Party aheady had an armed force under its influence. Here, the people's
army has to be built. India has a strong centralised state and consolidated
armed forces. In China, cefltral authority became weak; in realitli there
were two governments: the Japanese-puppet Wang Jingwei regime in
Nanjing and the Chiang Kai-shek government in Chongqing. Japan's
attempt to colonise China facilitated the Chinese revolution. The wodd
war situation and the existence of socialist Russia accelerated the transition
of PPriT from defeats to victories. Guerrilla zones soon developed into
liberated areas.

In India, by contrast, not all regions are favourable for guerrilla
zones; they may have to exist for a longer durations. The Maoist Party is
very clear that liberated areas will emerge only in the final stages, except
under exceptional circumstances. In a revolution that proceeds in cycles-
defeat, victory, defeat, victory- some temporary defeats may last longer.

Given all this, when Venugopal now claims that the Party never
understood these principles, one can only imagine how truthful he is being.

No revolutionary pffry following Maoism believes that events will
unfold "exactly" as in China. There is completely awareness that each

contradiction must be resolved concretely. But should we therefore reject
the entire strategic generalisation of PPW altogether? Should we throw
the baby with the bath water?
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7

Venugopal's Objections to the Ceasefire

The Telangana Committee rejected Venugopal's call for 
^ 

temporaty

suspension of armed struggle. It stated that the call reflected only
Venugopal's personal opinion. Naturally, Venugopal reacted sharply.

He said:

"Euen now, al lea$ recognise this. You requested the Telangana gouernmentfor

a six-month ceasefre. Thatpeiod is aboat to end. After that, and after tbal' and after

that,lou imagine foryourselues how long this will go on. You cannot denl that during

the ceasefre peiod the police will remain extremell uigilant regarding oar reuolutionarl

actiui4t. Therefore, reuolutionaries mast act pradent/1 to auoid uwtece$ar1 /osset."

Venugopal and Vasudeva Rao demonstrated this so-called prudence

in practice. Venugopal laments that the Telangana Committee has not yet

acquired such prudence. First, peace talks, then temporaty suspension of
armed struggle, and finally collective armed surrender. This is the sequence

of developments produced by the prudence of Venugopal and Vasudeva

Rao. No one can predict how long a ceasefire may last. If possible, every

well-wisher of the revolutionary movement would prefer attempts toward

a ceasefire rather than collective armed surrender.

The Indian goverflment has maintained a ceasefire with the Naga

fighters for decades. Their v/eapons have not been confiscated. The
Communist Party of the Philippines has been in negotiations for decades

without any ceasefire, with guerrilla warfare continuing simultafleously. The

form of peace talks varies according to citcumstances. At a moment when

pullic opinion was gathering momentum in favour of peace talks,

Venugopal, without facilitatingwider discussionwithin the Party, announced

a temporary suspension of armed struggle on August 15, and within rwo

months began to become resdess to go for the collective surrender. This
helped the central government throw the peace process into the dustbin.

Had public opinion streflgthefled further, no ofle can say what fotm the

peace talks might have taken. Now, however, the possibilities have almost

vanished.

Even so, alongside the Venugopal and Vasudeva Rao duo who have

split the Maoist Party, some of the previously surtendered leaders, who
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now see disarming the Maoist Partv as their principal mission, may join
the so-called peace process under the guidance of the central goverrrment.
Or, if Venugopal forms a new communist parry the government may invire
th^tp^tty for peace talks. Or perhaps Venugopal, having already found his

peace, may avoid all such processes altogether.

Venugopal states:

"In m1 statement, I made it uery clear that we wished to czfi.titxr/e the peace ta/ks

initiated b1r our Pa@I General Secretarl, the ma@r Comrade l{amballa Kesauarao.

I, a/ongwitb uuera/ comradeq wanted t0 carry lbemfonuard. Comrade Rupesh war o?xe

amzfig tbem. Tberefore, it goes wilbout sajng that this was not a unanimous decision of
the entire Parfl, and Jagan need notpoint it out separatel1."

Once the Party agreed to peace talks, the Telangana Committee
opted for a ceasefire to create aconducive environment. V&y did Venugopal
object to that? At a time when the entire civil society was making enormous
efforts to advance the peace process, when there was positive response

within and outside the countr),, why did 1,ou suddenly turn towards collective
armed surrender, and that too unilaterally? One rule for you, afld another
for the Telangana Committee? Moreover, you unilaterally announced
rejection of Protracted People's War, admission of defeat, and collective
armed surrender. In a clandestine Party, can such sweeping changes be

made merely through email exchanges and telephone conversations?

According to ),our formulation of surrender, let us give it 
^ 

n^rne,
'Temporary Suspension of Armed Struggle', all people's armed forces,

wherever they are, regardless of where the leadership is located, and even

political prisoners in iails, all must follow yout Line. The army would ncr

longer be necessary, and the underground Party would not be necessary

either. Let us build a mass base through legal struggles permitted under
the Constitution. If the political prisoners and the people accept your line,

you would stand as guarantor for their release. If they do not accept your
line, you would abandon them. Yes, it is convenient to forget the demand
for unconditional release of political prisoners. Those who do flot agree

with your line would be exposed openly before the enemy.

You have always misconceived Party's emphasis on militatisation,
yet you failed to build impregnable structures against the enemy. Having
so seriously misiudged the military question, why did you now embark
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upon such manoeuvres'/ Is it the panic created by the approaching deadline

announced by the Honourable Amit Shah? After accepting defeat, such

panic is natural. Your nervousness is understandable.

8

Peace Talks and Disarmament

Venugopal argues that the goverflment insists on disatmament, that

peace talks cannot proceed without it, and that fot this teason they had

opposed the very idea of peace negotiations. Yet, when the Telangana

Committee unilaterally issued a statement in favour of peace talks, they
\r/ere compelled to accept it. In his words:

"In l{ouember 2024, in the presence of the General 5'ecretary, some of us in

the Central Committee discussed the issae of peace talks and concluded tltat the

gouernment woald not agree t0 negotiations without disarmament, and tberefore we

should no longer think about peace talks. However, contrary to this, tbe CC members

auailable withloa sent an opinion in March 2025 to the T'elanganal>eace inteilocutors

stating 'we are readl for peace ta/ks'. Since the gouernnent repeatedfi emphasised

disarmament, euen thefew aaailable CC members should haue taken a clear decision

and sent a statement accordingfl. Because that was not done, Comrades Basauar@u and

I\apesh, following that earlier JtatemenL consulted each other and were compelled to

re/ease announcements on peace talks. Conrade Jagan ruust ascertainfroru his concerned

comrades that a// this was contrarl to the llouember 2024 anderstanding. Euen so, the

Parfrt uiewed their initiatiue as arisingfrom the grauil of the situation, and m1 present

stateruent must be understood as part of that contiruuum. If he lacks clarity on

deuelopments within the CC, he should frst learn the facts and, tf needed, send his

position to the CC. Although he had eaerl opportunig,, he did nothing and instead

issued statements of this kind. This is unJortwnate."

Venugopal says: 'We concladed that since the gouernment is unwilling to

negotiate without disarmament, we thould no longer consider peace ta/ks." Tlis implies

that peace talks should not be held on the condition of disarmament. Yet

when a proposal for peace talks emerged, he agreed to it. That was

approptiate. But why must agreeing to Peace talks be equated with
compulsory disarmament? It is as though he is asking us to believe that

the temporary suspension of armed struggle was undertaken solely for
the sake of peace talks. Venugopal even claims that it was the martyred

General Secretary, Basavaraiu,who accepted disarmament.
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He says:

"Comrade BasauarE'u did not consider disarmament merelt as a meant oJ

sauing hit own life. Euen if some of 1ow nowjudge hit proposal as wrong, that would

be purellyarperconal ctpinion." He ad*farther: 'Ask the CC znembers who guide

1ou whether I nade this annoancement abowt saspending armed straggle out of wlf-
interest. If BasauarEu acted owt of self-interut, aswme that I too acted out of srlf
interest. Owr Parltl nistake liu infailing to adjast to changirug conditions. You should

at /east recognise lbis now."

Can you deny what General Secretary Basavaraja himself wrote
about disarmament, Venugopal? The Central Committee of the CPI
(Vlaoist) stated unequivocally in its public declaration of 5 November:

"The1 are claimingtbat before his narflrdom, ourParfll General Seretary
Comrade f,larnballa Kesaua Rao said that we should giue up arms and agree to

peace talks. Tbir is completel1t false. These are distortiorc spread b1 Sonu and

Satish."

The statement continues:

'Infact, marflr Comrade l{aruballa Kesaua Rao wrote letters to Satish

clarifling the defciencies in his understanding regardingpeace talks. In these letters,

he explained tbat the Parfl should neuer consider disarmament, and euen f an1

such idea euer arose, on/1 tbe Central Committee could deliberate on it. He reminded

that in the history of the world reuolutionarJ mzuemefit, wheneuer seuere repression

ducended, reuolutionarl parties stffired heaut l0Jses afid the people endared immense

bardship and calamities. He wrote that the Parfl in Chile, after abandoningarmed

straggle and coming ouerground, became irreleuant. To ouercome the losses sastained

danng the Kagar operations, he emphasisedfrm implementation of the plans deuised

b1t tbe Central Corunittee and Politburo in February and Augast 2024, and also

the need to adopt taclics suited to changing conditions in eacb area, Therefore we

state clear! tbattbe idea of relinquishinganns andgoingforpeace talks uas lteuer

tbe opinion of Comrade llanballa Kesaua Rao."

Knowing full well that martyr Basavaraju did not agree to
disarmament, do you not fear what the cadre will now say about you? Why
should you fear? Your objective has already been achieved.

Venugopal is, in reality, opposed to the strategy of the CPI (A{aoist).
He merely repeats the assertion that India remains semi-colonial and semi-
feudal, but he has abandoned Maoism's central strategic line of protracted
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people's war. He vaguely leaves open the idea that a new revolutionary
path must be discovered. In truth, he has turned against the very conception
of armed struggle. He opportunistically invokes the 1.977 call issued by
KS. That slogan was adopted to divert the cadre's attention on the
annihilation of class enemies as the only form of struggle, and to build a

strong mass base for conducting the protracted peoplet u/ar. It was never

a calT for disarmament, nor 
^ 

call to bring the Party overground.

Today, whatevet Venugopal may say in words, his underlying
understanding is that the revolution has suffered a strategic defeat, like
Indonesia. Under the leadership of General Suharto, the Indonesi^narmy
massacred five to ten lakh leaders, members, and supporters of the
Communist Party berween October 1.965 and March 1.966. In effect,
Venugopal's temporaty suspension of armed struggle amounts to a

permanent cessation of armed struggle. If he had stated that openly, none
of the people now following him would have come to his side. He is fully
aware of that.

9

Venugopal's Defeatism

Venugopal's surrender is, politically, liquidationism; militarily, it is

desertion; organisationally, it is splittism. Philosophically, he has become a

victim of a severe form of subjectivism. After assuming that the setback

would continue for a long period and subsequently concluding that we

had suffered a strategic defeat, he lost the dialectical optimism that
transforms defeat into victory. His heart collapsed, and he fell prey to the
illusion that the government had aheady secured victory through Operation
Kagaar. Having engaged in indirect negotiations with the government for
seven months, and in direct negotiations for the last three months, trampling
upon all organisational principles, he surrendeted collectively with arms,

and- driven by fear for his life- crossed over to the camp of the enemy.

\X4rile doing so, he maligned the revolutionary path developed for the
specific conditions of India thtough decades of struggle and the blood
sacrifice of innumerable martyrs. History will consign Venugopal to its
dustbin. This is indeed tragtc, but history is always ruthless.

Venugopal claims that the
been defeated. Let us see how
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optimistic and dialectical manner, even when the defeat is real. In June
1905, the armed insurrection attempt in Odessa failed. We have all seen

the depiction of the Odessa uprising in Tbe Battleship Poternkin (Eisenstein,

1925).Lenin wrote:

Thus, the Rassian reuo/ulion, too, prouides us almost week[t with an ama4ng

weahh of political naterialfor ueiflingpreuioas!-made taclical decisions, andfor
drawing most instructiue lessons with regard to oar entire practical actiaities. Take

the Odetsa euents. An attempt at insurection has failed. A bitler reuerse,

a reuere defeat. ... Engels once said that defeated atmies leatn their
lessons well. Thue splendid words appl1 infar greater measure to reuolutionarlt

arruiu, whose rElacements comefrom the progrusiue classu. IJntil the old, corrwpt

saPerstrtlctare, whose patrefaction infects the whole people, is swept awa1, eacb new

defeat willproduce euer new armies of fghters. .... .. Regarding the Odessa euents we

sa1: the revolutionary atmy has been defeated- long live the
revolution ary atmy' (E mp hasis added) 16

Six months later, in December 1905, the Moscow uprising began.

That too was defeated. The Mensheviks argued that the workers should
not have taken up arms. \flhat did Lenin say? He stated categorically, without
hesitation, that arms should indeed have been used. 1905 and 2025 are

undoubtedly different cofltexts. Yet Lenin did not move from "defeat" to
defeatism. Neither Marx, nor Engels, nor Mao ever did this.

The Paris Commune was defeated. How do we evaluate the Paris

Commune today? Marx believed that the objective revolutionary situation
v/as rrot yet favourable for the Paris struggle. But once the struggle began,

and even after its defeat, Marx, Engels, and the entire International stood
firmly in support of the Commune. Marx never called for withdrawal from
armed struggle. The lessons given by Marx and Engels remain invaluable
to this day. \7e continue to commemorate the sacrifices of the Communards.

Between 1927 and 1 935, during the Chinese civil war, around 300,000

people- including masses, supporters of the revolution, and activists- were

killed. In 1927 , duringthe l(uomin tang attackthat sought to annihilate the

Party in Shanghai, 5,000 comrades were killed. After the Fifth Military
Campaign against the Jiangxi Soviet, dudng the retreat (the Long March,
1.934-36), the Red Army of 300,000 was reduced to thirty thousand. Yet
the Chinese Party continued to learn from its mistakes and move forward.
They did flot panic. They did not kneel before the enemy.
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The Russian Revolution shook the world. The great Chrnese

Revolution marked another turningpointin the global socialist movement.
In the 1970s, the Vietnamese Revolution profoundly inspired a new
generation and shook American imperialism. Later, the restoration of
capitalism first in Russia and then in China turned both into imperialist
powers. After Stal-in's death, the Eastern -European countries, influenced
by Soviet revisionism, collapsed like nine pins one after another in the

1990s. Today, there is no socialist country an1,r;rrhere in the wodd. The
great revolutionary movement in Nepal succumbed to Prachanda's
revisionism. In Peru, the Maoist movement suffered a malor setback after
Gonzalo's arrest. The Maoist movement in Turkey is also facing severe

difficulties. In Bangladesh, the N{aoist movement contiflues to face ups

and downs. In the Philippines, the number of guerrilla fronts has declined
compared to the past. Hov/ should we view all these? With optimism?
Dialectical logic is the basis of optimism. \iThere does optimism come

from if one views defeat purely ifl strategic terms?

Venugopal argues that the movement began declining from 2010

onwards; that we failed to sustain movements anlnvhere; that unrealistic
tasks were adopted; that an ultra-left path was pursued; and that this ultra-
left line led to defeat. Another claim he makes is that insufficient importaflce
was given to mass work. He also alleges that military activities were given

undue priority and mass work was neglected. According to Venugopal,
our own mistakes- not enemy attacks- brought about this defeat. !flhile
mouthing a token acceptance of responsibiliry he simultaneously accuses

the Central Committee. He claims: "Out tactics were wtong, and our
strutegy was wrong. Failure to identify the pdncipal contradiction
as the contradiction between the comprador-bureaucratic
bourgeoisie and the vast masses of the Indian people was both
dogmatic and ettoneous." He furthet argues that the path of Ptotracted
People's Nflar itself is mistaken; that it is not yet possible to specify what
path the Indian revolution should take; that a new path must be formulated
in accordance with changed conditions; that guerrilla zones and liberated
areas are mere fantasies irrelevant to Indian reality; that we failed to build
an underground party; that we neglected legal struggles; and that the task

of building Iiberated areas was imposed by ultra-leftism without recognising

that the movemerit was being harmed by this approach. Thus, according
to him, this defeat was caused by all these factors. "The damage caused b1 the

eneml is less than the damage caused b1 zar zwlt mistakes."
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He mentioned all these points rnbts 22-page open letter. He claims
to have discussed these in the committees.

The Central Committee, in a statement issued on 5 November, said:

It is on! because tbelt faikd to eaolue themselues in accordance with the

conditions that Sonu and Satish haue deuiated. For long, thel haue been stffeing

from ideological, political, organisational and operational weaknesses. Instead of
accepting and rectifiing tbe criticisms being raised b1 higher, equal, and lower-leuel

committees, tbel lacked the honesfl to correct lhemselues, and haue now reached this

state. Moreouer, tbel are accusing the Central Committee. As a CC membe4
Sonu blrltassed committee discussions and made public- undet
the guise of an Appeal to the People'- his uiews that the Cental
Committee had unanimously refected. This shows his political decline

and opportunism. Had Satish, at the SZC leael, taken initiatiue to inplenent the

ideological, political anderstanding and tactiu giuen b1 the Central Committee, it
would haue berueftted the mouementgreat[t. (Emphasis added)

It is therefore clear that Sonu did not raise these matters for
discussion within his Committee.

10

In all this, Venugopal does not explain when, while being in the
midst of the revolution, he began to feel that the path of Protracted People's
\War was wrong; nor does he clarify what efforts he made, or what internal
struggle he undertook, as a party leader, to seek answers to these questions.

Public statements by Maoist party indicate that a political-orgarizanond.
report reviewing the party's entire work from the 2007 Congress up to
2020 was produced. How then did Venugopal suddenly arcive at so many
divergent opinions r? \XAy did they arise? Did they emerge out of a sense

of despair that Operation I(agar would nov/ completely defeat the
movement?

The Maoist Party has consistently stated that it has been facing a

difficult situation since 20 1 1 , and that by 20 1 8 it had suffered a setback. It
has also said that although it faced that situation, it was unable to overcome
it.

The question facing everyone is this: should we confront the most
intense counter-revoludonary campaign courageously, adapt right tactics,
and fight on? Ot should we suspend the sttuggle, accept defeat in advance,
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and opt for collective armed surrender? "Without a people's army, the
people have nothing" (Mao, On Caalition Gouernment,1945) is the line that
divides revolutionaries from revisionists. By severing the dialectical
relationship between military work and mass work, and by artificially creating
a contradiction befween them, Venugopal repeats the very charges that
revisionists ordinarily hud against revolutionary movements- claiming that
militarisation has become primary.

Consider the Salwa Judum offensive. Was it not the combined
streflgth of the Party, the People's Liberation Guerrilla Army, the
revolutionary mass organisations, and the embryonic Janatana Sarkars at
the primary level that defeated Salwa Judum? Could this have been
accomplished without the people's army?

The global economic system is in deep crisis. Yet imperialism
imagines that it will continue forever with unprecedented confidence. In
the book "The End of Historyt and the l-ast Man",18 it is argued that liberal
capitalist order- market capitalism- is the final mode of production, implying
that socialism has no place in history. The inequality reports themselves
reveal how thoroughly monopolised this liberal-capitalist order has become.
The top 1 percent hold 43 percent of global wealth; in the United States,
31 percent; in India, 40 percent in 2}23.Bervreen 2000 and2003,the wealth
of the top 1 percent in India increased by 62 percent. 1e In a world where
inequalities are rising at extreme speed, where is the supposed liberal
capitalist order? Only revolution can resolve this monopoly.

How does a revolutionary party that has embraced Marxism,
Leninism, and Maoism as a science- both as microscope and telescope-
lose its optimism? How did Venugopal lose his?

Metaphysics views the present situation as immutable. Once we slip
away from dialectics, tomorrow becomes invisible. If the enemy's strength
is treated as absolute, we drift into despair and pessimism. I7hen the
revolutionary situation is favourable on one side, but subjective forces are
weakening on the other, the desire to preserve those subiective forces is
not wrong; it is justified. In fact, in a Protracted People's \fi/ar against a

strong enemy, the policy to preserve subjective forces is always present.
Losses may increase under enemy superiority; forms of struggle must
change; defensive tactics must be ad)usted; whole revolutionary 

^reas 
m^y

need to be vacated.
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This setback is not a strategic defeat. Therefore, halting the armed

struggle would be tantamount to suicide.

Venugopal, who had accused the Party of failing to function as a

clandestine organisation, has now exposed the entire Party and prostrated

before the enemy,. Claiming "excessive militarisation", he has derided the

very necessity of a people's army. By creating the false impression that the

Party rejects legal struggles, he forgets the limits of such struggles at a

time when Btahmanical Hindutva fascist tule is btutally suppressing pro-

peopie laws and even fundamental dghts guaranteed in the Constitution.
Has Venugopal forgotten the Party's long histoty of organising diverse

mass struggles? Decades ago, the state banned the mass organisation formed

against displacement. In 2024, the government banned the Adivasis'
"Moolvasi Adhikar Manch", formed for fighting for basic democratic rights.

Many people's organisations have been banned by the government. Yet

the revolutionary movement has never distanced itself from open struggles.

It has always demonstrated tactical flexibility.

11'

Venugop al's Philosophical Confusion

"Accordingtophihnplry, quantitatiue changu indicate cltangu in qaaliry. Euery

quantitatiue change reflects a cltange in qualiry. Seen in this sense, theparfit is discassing

contradictions b1 sajng that eaen though capitdlirt rektilns haue strengthened signficant!

ouer the past nearly kuo handredlears in owr coantry, thel haae nol produced, and wi//

notprodace, anlfundamental qaalitatiue changes. (,4ppeal to Cadres,p. 18)."

Quantitative changes can, undet certain conditions, lead to qualitative

changes. Marxist dialectics never claims that all gradual changes necessarily

become qualitative changes. In nature there is orderly evolution. But even

though a qualitative change in a thing is the result of quantitative changes,

that qualitative transformation is possible only through aleap.If one fails

to recognize that leap, then the fact that qualitative changes arise only
through evolutionary processes leads to a quantitative-ism. It is precisely

this philosophical basis that revisionist Bernstein used to propound his

"evolutionary socialism." Some qualitative changes take very long periods

to occur. How long they take depends upon the internal contradictions of
a thing and its external contradictions. The transition from primitive
communist society to class society took an extremel)r long period- at least
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hundreds of thousands of years. In Europe, the evolution of feudalism
into the capitalist system took about a thousand years. How long will any
evolution in any particaTat country take? Astrologers may say. Social
scientists do not.

Therefore, to argue that today's distorted capitalist relations have

already undergone qualitative transformation, and that semi-feudal relations
have, even before any such qualitative transformation, become entirely
vestigial, and to thereby change the revolutioflary strategy of the country-
this would push the party and the revolutionary movement entirely into a

rightist deviation.

He says: "Euery quantitatiue change reflects a change in clua/it1." \X4rat a
profound dialectic indeed!

"Note the words 'indicates' and 'every'. They are deployed quite
consciously. If all quanitative changes indicate that qualitative change has taken

place,if euery quantitative shift means qualitative change, what remains of leap?

Nothing. It has no role." 20

FIe continues; "'l'be pa@ h divussing contradiction.r @ sajng that eaen

thzagh caPitalist relations haue strengthened ignficant! ouer the past neaily huo hundred

.years, thel haue notproduced and wi// notprodacefundamental changes in quali4t."
T'wo hundred-yedrs hda€ Passed, haue tltelt not? Then what? Woald thel still nof haae

producedJurudanental change? Wnagopal ariuu at this conclusion. Without an1 leap,

without an1 r€ullatizfi, haae tbe remndfitr of the seni-fewdal ysten either simplt becorue

uestigu, or baue tbq disqppeared altogetber, rendeingan agrarian reuolulion unnecessarl?

Venugopal is teaching us that signifcantfi strengthened capitalist relations can achieue

qaalitatiue transforruation without an1 kap. Venugopal is asserting tltat qualitatiue

change is possible witboat leaps, withoal reaolutions. Hauing duided todal to abandon

reuolation itse$ he is now discardingMarxist dialectics and intrctducing his own logic to

1a$ify his decision.

'According to pltiksophl, qaantitatiae changes indicate cltangu in quali4t."

This is a new formulation added to Marxist philosophy. And through
this formulation, he \r/ants to assert that capitalist relations have already
been established and have become dominant in our coufltry. Without
explicitly saying it, Venugopal is essentially stating that semi-feudalism has

run its course and is finished.
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One thing, however, is true. The rightist tendency that has emerged

in Venugopal did not arise suddenly. Recent mass armed surrender is itself
the cumulative result of many years of such erroneous rightist ideas

accumulating quantitatively. Losing faith in the path of Protracted People's
\War created fear for his own life. Over the last fifteen years, the revolutionary

counter-offensive war being catried out by the enemy has intensified, and

Operation Kagaarhas assumed a most ferocious form. As the revolutionary
movement entered a difficult situation and expedenced setbacks,
Venugopal's mistrust solidified. He lost faith in revolutionary transformation
and, overestimating the enemy's strength, arrived at a false and deceptive

conclusion that the setbacks were primarily due to mistakes within the

revolutionary movement, and not due to the enemy's counter-revolutionary
waf.

To cover up his opportunism and moderate political line, Venugopal
wrote in "Appeal to Cadref' that the revolutionary movement is suffering
from "left-adventurism." When a movement is in ebb, dght deviation tend
to appear. \fi/hen a movement is on the swing, left-adventurist tendencies

generally appear. Since 2010, the movemeflt has been in a phase of self-

defence. In this situation, Venugopal fell prey to tight opportunist line.

On November 25, the Central Military Commission (CMC), and

CC of CPI (Maoist) issued a statement unequivocally rejecting the
arguments advanced by Venugopal, who had labelled the revolutionary
line as a "left-adventurist line." It stated:

''fo proue that the political linefollowed b1 owrpar! is wrong, Sonu has

giuen three mqior reasons: tbat we do nof haue a reuolutionarl pa@, that tbe

Central Taskfornalated b1 the 2007 [Jnifl Congress ,va.t att ultra-left decision

beynd the strength of tbe mouement, and that we haue relected legal stragles.

Bingingforth the strange argument that'when we sa1 Parfl, it means onll

the Parfit committees consisting of fall-time reuolutionaries,' Sonu r/ected the Parfl
consisting of part-time partl members acrlss the counhl. Becaase full-tine
reuolationary par! committees operate armed, he re;t'ased to recogniqe them as Par{t

and devribed them as 'arm1.' Under the guise of the carpet securiry shaation, he

refased to recogniTe as Par{t euen those AC, Diu Com/DC members and parfi,

members who, whi/e unarned and in ciui/ian attire, carrl out ruass work. A/l these

arefalse canclwsilns clntraty to realitl. In his uiew, onfi those parfl committees thal

liue among the people in uillages and towns without arms are the Parfl. According

38 Path of Indian Revolution



to his argurnents, therefore: a reuolutionarl parj conporcd of part-tine merubers

in uilkgu and towns is the Parj; bat the Pa@ committeesfrom Area Cornmittee

to the Central Contmittee, wbich function arrzed, are ndt the ParU. These are all

false theoretical argunents about the construcion andfunctioning of the reuolul:ionaryt

Parfl. Tbry are pwrefi moderate reuisionist arguments.

It is also a igbt opportunist, reaisionisl argroilent to sa1 that lbe Central
Taskformulated fu the 2007 Congresr war an ultra-left decision belond the strength

of tbe mouement. 81 the time of the 2007 Congress, in Dandakaranla, clats

strugle had been waged for 27 yars and tbe area had deueloped into a gwerrilla

4one. In Bihar-Jharkhand, class strwgle had been wagedfor 37yars and thal
region too had deueloped into a guerrilla 7one. In botb these regtons the reuolationarl

ruzu€mefif had a widespread and solid mass base. Together with those regions, in

some other parts of the coarutrl the reaolutionarJr l/tzuement was at a /euel of red

resistance, wbi/e sozne ared.r uere in temporatl retreat. In addition to this, the

nerger of the two big parties created the Maoist Parfi,, which generated great

enthusiasm and conf.dence across the reuolationary camp aationwide. Consideing

all these canditions, and keeping in uiew the then international and domestic pzliticdl
situation, the Congrusformulated the task of deuekpingDandakaranla and Bihar-

Jharkhand into liberated areas. To build liberated areas in these regions, it was

necesrarJ to consolidate strugles at the leuel ( red resistance, deuelop them into

guerilla qonu, bring mouements in temporarl retreat back to the front line, and

deuelop the arbaa mouement. Itfornukted irumediate tasfu aaordingh. ... Howeuer,

due to oarfaihre to seriousl1 rectifl non-proletarian tendencies within the Pa@,

and dae to the intense, continuous repressiue attacks carried out b1 tbe centra/ and

state gouernments, fu 201 2 the reuolutionarl moaement nationwide reaclted a dfficult
stage. In that situation, the Central Conunittee decided that we could not fulfill the

task of deaekping the Peoplel L;iberation Cuerrilla Arm1 into a regalar arm1,

nor could we deuelop guemlla warfare into mobile warfare, and therefore modfied

the Central Task. Ignoring a// this, to call the earlier Central Task 'altra-left'
means limiting tbe reaolationary mouement to partial strag/rs and ecoaomic strwggles

on!, withoatfghtingforpolttualpower. Tbat wou/d mean sacrifring the reuolutionary

moaement to econonism and reformism. It is a lega/ist argwnent to insist that the

mouement must operate on! within legal boundaries.

The argument that we haue abandoned legal struglu is also untrue and a

distortion of facts Daring the 2007 Congrus peiod, when the mouements in North
Telangana and Andhra AOB were in a temporaryt setback and the mass strength
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bad declined, the Par{r condacted manl legal and open strugles in those regions. As
part of that, it led the political ntouenent for reparate Telangana. In the AOB
Adiuasi regions af Telangana andAndhra, it waged struglesfor the itzplementation

of the Fifth 5'chedwle and PES'A laws. Behveen 2006 and 201 1 , in West Bengal,

coordinating legal and ilkgal strugles, we led the Singur and Nandigran stragles.

In the same period, we led the Narayanpatna strugle in the forest region rtn the

issae of land. When the Central Gouernment enacted the new Forest Nghtr Act in

2008, the Central Committee decided that in regions where the reaolutionarl

mouement was damaged and in new/1 expanding areas at a primary leuel, the Parfl

shoullfgh4t'or the pro-people prouisions of that law; and in areas where the mouement

was strong and Janataaa S arkars @eople's gouernntents) had been established, tbose

people! gouernmentu shoald themselues giue land titles to the Adiaasis. In 201 ), the

CRB prepared a docwment outlining the Party's position toward the exploitattue

classes' reforms. That docanent stated that depending on changes in the strength of
the mouement, we should utiliTg /ega/, illegal, open, and underground forns of
strwgle to wage class stragle. Sabseqaentfi, in Gadchiroli district, we led the

mouement for PESA andforformation of Graru Sabhas. From 202/, across

Dandakaranla, swstained open legal strugleforPESA and Gram 'fabhas has

been andeftaken. S'ince the inception of the Maoist Pari,, it has led open, legal

lilais mluements across regions oJ the country against displacement. Ignonngtbese

realities and isolating the DK situation alone- distorting euen that- and claiming

that we haue abandoned legal struggles is itself a reuisionist argament intending to

limit the mouement to legal strugles onfi.

If we examine the two articles recently written fut Sonu, the declaration of

lemporary saspension of armed struggle, the appeal to the people, and the request to

cadres, it becorues clear that he is not only r{ecting the reuolatirtnary linefollowed b1

oar Par[t, bal also relecting armed strugle a/together. He has no alternatiue line.

His line is the line of sarrender. The essence of his argument is to condact ruass

straggles onfir through legal methods, and to conuert the Parfl iato an o?en parA 0n

the pretext that there is no wndergrc,and Pa@.

These are theoretically reuisionism. Hauing relected ahat the Parfi, said,

and hauing handed ouer Pa@ weapons to the enem1, be bas become a counter-

reuolutionary. Hauinggathered hisfollowers, he has rplit the Par!. .fatish agreed

witb a// of this and he too has hecome a traitor lo the reaolation' a splirur of the

Parfl, and d cuanter-reullutionary. Thereforq we must expose the deceit and

hollowness in the arguments raised b1 .fonu and Satish to the entire reuolutionary

carup, remoue the confusion they haae ueated, restore c/ai{t, eliminate the detpair
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that has aisen amltxgrlwe, and instil confdence. There is not a shred of boneslt in

the arguments aduanced b1 Sonu and '\'atish. Both haae concocted these argwments

on[, to jwstifi, their sumender oul of fearfor their liyes.'Ihe1 lied tbat tlte Ceneral

5'ecretary hinself had proposed temporary suspension of armed struglq nisled

poltticalfi and ideological$ weak cadres, and caused them to surrender befare the

enem1. Hence, their deceit must be exposed before the reuolwtionarlt carnp."

Venugopal argues that the mass atmed surrender was undertaken

to save the movement from the losses inflicted by Operation I{agaar. In
truth, it is the revolutionary movement that must be saved from Venugopalt

dght opportunistic and liquidationist politics.
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/www.marxists.org/archive/lenin/wo rks / 1905 / nov / 04.htm

17.In the interview to the Indian Express (op.cit.,) Venugopal said

he had differences since a quarter of the century. The fact is

that he failed to raise single difference in 2001 or 2007 Congresses

of the Parry. In the same inteview he said that "he understood
Party's basic mistakes" after the death of his brother- martyr
Mallojula Koteswara Rao alias I{ishenji.

18. Authored by Francis Fukuyama, published in 1.992.
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19. Oxfam International: "Multilateralism in an Era of Global Oligarch1"

(September 23,2024), N7odd Inequality Lab: 'Income and Wealtb

Inequalitl in India, 1922-2023: The Nse of tbe Billionaire Ra1" (April
2024).

20. Ajit, Distortion and Slander: Trademarks of Capitulator, Aiitt page:

http s : / / ayths p age.in /wp / p ages / Iekhanam- es s ay / engli s h / eng-

essays/sonu1 /
21. I(ovasi Bhima alias Babu, a resident of Bhattigudam village located

three kilometres from Hidma's native place Puwarti, worked for
twelve years as a security guard for the CPI (N4aoist) supreme

commanders Muppalla Lakshman Rao alias Ganapathy and

Nambaalla Keshava Rao alias Basavaraj. He recently surrendered

due to ill-health. He said this honestly to Sakshi, a Telugu news

papef.

"I was inducted into PLGA Compary 7 in 2012. The ruponsibiliry of
prouiding secui{t to the Parql General Secretarl rests with this Companl. There,

I worked in the press and medical teams. I got to meet Ganapatly dada twice in

penln. I spoke with BR dada (Nambaalla) manl tirnes. As hea/th issues emerged,

I was relieuedfrom Conpanl 7 this Januarl and assigned other duties. But as m1

condition worsened, I handed ouer m1 weapans to the Parj and surrendered in the

frst week of Mry L[1 surcender was offcialfi recorded in Jwne.

Il/hen BR dada was killed in the encounter, I was alreadl in police custodl.

The entire da1, the caznp was in commotion. The fficers there told rue, 'Yoar

Compary 7 hasfallen into ourhands." ... Constant mouementof camps dae to

Kagar made it dfficultfor him to climb hills and slopes. To etcape tbe encounter,

BR dada strugledfor three dals withowt minimum rest,food, or waten But tragedl

struck.

People oatside sa1 that deuelopment has stopped in owrregion becaase of the

Maoists: no roads, no electrici[4 no hospitals, no vhools. But owr liues cbanged on/1

after the dadas (l{axalites) came. Thel redi.rtributed land. Thel taught agicuhure.

Thelt dag wells and tanks to prouide drinking water. Doctors trained gaerillasfor

three tofour months on the illnesses common in this region, their slmptoms, and how

to treat them. This traintnggreat! helped the localpeople. Thel opened nore than

fue handred schools. . I{ow, in the name of deuelopruent,foar-lane roads are being

built. The people here do not euen haue a biclcle. Intellectuals must think aboatfor

whom sach big roads are being built and who stands to beneft.
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There are criticismsfron outide that Telugu leaders dominate the Maoist
Parfrt and that Adiuasis are weakened at the lower leuels. Because of Operation

Kagary the sqwads no longer haue euen a ringle dEt to carup tortlJ If a squad bas

ten people, a tbousand secari4, personnel surround them. Thelt mwsl remain a/ert al
euerl moment and take decisions quickfi. When setbacks zccur in this process,

discassions do take place. Decisions are reuiewed. Confution i.r beingfand regarding

what decisiorc .rhoald be taken for tlte Parfll future. Belond that, tltere is no

diaition inside the Par! between Telagu leaders and Chhattisgarh Adiuasis.

There wat a time when the Parfl was strong here. UnderHidmal leadershtp,

the Peoplel Uberation Guerrilla Arml consisted of one battalion and twelae

companies, wilh additional armedformations. But lhat is no longer the case. Because

of Kagar, the Parfl has become uery weak. With the new roads, e/ectricitt, internet,

nobi/e signals, and otlter modernfacilitiu, the Bastarforests can no longer serue as

gaerilla bases. Still, ideologies like Comruanism and Maoitm do not come to an

ead. As long as expkitation, inequali[t, and oppression exist, these ideologtes will
clntinae. On! theirform of stragle will change."
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The Role of the Deep State, the Cdsis in
the Revolutionary Movement, And

Questions Concerning the Path of
Promacted People's War

-Pani

The state has assassinated Hidma, avaltantMaoist commander. He

was like Basay,i Tudu in Mahasweta Devi's story. How many times has he

died, and how many times has he lived again? fusing from the legacy of
Adivasi armed struggle, Hidma transfigured himself into the history of
the Maoist movement. He was a young leader capable of shaping the

revolutionary movementt future- a true $/afrior of our times, who became

even more formidable and legendary after his martyrdom. In this war, the

Indian state brags that it gained an upper hand by killing Hidma.

Some are scripting obituaries on the revolutionary movemeflt. Others

are sinking into despair. Undoubtedly, these are times of grief. We stand in
a time when heroes are falling and traitors are growing audacious. This

situation must be confronted with courage and reason. Shall we assume

defeat? Shall we interpret this condition through a defeatist psyche? Or
shall we stand frm and understand this episode as part of this long historical

phase in the extensive human history in which setbacks and the prospects

of victory are concomitant? We must decide.

The Low Intensity Conflict (LIC) - The Ptesent Context

The Indian revolutionary movement has surpassed many crises. Now
it has entered a phase marked by acute warfare and perfidy at the top. At
this juncture, a debate is underway over the future path of the Indian

revolution. For the disrupters, this debate is merely a Pretext. In reality,

both repression and treachery are integral componerlts of Low-Intensiry
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Conflict (LIC). LIC tactics are designed not only to encompass episodes
of bloodshed but also to function as the superior strategy of
counterrevolutionary wa{are. LICis an intelligence-driven conflict policy,
so infiltration or destruction of rhe movement from within becomes the
core method of this form of warfare.

How many forms does the state penetration take? This takes three
forms. First, sending agents direcdy into the movement from outside.
Second, turning those who are aTready inside the movement into traitors.
Third, after securing a foothold within the organisational structure through
one means or another, they positioned their own people to pursue objectives
entirely contrary to the movement's interests. For this purpose, some are
tasked with transmitting inside information to the outside. Others embed
themselves within organisational structures, cultivate networks of
collaboratots, and systematically \r/ork to generate internal crises. This is
precisely the scenario we are witnessing today.

\X/ithin the Indian revolutionary movement, low-intensity wa{arc
has been discussed on and off for at least two decades. V4ren we examine
the current developments closely, we find that, though there is some
a\ilareness of the concept, there has been litde real understanding of the
ramifications of the low-intensity warfare. And how the combination of
these multiple forms would encircle the movement from both outside and
within. Succes sive governments have broadly implemented this very method
since the period of SalwaJudum. Numerous suppression campaigns have
inflicted severe damage to the revolutionary movemerit. But the state
realised that it could not contain the revolutionary movemenr efltirely.

This is the backdrop.

Aftermath of the Surajkund Plan

The Hindutva state formulated a counterrevolutionary military
suppression programme at the Surajkund meeting inHaryanain October
2022. 7t set the obiective of achieving a Maoist-free India by 2024. This
failed to materialise. Operation I(agar was then initiated inJanuary of that
year. Once it became evident that even Kagar might not ensure the complete
annihilation of the revolutionary movement, the ruling classes planned to
orchestrate internal treachery. In line with the tactics of low-intensity
warfare, they adopted all the three methods described eadier. The actions
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of Mallojula Venugopal Rao and Takkellapalli Vasudeva Rao fall within
this pattern. Put differently, they are integral to the Surajkund plan.

The Current betrayals must be seen from this backdrop. Are those
who surrendered in this extermination programme merely individuals who
capitulated to the state, or are they active collaborators assisting in the
implementation of the counterrevolutionary suppression plan? The
surrendered attempt to justify their actions under the cloak of theory,
including by invoking debates on Protracted People's N7ar. This essay

addresses their arguments on PPW It also examines the manner in which
the state induced the current treachery.

Has the Maoist Movement Run its Course?

A wide range opinions are emerging about the current crisis
confronting the Maoist movement. V4ry? Because complex developments
are playing out with unusual rapidity. Yet no one call casually dismiss this
merely as party's internal crisis. Setting aside personal predilections and
prejudices about the revolutionary movement, it is evident that the situation
caflnot be understood solely through the prism of the party's owrl errors.
This challenge has arisen within the broader conflict between opposing
forces chatacteristic of a historical epoch in transition from one phase to
another.

Why did lakhs of people work under that party's leadership for
over half a century? How many demanding tasks did they undertake? How
manyvaried experiments did they attempt? How many exhilaratingvictories
did they secure? How much blood did they shed? How many obstacles did
they overcome to reach this stage? Only those who understand the dialectical
forces that shaped such a long and complex history can correctly evaluate
the leadership's shortcomings that have surfaced within the movement.
They only carr grasp the gravity of this historical moment- one now
confronting the people of India through the accumulated experiences of
both its achievements and its failures.

Dokuophid dominates many Telugu intellectuals. Only those who
orrercome this delusion can perceive reality with clarity. The ability to
comprehend the multi-layered nature of the confrontation, to gauge the
ferocity of the battles, and to assess the potential for escalating violence is

the true touchstone of intellectual maturity. Five decades of the

Path of Indian Revolution 47



revolutionary movement's experience has shown how immense afld
sustained the effort must be to fanshed the society and the state- and
transform them even by a sliver. The history of Maoist successes and
failures itself stands as Jiving testimony to the enormous obstacles that
confront such transformative attempts, to their ruthlessness, and to the
force with which they drag back every possibility of change.

How will the Maoist movement confront this crisis? How will it
reorganise and rebuild itself? How will it absorb fifty years of experience
and rejuvenate with greater brilliance? How will it produce new concepts
and creative forms of practice suited to the coming period? How will it
conduct a profound internal churn that enables it to fathom this blow
down to the most microscopic level? For all this, one must wait.

In the meantime, many intellectuals are pronouncing that the
movement has run its course. The struggle stands defeated, they assert.

And it was doomed from the outset, some opine. It has merely arrived at

its predetermined destination, many argue. The only real surprise is that it
survived this long at all; some would pass iudgment.

Some argue that the repression and treachery confronting the Maoist
movement today need not be taken seriously. According to them, it is

merely one movement among many in the coufltry; its revolutionary force
has long since diminished, and whatever influence it once possessed has

steadily eroded to arrive at this iuncture. Others insist that the present
crisis is a consequence of the very path the movement chose to follow.
These views are not new; however, in recent months, they have grown
exponentially.

Those who long believed that the Maoist Party itself obstructed the
Indian revolution- either by divertingit from the correct path or by denying
it the opportunity to find one- may now feel vindicated as they watch the
movement entangled in its current internal crisis. Many had dismissed it as

mere extremism, as the violence of isolated individuals, and as adventurism
divorced from the people. Some went further still, branding it a form of
Natodnism. For such critics, the present turmoil has opened a new avenue

to reiterate their long-held accusations. Their claims have acquired renewed
force, now seemingly "reinforced" by the arguments echoed by leaders

who once belonged to the movement but have since betrayed it.
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On the other hand, the fascist rulers are celebrating, convinced that
they are liberating the country from the N{aoist revolution and its ideology.
They are eager to proclaim a "Maoist-free India" as the fourth major
milestone in their long-standing agenda- after the removal of Article 370,
the construction of the Ayodhya Ram temple, and the enactment of a

Uniform Civil Code. In this spirit, they are waging what they preseflt as a

final war. It is amid this unilateral offensive, which has effectively assumed

the character of an internal war, that regime-sponsored internal treachery
has set in motion.

Repression and war can assume many forms. When people embark
on the path of Protracted People's War (PP\Q, the state likewise adopts a
long-term strategy to crush them. Just as the character of imperialist warfare
changed after Nfodd War II, so too did its operational methods. In the
aftermath of the Vietnam Whr, imperialism reconfigured its military strategy
and adopted low-intensity warfare tactics. Inclian rulers applied this
framework to suppress nationality movements. rJ7hile deploying large-scale

military forces ()n one front, they simultaneously cultivated internal ruptures
and engineered betrayals as a systematic counterinsurgency strategl,. In
this design, bloodshed is prolonged over years, while a psychological climate
is simultaneously manufacturcd to convince people that futther struggle is

impossible. \\,hr is waged not only through military meafls but through
sustained psychological operations. It develops into a one-sided offensive,
expressed relentlessly in multiple, mutually reinforcing forms.

Designs of Deep State: Seeks to Destroy the PPW Line

Counterinsurgency operates through both gross and subtle ways.

The military is visible in the gross domain, but in the subde terrain, the
presence of informers, covert netwotks, and treacherous elemeflts remains
largely unseen. For two decades, suppressing the revolutionary movement
has taken three forms: military force, reformism, and betrayal. Since the
movemeflt itself frequently acknowledged that many encounters resulted
from betrayal, it is only natural to woflder how so many traitors and
informers could infiltrate a movement that was, by its very nature, humane,
trustworthy, and resilient.

From the outside, this may appear to be a matter of values or cultute.
However, it becomes clear onlywhen one recognises that the state depends
on treachery iust as much as it depends on military force in its war srategy.
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To fracture people's struggles from within, the state employs any method
that becomes available; it seizes whatever falls into its hands. Over time,
decades of violence and repression close off the avenues for advancing
the movemerit, and continuous bloodshed reshapes civil society's respoflses.

Only through creative political thinking can a revolutionary movement
withstand such conditions, and this to some extent. Yet alongside it, certain
tendencies also emerge- mechanical thinking, desertion, capitulation, and
the cultivation of relations with the enemy- even within the leadership.

At first, these tendencies appear institutionally. Gradually, as state

violence intensifies and state penetration deepens, they draw some into
the enemy's lap. It is not difficult to see how this dynamic contributed to
the surrender of the two top leaders of the Maoist Party. Their capitulation
generated severe turbulence among intellectuals.

!7hen revolutionary movements intensify, they generate an
ideological sphere. Under its influence, individuals engage in a range of
intellectual and creative fields, while groups and organisations carry this
work forward in constructive ways. The path, methods, practices, and aims

of the revolutionary movement are ariculated and disseminated as rational
and coherent. In Telugu society, across three generations, numerous
individuals undertook such efforts. Through this process, they shaped their
own personalities and emerged as influential figures in their respective

domains.

A11 this occurred at a time when the revolutionary movement was

still robust and relatively expanding. Yet, when that very movemerrt sought
qualitative advancement, it came under severe repression. It was furthet
weakened by certain tactrcal errors. In such a conjuncture, how do the
intellectuals respond? What do they say?

There are those who grew under the movement's direct or indirect
influence; those who shaped their intellectual and political journeys within
its ambit; those whose ties to the movement are almost umbilical; those
who once proclaimed such ties with pride when everything seemed
favourable; those who worked within the movement briefly and later left;
those who thereafter made no attempt to understand its subsequent
developments; those who, even when they ttied, attended only to their
own habitual ideological proclamations rather than to concrete conditions;
and those who have turned opposing the movement into a daily ritual.
There is not a single t1pe.

50 Path of Indian Revolution



Todal', diverse segmeflts of society are speaking about the
revolutionary movemeflt from multiple directions. Pessimism, feaq anxieqi
irritation, naivet6., hostility, hollow humanism, intellectual exhibitionism-
the arguments are cascading from innumerable angles.

Whenever revolutionary movements eriter a crisis, doubts about
fundamental questions arise, betrayals occur, and ideological attacks emerge
from outside. This is nothing new; it has happened in every country. What
is happening flow reflecrs the condition of the Indian revolutionary
movement.

"Will you not examine such a massive crisis even now? Will you
learn nothing from such a devastating blow? Will you insist, stubbornly
and blindly, on suffering further losses? \X/ill you not change your path?
Will you at least not step back temporarily from armed struggle and save
your lives?" Countless opinions of this kind are being voiced. Some express
them sympathetically; others with scorn. But in essence, all of them argue
that the line of Protracted People's STar is itself wrong. Their words may
differ, and their tones may yary,but the core issue remains the same: this is
a debate about the very path of the revolutionary movement. The state,
too, seeks to destroy ptecisely this line.

It is a bewilderingly chaotic atmosphere. The very individuals and
circles that once responded with ovations have now fallen silent. The
affirmative voices of the revolutionary movement have grown exceedingly
faint. No new mistakes have been committed by the movement; no fresh
defects have emerged in its line. In fact, during this period of intense
confrontation, the movement has demonstrated even greater resolve in its
political path than ever before. It has advanced new ideas and carried out
creative experiments. Amid this massive, ongoing I(agarwar, it has endured
devastating losses for twenty months and yet remained unwavering. One
can identify numerous such positive features.

Counter Attack Dominates

And yet, what predominates today is the counter-attack. The very
hands that once applauded are nou/ the hands that hud stones.

This situation is, in many ways, reminiscent of the experience of
the 1905 Russian Revolution. Though the spatial and temporal contexts
are entirely different, the sequence of developments has come out in a
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strikingly comparable manner. The essential question now is how the Indian
revolutionary movement- iust as the Russian movement did then- will
reconstruct itself by assimilating the lessons of this moment.

Such reconstruction demands substantial intellectuai labour, both
within and outside the movement. The intelligentsia bear the responsibility

of undertaking the theoretical and strategic reflection necessary for the

next decisive leap. \)7e must now see how many will engage in this task

with constructive commitment.

Will they merely express sympathv- 'Alas, how did matters come to
this?"- or offer the kind of faclle counsel that suggests, 'At least now, it
would be better to act in this way"? Will they seize this momeflt as an

opportunity to mount their own offensive? Will they complacendyproclaim,

in tones of exaggerated triumphalism, that the 'failure'of the Maoists has

vindicated their own path? Or will they, instead, undertake something more

meaningful than any of these gestures?

This remains to be seen.

Ultimately, ofl the other side stands a fascist state determined not
merell, to dismantle the revolutionary organisation, but to annihilate its

ideology. Though it repeatedly proclaims that it will kill even the last Maoist,

is its objective confined only to that? It seeks to demolish Maoism itself-
its theoretical and ideological world, its cultural and ethical edifice built
upon extraordinary sacrifice, and the historical conviction that the

revolutionary movement shapes the future.

\7hen destruction occurs on such a vast scale, how can any society

remain unshaken? nflithout reflecting on this question, without discussing

what must be done in the present circumstances, how can one atgue that

the priority now should be to lay down arms and preservelife? If .rach a

clarse were taken, wttuld we not also be stiking a blow at precise! that which fascism
seeks to destroy?If one truly wishes to Prevent loss of life, then the demand

must be to halt Operation I{agar. Without undertaking that effort, they

argue that the revolutionary cadres need not resort to violence, and the

state's violence will simply stop ofl its own. lY/ill aiolence cease merely because

tbe rnouement is paased, while thefandamental contradictions remain unresctlued?

Throughout historl', even as it traverses innumerable peaks and

valleys, the people's sruggle endures as an unbroken life-force. It persists
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as human rationaliry, as the quest for truth, as cultural practice, as a tide of
defiance, and as 

^ 
p^th of struggle. As a continuation of thousands of

1.ears of history, in the modern and postcolonial era, it culminated in the
Maoist revolutionary movement. Some may dislike this assertion. But
history is riot a stage for displaying individual preferences or prejudices. In
the postcolonial history of India's struggles and reconstruction, the role
of the revolutionary movement- its direct and indirect impacts- can neither
be diminished nor exaggerated.

Today, hou,ever, the fascist state declares that it will destroy all of
this. Some may take Jiterally its claim that it will kill even the last Maoist,
and therefore imagine that it poses no threat to them. Some may feel it
brings them no inconvenience. Still others may even believe that something
'good'will emerge from this.

For this reasofl, r-:,any ate rushing to proclaim that the path of PP\7
chosen by the Maoists is inherendy wrong. They feel that silence would be
inappropriate in this moment and are therefore delir.ering sermons of
various kinds. Certain intellectuals are cloing this. Unless this is stated
plainly, even those who are yet to speak their minds may escape this criticism.
If we avoid criticism, it will amourit to opportunism- an attempt to run
matters smoothly without causing discomfort to anyone. Hence, in this
class war, intellectuals must stand with the people and the revolutionary
movement, prepared to wage ideological and theoretical class struggle.

Even so, the rulers and the intellectuals can never be one and the
same. There is no basis for comparison. During the crisis that the Maoist
movement is now facing, this distinction is starkly visible. In every respect,
the Maoist path has become a subject of debate. War has no sentiments. It
piles up corpses and questions around us. There is no avoiding this.

\X/hile experiencing the emotions that death inevitably evokes, one
must still seek rational answers to the questions that confront us. These
answers can be traced by entering history and examining the successes and
failures of the revolutions of the last century. They can be drawn not only
from the experience of the Indian Maoist movement, but also from the
receflt crises confronted by Maoist movements in other countries.
Ultimatelv. the essence is this: the preseflt crisis is not merely that of the
Maoist movement; society and history themselves are advancing, tragically,
toward the same precipice. This must be stated plainly.
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One may offer endless analyses. For the revolutionary movement,
the real allswer lies in overcoming this crisis. The correct resolution lies in
learning from this experience and eventually rising to a higher level.

Meanwhile, there must be a discussion of what the revolutioriary movement
has done over the years, what understanding guided its practice, and how
it developed PP\X/ within our own spatial-temporal conditions afld among
our own people. No matter how severely the revolutionary movement is

battered, one must still explain-rationally and convincingly- why this sociery

needs revolutionary politics.

Is Protracted People's 'War merely a facsimile of China's
Revolutionary Stategy?

In academic pedagogy, and even in the common-sense of sections

of the people's movement, it has become entrenched that the Indian Maoist
line is a mechanical ttansposition ftom China. One such assumption
coflcerrrs the path of Protracted People's Nrat. But anyone acquainted with
the history of the Chinese Revolution, the history of India's revolutionary
movement, or Marxism itself would never arrive at such a naive conclusion.

In the Chinese revolutionary movemeflt, certain specific conditions
proved favourable, leading in 1923 to the formation of a revolutionary
united-front government under the leadership of Sun Yat-sen, with the

Communist Parq patacipating in it. Consequently,by 1.927,the Communist
Party already had an army. Up to that time, the working class had only the

experiences of the Paris Commune and the Soviet Revolution as precedents

for the seizure of state pov/er. Along those lines, the Chinese Communist
Party also attempted an armed insurrection in 1,927, which resulted in a

severe setback. Only thereafter did Mao decisively intervene in determining
China's revolutionary path. With the army's surviving forces, he retteated
to the Chingkang mountain border region, transforming it into a

revolutionary base area. Between 1.927 and 1930, there arose opportunities
to establish several such base areas. !7hile Mao was developing the line of
Protracted People's $[ar through this practice, ultra-leftism resurfaced within
the Party. A tendency emerged advocating armed uprisings from existing
base areas aimed at encircling nearby cities. In 1.930, at the Sixth Central
Committee's Third Plenum, Mao comprehensively defeated this tendency.

Thus, the Protracted People's War became the official line of the Chinese

Party. It became part of Marxist revolutionary theory,. The period from
1921 to 1930 was decisive in the Chinese Revolution.
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Drawing upon the defeat of 1927 and the victories achieved over
the subsequent three years, Mao determined, through practice, how the
Chinese Revolution must proceed. The first ptinciple was the recognition
that the enemy was strategically stronger than the people and their army,
and that it was impossible to win state power through a single uprising.
Therefore, the revolutionary process had to be protracted. The second
principle was that this protracted process would manifest in the form of a

people's war. These ate the meanings embedded in the two words
"Ptotracted People's \)far." Even eadier,in 1926, Mao wrote his famous
essay, 'Analysis of the Classes in Chinese Society." On that basis, he
formulated the line of Protracted People's \Var and defined the stage of
the NewDemocratic Revolution. The experiences gained during the Second

Civil lVar from 1927 to 1.937 demonstrated the correctrress of these
formulations.

For anyone who seeks to make revolution, a fundamental
understanding is that the enemy is strategically powerful. This is a

precondition for revolutionary practice. In the notion of "protractedness"
itself lies the dialectical sequence of victory-defeat-victory. To achieve

final victory, one must be prepared for the sequeflce of victory, setback,
and ultimate triumph. Ordinarily, "protracted" is taken in a merely colloquial
sense to mean "long duration," but philosophically, it is a concept that
recognises the contradictions inherent in motion. Protracted People's lVar
expresses the dialectical historical movement in which social development
advances and retreats, yet ultimately advances. It signifies the effort humanity
must undertake across vast stretches of history to reach a higher qualitative
stage. Indeed, this principle is visible even in past history.

The seizure of state pov/er is a revolutionary political act, and
militarily it takes various forms of guerrilla warfare. This synthesis of
understanding is embodied in the Protracted People's $Var. In China's
specific conditions, the existence of an army from the outset made it easier

for Mao to shape the path of Protracted People's War directly through
mass ptactice.

In determining the revolutionary path, one must consider the nature
of the ruling classes, the social structure, the political conditions, the people's

traditions of struggle, cultural specificities, the functioning of the state

apparatus, geographic characteristics, and more. Since the enemyis powerfirl,
adopting PPW necessarily means accounting for numerous factors that
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condition the possibility of ultimate \,'ictory. A cefltral aspect of this is
identifying the revolution's allies. For Mao, the united front with allies

received as much emphasis as the party itself. This is possible only when
the class composition and the coulltry's social structure are properly
understood.

To put it broadly, drawing from the advances and retreats of the
Chinese Revolution, Mao crafted a path distinct from that of the Paris

Commune and the Soviet Revolution. In selecting a revolutionary line, the
decisive considerations must be the powetful nature of the state and the
character of the classes commandingit. Although the seizure of state power
is the goal of revolution, it is simultaneously a social, cultural, and ideological

process. When the relationship betweefl state and society is cleady
understood, clarity emerges regarding the line or path. On the foundations
of production, practice, and class struggle, Mao elevated this intetpretation
to a very high theoretical level.

At the time the path of Protracted People's \['ar was formulated,
China did not have a centralised state. Hence, it lacked modern systems of
state administration. Because socieryitself was backward, the state's armoury
lacked technological capabilities. Yet, based on a class analysis of China's
concrete conditi<,rns, Mao concluded that the state was stronger than the
people's forces. To confront such a powerful state and seize power, he
adopted the path of PPW

After the Second Wodd $Var, under post-coloflial capital,ist systems

and in the era of imperialist globalisation, the state apparatuses of virtually
all countries became more powerful. The classes that dominate the state

machinery now deploy increasingly authoritarian methods to sustain
exploitation. Under these conditions, one may run reformist politics in
various wa)rs. But if one seeks to make revolution, the existing state must
be overthrown and a new state erected in its place. No matter how
interesting anl,one's observations about Marxism or revolution may be,

the crucial question of the seizure of state po\Mer cannot be ignored. PPriT

has been integral to Mao's thought for neady a ceritury. At present, with a

few exceptions, wherever revolution is conceived against the state and the
dominant classes, the PP\ff/ path must be adopted in principle. This is

what is meaflt by "line" or "path." A strategy devised by Mao for Chinese

conditions has become increasingly relevant over time. If one intends to
operate v'ithin the padiamentary framework, that is another matter. But
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cafl that be called a tevolution? Or merely a somewhat improved form of
governance? For such aims, one may attempt whatever seems suitable. But

for the pol-itical, military, and cultural transformation required for socicty

to advance qualitatively from one stage of histoty to another, PPST has

become even more indispensable in toda,v's wodd.

Howevet, not all elements of the Chinese formulation of PPW apply

to India. Some are impossible, others uflflecessar)'. Just as in China's

revolutionary period, entirely new and favourable local conditions may

exist in our country today. At abroader level, global developments have

rendered PP\X/ applicable in semi-colonial, semi-feudal countries and

bachl'ard capitalist countries alike. In India, this is one of the crucial turning

points marking the transformation of Mao's thought into Maoism. The

specificities of China in Mao's time, of India in the 1.969-74 period, and

of international conditions in those eras are now irrelevant. For example,

when Mao formulated and implemented PPW, the Soviet Union was in

existence. \X4ren Naxalbari emerged, the Cultural Revolution in China

exerted influence. Internationally, conditions existed under which
communists did, to some extent, entertain the possibility of a Third !flodd
War. None of these factors exists today. All belong to history. To interptet
PPW metely as Mao meant it in those specific Chinese circumstances, or
to accept or reject it mechanically based on those conditions, is stedle

dogmatism.

Even today, some continue to think ftom the standpoint of the

domestic and international situation of that eadier era or from the

standpoint of the movement's earlier sta€Jes. They are mired in the swamp

of the past. Because they cannot relate to the present, they explain the

problems the revolutionary movement currently faces by invoking causes

from the twentieth century. Such arguments are irrelevant to the present

or the future. They yield no useful analysis. To move forward, one must

break free from all this and grasp the fundamental concepts embedded in

the path of Protracted People's W'ar, and examine how thel'have continually

developed within the Indian revolutionary movement.

Protracted People's War in India

Rejecting the parliamefltary path pursued by revisionists in India,

the Marxist-Leninist parry adopted the path of Protracted People's \Var in

order to build a revolutionary movement. Formed under highly complex
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conditions, the ML party initially possessed no people's army. It had to
build armed squads as the primary embryonic form of an army. Although
it had adopted the path of Protracted People's \)Var, its eady practice veered
in a different direction. With unrealistic, exaggerated expectations about
revolutionary conditions, it concluded that revolution would triumph within
five or six years. Misunderstanding the international situation, it assumed
that a wodd v/ar was imminent and that such a war would inevitably usher
in revolutions. Based on the pattern of revolutions and national liberation
struggles that accompanied previous wodd wars, it arived at this conclusion.

It even proclaimed that "by the end of 1975,fifq crore Indian people
will complete their great revolutionary task." The Eighth Congress declared
that the American invasion of Cambodia had inaugurated the Third Wodd
War. It officially stated that the final u/ar to annihilate imperialism had
begun and that the wodd socialist revolution was not far off.

Alongside these, it erred in its assessment of a matter crucial to the
Protracted People's War in India: the strerigth of the Indian state system.

These anticipations, and the practices based upon them- along with many
other factors- led to near-total devastation of the party. All of this stood
in complete contradiction to the conception of Protracted People's N7ar.

At that time, the party also issued the call: "Every inch of India is
surrounded by revolutionary flames. Therefore, any region can be liberated.
There is no need, as in China, to first establish base areas in the hill regions
and gradually Jiberate one area after another." Such positions created a

sharp contradiction between the stage of development of the Indian
revolution, the prevaiJing political conditions in the country, the state's
strength, and the path of Protracted People's War. To put it negatively, the
leadership of that period did not even adhere to the spirit of the "Chinese
Path."

However, the Marxist-Leninist party did maintain focus on this path
from the beginning. Even though the slogan "China's path is our path"
carried exaggeration, it nevertheless contained a political orientation-
namely, the desire to appropriate the Protracted People's NTar pursued by
the Chinese people for revolution. Behind the slogan "Sabka Naam
Vietnam" lay not merely solidarity with Vietnam's anti-imperialist struggle,
but also a deep affinity for the Protracted Peoplet V/ar chosen by Vietnam's
revolutionaries, adapted to their own conditions. It expressed an
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international revolutionary consciousness that reiected the rulers' false

nationalism. Despite all these positive aspects, there existed- especially in
the beginning- tendencies that diverged from the path of Protracted

People's \)Var.

All these issues were evaluated tn tL,e 1,974 self-critical document

atled 'lleuiew the Past andAduance on the Path of Arned Strugle' "In the cofltext

of India's conditions, and in the phase of reconstructing the revolutionary

movement, it articulated the people-oriented line that must be integral to

the Protracted People's War.

Today, taking advantage of the repression andbettayalconfronting
the Maoist movement, some compare the present situation to conditions

of forqyears ago and insist that the two are identical. Anyone who assesses

the entire movement only from the standpoint of losses will reach

disastrouslywtong conclusions. At a minimum, one must take into account

the fifty-year history, extending from the L974 sel{-ctiticism document

through the period after the formation of KAGAR, includrng the guidelines

formulated to overcome losses.

Across this entire period, revolutionary consciousness and forms

of practice must be viewed together. The relationships between them, as

well as the contradictions that arise between the two, must also be taken

into account. This is essential for understanding the Indian revolutionary

movement. At the same time, it helps in graspinghow the path of Protracted

People's War (PPNQ adopted by the revolutionary movement has taken

concrete shape in practice- how it has developed, expanded, and how it is

presently confronting challenges.

Rooted entirely in local conditions, the Indian revolutionary
movement undertook the task of preparing individual acdvists, building

the Party, and creating armed squads as the primary form of the army. To

achieve this, it placed equal emphasis on people's war and democratic

struggles. Within the framework of PPW, where atmed struggle constitutes

the principal fotm, the Indian revolutionary movement evolved a distinctive

feature: the coordination of legal, open, and partial struggles with armed

struggle. Another distinctive aspect of our country's revolutionary path-

one that imparted both local rootedness and a sense of novelty- was the

method of identifying individuals one by one, shaping them into political

activists, and moulding them into revolutionary fighters from the very
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beginning. Many such distinctive features influenced and decisively shaped
the Indian revolutionaty path.

Armed with 'legal' authority and immense military power, the Indian
state has unleashed intense repression. To confront such a state and to
advance the people's cause, the revolutionary movement has had no option
but to adopt a military path from its very inception. There are those who
argue that, since the state is stronger, taking up arms would only lead to
losses. It is precisely for this reason that the revolutionary movement caflnot
avoid waging armed struggle. Within the path of protracted people's war,
this constitutes a crucial understanding, and along this path, lakhs of people
must be mobilised.

For such mobilisation, it is necessary not only to address the people's
immediate needs but also to study their cultural and psychological
specificities. One must go as far back as possible to recover the people's
legacy of struggle and apply it to the present conditions of PP!il No
matter how extensive such efforts may be, there must be clarity regarding
the path that provides direction, ensures development, and draws out the
revolutionary eriergy inherent amoflg the people. If such clartq exisrs,
even mistakes can be cortected. Without such a guiding path, however, no
matter how many people's struggles are built, how many studies are
undertaken, or how many theoretical formulations are made, they will yield
no real benefit.

One important aspect of PPtJf is the seizure of state power on an
area-by-area basis. The revolutionarv movement focused on this coflcept
as early as the 1974 reconstruction phase. From jail, I{.S. wrote to the
comrades in the leadership who were guiding the movement, enclosing a

diagram that explained the region's geographical advantages and how it
would be conducive to becoming a future revolutionary base area. It was
here that the foundation for the expansion of the Indian revolutionary
movement was laid.

Today, amid the severe crisis confronting the Maoist movement, a

debate has emerged over whether the establishment of liberated areas in
India is possible at all. During the Kagar offensive, the guerdlla zones
established by the revolutionary movement may har.e suffered serious
damage. The experience gained in this phase is by no means ordinary; it
calls for deep, serious teflection. Nevertheless, the strategic perspective
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undedying the establishment of base ateas remains, in a broad sense, correct.

There may have been shortcomings in practice, and tactics appropriate trl

changing conditions may have been inadequate or absent.

To safeguard the forms of people's state power established in areas

where the state is relatively weak, it is necessafy to generate a revolutionary

situation across the entire countrl'. It appears that the movemerlt's leadership

possesses this clarity. Their understanding may not be comprehensive. The

state cleady recognises that if such a situation were to be achieved,

revolutionary base areas and forms of people's state power would acquire

a measure of protection. Precisely for this reasofl, the state acted to prevent

such a development. As a consequence, the revolutionary atmosphere

outside the guerrilla areas was severely damaged.

The state has a very clear understanding of the impact and

consequences of the revolutionary movement' The movement stands as

an obstacle to the obiective of transforming the country into a corporate

lndia. As pressure from corporate interests intensified, state rcpression

escalated in turn. As a result, even within the base areas, the revolutionary

movement passed through a phase of expansion followed by contraction,

ultimately culminating in contraction. Over the past two decades,

coordination between the plains and the revolutionary areas has been gravely

weakened.

In a country as vast as India, marked by numerous specificities

alongside common characteristics, regions assume particular significance

during a revolution. It is not possible for a revolutionary movement to

bring the entire country under its political influence simultaneously. \7hen

compared to the possibilities of building the movement region by region

and advancing step by step toward Power, the conditions for seizing the

entire country and establishing pov/er in a single stroke are far mote

unfavourable.

Taktng into account the changing political-economic conditions and

the manner in which the state functions, it is necessary to wage a protracted

people's war and, through that process, capture political power. In light of
the experiences arising from the I(agar offensive, it may therefore be

necessafy to explore different methods and forms for creating liberated

afeas.
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The Indian state is not only a powerful, centralised structure; it is
spread across all regions of the country. At the same time, it also functions
as a deep state. It has amassed limidess technological capacities. Even so,
the strength of the state should not be viewed in absolute terms. It is only
within the dynamic interplay between strength and weak'cs; that the state's
power can be assessed realistically. Even under these conditions, areas with
relatively weaker state dominance receive priority in the revolution. There
exists the possibility of initiaung the movement in such areas and expanding
from there to other regions. From the outside, it may 

^ppear 
that the state

possesses uniform strength and functions in the same manner everrrzhere.
But within that, there are differences. Failing to recognise these differences
amounts to denying the very possibilities available for revolutionary practice.
Without this understanding, initiating the movement in areas where the
state is stroflg will only lead to far greater losses.

In addition, the background of international finance capital has made
uneven development an inherent and dominant tendency within Indian
capitalism. Social and cultural inequalities are increasing at innumerable
levels. Far from being eliminated, traditional forms of inequality persist,
while new forms of inequalityhave multiplied. Alongside social inequalities,
regional inequalities are also deepening. For this reason as well, regions
continue to hold enduring strategic importance.

From the standpoint of geography, uneven social development, and
the traditions of peopleb struggles, the experiments carried out by the
Maoists represeflt an advanced stage in the experience of the Indian
revolutionary movement and in the revolutionary movements of the wodd
in this century. The state may have resorted to the most brutal and
unrestrained repression and may have inflicted damage on the revolutionary
movement. Yet these developments have taken shape within the dialectical
logic of victories and defeats inherent in a protracted people,s war.

To put it differendy, within the three stages of protracted people,s
war, dre revolutionary movement was able to sustain itself for neady tweflty
years in the stage of strategic defensive. That numerous crucial decisions
were taken and efforts made during this entire period to break out of this
stage becomes evident from quotations found in the letters of recent
surrenderees, as well as from the responses issued by the revolutionary
movement to those letters. However, the movement .was unable to
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implement those decisions. There is a vast hiatus between understanding

an issue and translating it into practice. There is also a contradiction between

the two. Because the movement could not overcome this contradiction, it
not only failed to advance over the past tweflty years but was compelled to
retreat. It suffered serious damage.

Seeking the reasons for this setback solely within the revolutionary
camp would be an incomplete approach. The revolutionary movemeflt

advances or retreats depending on the balancc of forces in the dialectical

relationship between the ruling camp and the people's camp. Over the

past fe\r/ decades, the strength and capacities of the opposing camp have

increased manifold. Among the sections that ought to have become part
of the revolution, divisions, distances, and hostilities- previously unseefl-

have emerged. Not only the contradictions between the ruling and

revolutionary camps, but also those within the people's camp itself, have

contributed to the specific local characteristics of the path of protracted

people's war in our country.

The particularities of India's social and political conditions are

influencing the path of the protracted people's war. They are making the

revolution more complex and more prolonged.

Complexities of the Indian Revolution- New Challenges to the
Movement

Because of this objective situation, the revolutionary movement

has been compelled to take many twists and turns. It has become entangled

in multiple knots. The objective conditions surrounding the movement

have turned into obstacles to trarislating the leadership's understanding

into practice. These very material conditions have also hindered the

emergence of innovative thinking and practice capable of breaking out of
this situation. These are new challenges that were absent in the Chinese

revolutionary movement, where the concept of protracted people's war

was odginally formulated.

Due to colonial rule, which prevented a democratic revolution,
paitamentary methods were established, giving rise to growing illusions

about parliamentary politics even among many groups otherwise
sympathetic to revolution. At a time when patTlamentary democracy is

degenerating ever more grotesquely, illusions about it are paradoxically
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increasing. This problem did not exist during the days of Naxalbari- or
even if it did, not to this extent. (lonsequentll., in the fifty years of
implementing the path of protracted people's war, at least three or four
distinct phases can be identified. In passing through these phases, the
revolutionary mo\rement attained maturity. For example, coordination
between legal struggles and armed sffuggle advanced considerably in the
decades following the 1970s.

The purpose of this detailed discussion is to underline that the
pfotfacted people's war in ouf countfy has come into operation as a

comprehensive political, politico-economic, cultural, and social path. Its
practice is found across many levels and in various spheres. Therefore, this
path is not merely militaryi nor merely political. It is an integrated mode of
struggle that applies to our specific space and time, our cultural
consciousness, and our local historical particularities. This constitutes a

natural characteristic of the Indian revolutionary path.

Mao's understanding that armed struggle is the principal aspect of
protracted people's war was not accepted in a mechanical or abstract sense.

Rather, in light of local, historical, and political conditions, it was developed
in revolutionarv practice. The meaning once attached to the term "path" a

hundred years ago has, in Indian revolutionary practice, reached a

comprehensive essence. Mobilising people through a protracted armed
struggle is fundamentally different from mobilising them through general
democratic struggles. Protracted peopie's war integrates all people's
struggles, spatial and temporal particularities, levels of popular
preparedness, ongoing changes, and numerous concrete demands, and
advances them toward the seizure of state power.

A revolutionary path is never settled through scholady sophistry.
Whether in Russia or in China, it developed continuously through practice.
The forces engaged in practice elevated it into the realm of political theory,.

History presents the paths of past revolutions to people preparing to
undertake new ofles. That same history also guides them to formulate a

revolutionary path suited to their country's specific conditions, taking into
account changes occurringwoddwide. While a broad path may be outlifled
in advance, flumerous modifications inevitably occur in the course of
building a revolution. These changes are also shaped by the particular stage

of the revolution.
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In any country, the classes holding state power can be identified
through the mode of production. Based on the mode of production and

the nature of the state, the revolutionary programme is determined. The
revolutionary path forms part of a political strategy. A protracted people's

war does not mean that the Communist Party merely waits for the people

to spontaneously take up arms and rise en masse.It is a process of preparing

the people for revolution. From the l,ery beginning, people must be trained

as political activists capable of handling arms. The people must transform
themselves into a force capable of confronting a powerful state.

For this to happen, the people must free themselves fiom the social

and cultural shackles that have bound them for hundreds and thousands

of years. In our country, the protracted people's war is evolving into a

multidimensional process through which oppressed people liberate
themselves socially, transform into a political force capable of seizing state

power, and become an army capable of confronting a powerfui enemy

strategically. Even the decisive struggle to break frce from social

backwardness, which obstructs people from bec<>ming a revolutioflary arm)',

has a protracted character. It advances through multiple phases and stages,

amid victories and defeats. Through this process, the specificitv of the

Indian revolution itself is crystallised.

The Paradox of the Argument: "The S7orld has Changed"

Those who do not understand this process argue that the people

are not ready for revolution or question why everyone must take up arms.

There is no shortage of those who propose a theory that first people must

be ideologically awakened to take up arms, and only later carry out the

revolution. Nor is there any shortage in out country of those who argue

that the Communist Party should assume ieadership only after crores of
people independently take up arms and march towatd the seizure of state

pov/ef.

There are also those who insist that arms will eventually have to be

taken up, but argue that conditions are not yet favourable, and that armed

struggle should be considered onlywhen that day arrives. Another argument

clairns that armed struggle is not required in all times and all places- that it
should be undertaken only when conditions are exceptionally favourable.

Many others argue that the wodd has changed so much that the path of
prottacted armed struggle is no longer necessaJy. Merely invoking the phrase
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"the wodd has changed" seems sufficient to argue against the PP\XI Under
that pretext, aflything can be justified. Those who hrde behind theory and
those who create a galf between theory and concrete rcaliq can comfortably
pass their time in intellectual debate.

A protracted people's war is not about taking up arms occasionally,

when compelled, or at some distant moment. Tactics may be altered in
numerous ways, but it remains a scientific, comprehensive, social, political,
and cultural path of struggle. It has developed in accordance with the
specific conditions of India and the present stage of movemeflt
development. The extent to which the protracted people's war proceeds in
this country through ups and downs, fluctuations, and immense hardship
has already been proven. The setbacks it faces today do not signify its
failure; rather, they demonstrate th^t it is, in essence, the correct path.

Are the present massacres occurring merely because people have
taken up arms, or because they are pursuing the path of a protracted
people's war?

The argumeflt that the government resorts to armed repression
because revolutionaries have taken up arms has long existed. If this were
true, the state should at least ignore the unarmed sftuggles carried out by
the revolutionary movement. There should be some space, however limited,
for legal struggles. In our country, even this space is being systemaically
choked out. The ruling classes fear that unarmed struggles, too, will evolve
from partial, issue-based struggles into struggles for liberation. They are

anxious that such struggles will come under the leadership of the
revolutionary movement. It is this feat that has driven them toward massive

military offensives.

At its core, this conflict is between the parliamentary-democratic
path and the path of liberation through protracted people's war. Unlike
the ruling powers of the past, today's fascist rulers do not believe that
killing individuals will eliminate the threat. They seek to annihilate the very
path of protracted people's war, which has developed among the people
as a revolutionary tradition of struggle, an insurgeflt energy, and a cuiture
of defiance. For rulers committed to a corporate-capitalist model of
development, the decimation of this movement has now become a decisive
state policy.

66 Path of Indian Revolution



They may never succeed in this task, but they will not coflfifle their
agenda to armed repression alone.Just as the state demands that the people
submit to all its armed forces, it also demands that all ttrrnking minds
surrender to its ideas. A state that unleashes extreme repression through
weapons first declares that people have no right to take up arms. Thereafter,
it spreads the argument that people are flot prepared to take up arms. One
operates in the legal domain; the other in the ideological realm. Both aim

at undermining the revolutionary path of protracted people's war.

Accordingly., the state also launches an ideological war. Because the

revolutionary path encompasses poLitical, social, cultural, and military
dimensions, the state attempts to destroy the protracted people's war from
multiple fronts. The claim that there is no place for violence in a democracl,
is not merely a deception employed by an extremely violent state to mislead
the people. It is deliberately crafted as an ideology to eliminate another
ideology. It is precisely for this purpose that the arppment-"this is not the
time for armed struggle"- is systematically propagated throughout societl'.

This argument resoflates with sections of the intelligentsia. They
may know litde aboutweapons. They are hardly famtliar with ground-level
military tactics. Their domain is the realm of ideas. Therefore, they are

capable of understanding how ideas are born, how they spread, and whom
they seek to secure approval from. Regrettablyi they have failed to grasp

this dynamic. Instead, from a narrowly humanitaian standpoint, they argue

that saving lives is the most important priority.

$Tithout criticising the state and the padiamentary path that have

created a climate of teror in society through indiscriminate killings, they
enter into an rllogical debate addressed at revolutionaries: Is the path more
importaflt, ot is the protection of lives primarl.? It is the state itself that
has manufactured this social and psychological condition and pushed
everyone into this false dichotomy.

Because this massacre is being carried out in the name of
patliamentary democracy itself, this fact alone should provoke outrage

among the intelligentsia and compel them to reiect the parliamentary path
as unworkable. Instead, the state has carefully drawn society- including the
intelligentsia- toward its side in this ideological war. While waglng armed
war against its own people, it has made the revolutionaries'weapons the
cental issue. It has created a situation in which armed sttuggle is made to
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appe^t incapable of advancing further. The real obiective is to wipe out

the path of protracted armed struggle altogether, and thereby proclaim

that sociery endorses the parliamentary path.

Over the past five or six months, in this entire process, onlv those

sympathetic to the revolution have stood firmlv by the argument that armed

struggle must continue. This development should astonish anyone. over

the last twenty-five yeafs- indeed, especially ovef the last ten yeafs-

pailiamentary democracy has degenerated in a far more gfotesque manncf

than ever before. Yet, during this very period, the state has successfully

engineered a profound ideological shift.

On the one hand, large sections of the intelligentsia criticise the

Indian state for having transformecl into an authoritarian, even fascist force.

c)n the other hand, they argue that revolutionaries should follow the

pafliamentary path precisely Moreover, they claim that Maoists afe oblivious

to the changed conditions of the pfesent. According to them, had armed

stfuggle been abandoned long ago, such violence would flot have occutred.

Some go evefl further. Even as they describe in detail how thotoughly

electoral politics has been corrupted, they continue to advise revolutionaries

to abandon the path of armed stfuggle. once this path is renounced, what

exactly is the revolutionary organisation expected to do? Do they mean to

suggest "\egair" struggle? There is no clarity whatsoever. Is there, in fact,

any legal space for stfuggles that go beyond routine agitations and that

genuinely raise the militancy of the people? There is none. Therefore, they

argue, Maoists must first abandon their militancy and their revolutionary

objectives. only then, they suggest, can stfuggles be conducted cautiously,

ensuring that the people do not become militant.

Do any of those who argue that protracted people's war is

inappropriate, v,/ron[I, must be altered, or at least should now be abandoned,

possess such a practical perspective? Do they have the understanding that

it is not fational to claim that the Maoist movement has reached its present

condition merely because it adopted this path?

Many of those who declare that protracted armed struggle is

inappropriate do not actually understand what exacdy PP\fl means. Those

who do understand it deliberately distort it. There have long been people

in society who argre that 
^ 

protr^cted people's war is wrong. They have

held these views for years. Yet, nothing happens automatically as a result.
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The state does not always attempt to annihilate the revolutionary movement

through direct repression alone. Instead, it systematica\ creates the material

and psychological conditions in vrhich such atguments can flourish. It even

cultivates, from within the movement itself, individuals who proclaim that

the movement's own path is fundamentally wrong.

The Appearance and the Core Dlmamics of the Betrayals

It is in this context that the recent surrenders, carried out in the

name of renouncing armed struggle, must be understood.

So what, then, has actually happened? How are we to comprehend
this development?

Only by closely and cleady examining the surrenders of senior Maoist

leaders Mallojula Venugopal Rao and Takkellapalli Vasudeva Rao can one

grasp the depth of the present crisis confronting the revolutionary
movement. Although these acts were carried out by individuals, they cannot

be confined to individual action alone. Even though this treachery occurred

amid the annihilation campaign known as Operation Kagar, it would be

incorrect to assume that repression alone forced them out of the

revolutionary movement and compelled them to step outside it. Nor can

this be explained simply by arguing that stagnation over the last decade-

caused by repression and other factors- led them to this decision.

In this context, Malloiula Venugopal Rao has raised several

theoretical and practical issues. Such issues inevitably arise within any living
political formation. I7e have also seen, in the revolutionary movement's

own statements, how long these discussions have been underway. Metely
declaring these positions to be wrong will not, by itself, enable us to
overcome the present crisis. At this 

f 
uncture, it is essential once again to

discuss the revolutionary path and to expose the hollowness of his

arguments, and this task must be carried out effectively.

At the same time, it must not become an obstacle to understanding
the crucial question of what actually transpired within the revolutionary
movement. One must be careful not to accord even an indirect "theoretical

status" to this surrender. Doing so would be harmful in every respect.

For any,one familiar with the organisational robustness and combative

character of the Maoist movement, the ongoing surrenders that have

followed the atmed countcr-offcnsives of these two leaders are deeply
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shocking. They cannot be attributed merely to individual weaknesses, nor
simply to the conditions of reptession and uncertaintl, produced by

Operation l{agar. Such factors may exist, but they do not explain the

phenomenon as awhole. The central questionis this: from which direction,

and toward which direction, has this entire process evolved?

Even when extremely adverse conditions had fulll, emerged by the

time of the I{arregutta encirclement and the martyrdom of Basavaraiu,

the revolutionary ranks appeared to remain courageous, resolute, and

committed. This situation persisted until the end of May. N7hat forces

came into operation thereafter, producing such a rapid shift within a short
span of time? How did they operate? \X4rat led tr> the large-scale destruction

of organisational structures?

Comparisons are often misleading. Yet if we place side by side the

immense human devastation wrought by I(agar- resembling an internal
war- and the organisational destruction that followed the internal betraYai,

what does this comparison reveal? Over the last twenty-two months, and

particularly over the last two months, which of these has delivered the

more severe blow to the revolutionarv movement?

If the essence of betrayal is not grasped, discussion remains confined

to its ourward form. Analysis then proceeds in fragments rather than as a

totaliq,,. Isolated pieces of information are debated, theit merits and demcrits

weighed, evidence and exceptions measured, one claim pitted againsr

another in an attempt to determine what is true. Such an approach leads

rrot to clarity but to confusion. Individual elements must be integrated

into the whole, appropriate weight must bc assigned to each, and the decisive

factor emerging from their combined interaction must be identified. That
alone constitutes a correct method of analysis. This entire matter must be

examined precisely in this way.

Those who committed betrayal first transformed surrender into an

ideology. This was not done in a single act, but step by step. By asserting

that the abandonment of armed struggle was the decision of the martyred

Basavaraju; by declaring that the revolutionary movemeflt had failed; by

presenting I(agar as the determining cause for the surrenders; and by

arguing that, under present conditions, saving lives itself was revolutionary
surrender was sought to be converted into an official ideology. Through
this process, legrtimacy was conferred upon surrender.
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No ideology emerges out of thin air or operates abstractly. It
necessarily acquires amaterial base. The tevolutionary movement has stated

that Mallo jula Venugopal carded out his surrender policy witlln the ranks,

in violation of organisational principles. In this sense, the ideology of
betayakeached the ranks first. Precisely because it penetrated organisational

structures at muldple levels, surrenders on such a large scale became

possible.

The revolutionary movement has thus reached a profoundly tragic

situation: a key leader transformed surrender into a policy. One can readily

understand the consequences such a development produces within a

clandestine organisation operating under intense repression. These are not
ordinary consequences. From the enemy camp, repeatedly releasing videos

urging everyone to surrender, providing phone numbers, and actively

spreading the surrender tendency- only by viewing all these actions together
can one grasp the depth and objective of the campaign that was conducted.

It requires no great effort to understand that this campaign was

aimed at creating a favourable atmosphere for surrender, organising

surrender, and drawing as many people as possible into it. From the outside,

it may apper that phone numbers were merely provided so that "those on
the other side" could make contact. In reality, the campaign was far more

deliberate and systematic. Those involved were openly and consciously
discharging their role.

While extensive discussion has taken place regarding the armed

surrender of these two individuals, their subsequent and deliberate actions

have scarcelybeen addressed. Reports indicate that the police have posted
posters with their phone numbers in certain areas of movement. In other
words, both sides are advancing the surreflder process together.

\fihen all these elements are taken together, no one can naively believe

that these two simply returned home because they could no longer cope.

Nor can their betrayal be reduced to the act of surrendering with arms.

Even here, arms cannot be treated as the central issue. What is untavelled
is a {ar deeper process. The coercive pov/er of the state has expanded into
orchestratingbetrayal and surrender. Otherwise, the process would have

remained limited to the surrender of these two individuals, perhaps followed
by a few others.
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It is also evident that even after surrendering, they continue- through

theit counter-revolutionary actions- to confront the revolutionary
leadership's decision to persist with armed struggle. By observing evervthing

that the state and the traitors are doing, the fascist slogan of a "Maoist-

ftee India" becomes clearer in its real corltent. Compared to the killings

camied out over twenty-two months, from ordinaty people to the general

secretary, the rulers have mor'ed far more rapidly toward their obiective in
just these t$,o months.

Is the aim to kill even the last Maoist and turn everyone into martyrs,

or to transform them into traitors, defectors, and surrenderists? The state

has confronted past movemerlts in much the same u/ay; there is nothing

new in this approach. After ayear of Kagat, the fascist state appears to

have realised that it was not possible to completely annihilate the

revolutionary movemeflt through military mearls alone. From that point
onward, it combined a strategy of enacting betrayal with military repression,

running bc, th simultaneously.

In the past, the state primarily used betrayal to intensify physical

violence. Through it, individuals could be eliminated, and the movement

weakened. This betral'al, however, is of a different kind' Because the person

prepared for betrayal was a former leader in the highest body, the obiective

here is to destroy the organisational structure itself, erase the revolutionary

path, and strip revolutionary ideology of its credibility, its capacity for
resistance, and its historical legitimacl,.

Alongside all this, the aim is to inflict a motal blow on the

revolutionary movement- so that whenever sacrifice is remembered, betayal

comes to mind; whenever struggle is mentioned, counter-revolutionary

surrender is recalled. This is precisely what has occurred. The decisive

question is whether we recognise this betrayal for what it truly is, or whether

we fail to grasp aits fuli political and historical meaning. That is the question.

To grasp the roots of this destruction is to undertake a strategic

effort of reconstruction for the future. Debate alone will not suffice. W'e

know the history of struggles and sacrifices, and we know the history of
betrayals as well. The Indian state today may have resorted to monstrous

conspiracies and betrayals, but it has never ultimately achieved what it set

out to accomplish. \X/hat it has succeeded in doing, orl a large scale, is

inflicting damage on organisational structures. These tasks have been carried
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out by these two on behalf of the state. Questions of who led the betfayal

and who follov'ed belonged to the initial phase, when the thought of
surrender entered the organisation like a wofm gnawing at the roots. That

distinction no longer holds' Advising everl'one to surrencler and actively

managing matters in that direction is no ordinary betrayal. By declaring

that the world has changed and that this is no longer the era of armed

struggle, surrender has been transformed into the idiom of this period of
betrayal.

In essence, this is a military and ideological war of annihilation

chosen by the state. Only by cleady recognising the present phase of war

can the relevance of the Indian revolutionary path be understood more

profoundly- and its necessity fot the future grasped.

All supporters of the revolutioflary movement must carry this

understanding to the people. This is an imperative task.

Footnotes

1. "The illusion of wisdom" in Greek. Used by Plato to describe

sophists- those who think they know but do not.

2. The term fanshen literally means "to turn over". In revolutionary

usage it came to signify aradical transformation. In the context of the

Chinese revolution and Hinton's book, it refers to peasants throatingoff

the landlordloke, standing apfor theruselues, gaining land and politica/ conscioasness,

and entering a new social order. Fanshen: A Docantentaly of Reuolation in a

Chinese Village was first published in 1966, which is when Hinton

completed and released the book based on his notes and experiences

from the late 1940s in rural China.
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A Discussion on the Path of the
Indian Revolution

- N. Ravi

The Indian revolutionary movementis mired in an extremely severe

crisis. Over the past two decades, although it has faced defeats and retreats

in some regions, it has also moved forward in others with inspiring successes,

continuing to provide hope to India's oppressed people. However, over
the last decade, the movement has entered a state of stappation.

On top of this, after the central goverrrment launched the "I{agar"
war in the Dandak^r^r7ya and Jharkhand regions in 2024, ten Central
Committee m6mls15-lncluding Central Committee Secretary Comrade
Basavaraju-were killed within iust one and ahaTf years. Among them,
Comrades Raju, I{osa, and Hidma were captured and shot. Additionally,
many State Committee membets, hundreds of leaders and activists, ordinary
Adivasi people, and PLGA fighters have been killed. In the wake of these

losses, doubts have begun to arise regarding the very survival of the

revolutionary movemeflt.

In such situations, teformist or ultra-left tendencies often emerge.

Defeatism, desertion, and even betrayal 621 sulf2ss-trends for which
there are countless examples in both the Indian and international
communist movements. After five decades of protracted people's war
leading to stagnation, we are once again witnessing the emergence of such

tendencies in India.

In October, first under the leadership of Malloiula Venugopal and

Vasudeva Rao, and later under the leadership of Ramder-the first Adivasi
Central Committee member from the Dandakatanya region-up to three

hundred people surrendered to the government with their weapons. Then
a few more hundred guerrillas and leaders surrendered in diffetent batches.
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This has strengthened the argument that confronting the powerful Indian

State through protracted atmed struggle is impossible.

In a 2Z-page letter, Mailoiula Venugopal wrote that India should

follow neither the Russian path nof the Chinese path, but should instead

develop a unique "Indian path." Howevet, he did not explain exactiy what

that meant. Let us look at some of his main criticisms. (Another article by

Comrade Vimal in this booklet discusses these aspects in detail, so I will
touch upon them only briefly.)

Venugopal writes that however great the party's "achievements" may

be, the mistakes it has committed are even more serious. He argues that

the party has failed to build a relatively strong and stable organized

revolutionary movement in any region. He states: "It has lagged behind in

understanding changing social conditions. It has contiflued to make mistakes

in assessing the enemy's stfength and the strength of revolutionary forces,

and in building the revolutionafy movement with appropriate tactics. It
has committed dogmatic effofs in applyiflg the teachings of Marxist teachers

to the specific conditions of time and place in our country."

Some of these criticisms contain Partr^l truths. There are certainly

aspects that need to be corrected. As Venugopal himself acknowledges,

the party's line and policies afe the feasofi for its past achievements. It is
also partly true that the movement faces a severe situation today because

of past mistakes. However, we must examine the solution Venugopal

ploposes.

Even today, mistakes regarding mass organizations should be viewed

criticalty, and the party must correct them. In that seflse, the entire party

needs to be reshaped. These afe mattefs that mass organizations, their

leadership, and the palty must fesolve. It is clear that unless the issues

raised by Venugopal are creatively resolved, the movement cannot move

forward.

However, as a solution, Venugopal proposes temporarily abandoning

armed struggle and rebuilding the party by working openly among the

people. He claims the party's only remaining task is to renounce dogmatic

practices-5uch as invoking the "line of protracted people's war" and rigid

adhereqce to the "Chinese path" ot "Russian path"-and to adopt a line

suited to Indian conditions. Yet, Venugopal does not define what that line
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is. For now, his logic seems to be: abandon armed struggle first, and think
later.

In the search for a line suitable to India's concrete conditions, many
Marxist-Leninist parties have emerged, and various tactics have been

attempted. None have succeeded. The Maoist party, which has adhered to
the protracted peoplet war line, is the only one that has built strong mass

organisations and significant struggles. It is becoming clear that even this
is not sufficient. But is the "temporary abandonment of armed struggle"
the answer?

Today, there is nothin€J "temporary" about abandoning armed
struggle; it would be a permanent surrender. When Comrade l(ondapally
Sitaramalya called for a temporarywithdrawal in 1.977,therewas no practical

abandonment of the armed struggle 
- 

only a suspension of certain
"actions." Today, the proposal impiies surrendering weapons and dissolving
guerrilla forces, effectively washing away neaiy fifty years of effort.

In the present era of fascist rule, who does this strengthen?
Undoubtedll,, it only strengthens Modi, Shah, and the Hindutva forces.

Are there conditions in India today to build a mass movement completely
in the open? This is a state that brands Sonam N7angchuk as having links
with Pakistan merely for demanding the inclusion of Laddakh under the
Sixth Schedule. It is a state that banned the "Mulvasi Bachao N{anch" and

iailed its leaders on the ridiculous charge of criticizins government
policies-simply because they demanded constitutional rights. This is the
reality in almost all Adivasi areas and many rural plains.

If the leadership abandons armed struggle, will they really be allowed

to build mass movements? Venugopal knows theywill not. He writes: 'qWith

our party no longer among you as before, we know how much the counter-
revolutionary forces... will hatass you." Should the Adivasis be left to face

brutal state violence on their own? This will not help the movement now
or in the future.

Furthermore, Amit Shah did not even acknowledge this offer of
"laytng down the arms" and declared "either surrender or perish". This
statement once again exposes the true nature of the fascist state.

Ultimately, the decision to c rry on an armed struggle must be made

by those who are actually waging it-those who are losing their lives in the
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pfocess. The opinions of the Adivasi people, leaders of mass organizations,

and local leadership in Dandakaranya, Bihar, and Jharkhand are crucial.

Since the period o{ salwa Judum, they bore immense hardships and stood

as the backbone of the movement. Fof them, this is not a theoretical debate;

it is an immediate question of life and death. Are they all truly thinking of
surrender?

When a struggle is in a difficult position, even if a section of the

peoplc v/avefs, it is the tesponsibiJity of the vanguard party to instil optimism

and a historical perspective. At the same time, the party must deeply analyze

and correct its "grave poJiticai, stfategic, and tactical mistakes." Unilateral

abandonment of atmed stfuggle and surrendering the arms to the fascist

state is flot the solution.

Let us now examine the question of the path of the Indian

Revoiution more closely.

Even before Venugopal'.s letter, manv argued that"capitahsm has

arrived in India," and that N[aoists-]ike ostfiches burying their heads in

the sand-have failed to recognize this. They claim the movement clin€Js

blindly to the analysis that India is a semi-colonial, semi-feudal societ)'.

Ieading to a failed stf uggle and needless sacrifice. Thcrefore, we must discuss

the path of the Indian revolution'

In the history of the wodd communist movement, rwo principal

paths have developed:

1. General Insurrection (fhe Russian Path): Under Lenin's leadership,

the working class formed an alliance with the peasantfy to cafry out

uprisings in cities-the centers of political and economic power-to seize

state power.

2.ProtractedPeople's \Var (Ihe Chinese Path): After urban uprisings

were suppressed in 1,927, the Communist Party of China, under Mao,

retreated to theJinggangshan mountains to establish liberated areas. N{ao

concluded that in a semi-colonial, semi-feudal society, the revolutionary

army must first libefate rufal afeas where the enemy is weak before ultimately

seizing the cities.

Marxist teachefs have always emphasized that these general principles

must be applied concretely according to the specific conditions of each

country.
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There is also a third path- the padiameritary path. Except for
hardened revisionists, no Marxists accept this line. History provides
numerous examples showing that the working class can flever attain state

po\rrer through the parJiamentarv path. Therefore, this article does not
discuss this revisionist route. Instead, we will focus only crr, ihe two primary'
revolutionar), paths and the specific path that may be adopted under Indian
conditions.

$flhether it was the insurrection in Russia or the protracted people's
war in China, both succeeded only under specific conditions.

Historical Conditions for Success

* The Russian Path (General Insutrection): Russia was a weak,
only recendy developing capitalist countr),. Unlike \Testern Europe, it
had not undergone a democratic revolution, and no democratic system
had been estabJished; a monarchical system prevailed. Additionally, the

First World War created unique pressures. Under these specific
conditiofls, a general insurrection succeeded in an exttemely backward
capitalist countrv.

x The Chinese Path (Protracted People's War): In China, semi-
feudal relations and wadords prevailed. There was not even nominal
p^/j.^ment^ry democracy. Crucially, the Communist Party of China
(CPC) possessed an army from the outset as a result of eadier uprisings.
Futthermore, because a Soviet government already existed in Russia,

the CPC received strong external support.

Formulating a Military Strategy

Regarding military strategy, no fundamentally different approach
has been conceived beyond these two t1pes. While there may be local
variations, there are broadly only two paths:

1. General Insurrection: Secredy preparing and mobilizing the people
for a primary armed uprising in the cities to seize state power and
establish the dictatorship of the proletariat, In this path, an army is not
built prior to the uprising.

2. Protracted People's War: Preparing for revolution by building a

people's army in backward rural areas and geographically favourable
regions. This involves guerrilla warfare to liberate the countrvside before
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ultimately seizing the cities. This path s2nn61-2nd should 161-12ks

the same form in every country. For instance, in Vietnam, the 1968

"Tet Offensive" involved a simultaneous attack on a hundred cities.

Though the communists suffered healry losses, it was a decisive turning

point in the anti-American struggle.

The Problem of Mech anical Application

In the global revolutionary movement, these two paths were often

mechanically generalized. A specific formula gained universal acceptance:

in capitalist countries, follow the Russian path of insurrection; in semi-

colonial, semi-feudal countries, follow the Chinese path of protracted

people's war.

This led to a peculiar situation in India. After the Naxalbari uprising

of 1,967, the CPI $4l)-under the leadership of Charu \{22q6d21-
theorized that India was a semi-colonial, semi-feudal country and adopted

the slogan, ''[he Cltinese path is owrpath. "They even went as far as declaring

that Mao Zedong, the Chairman of the Communist Party of China, was

"our Chairman."

Consequently, the Naxalite moYement faced years of stigma and

distortion. Although the slogan regarding the Chairman was withdrawn

shortly thereafter, the movement struggled for a long time against the

label of being a party that blindly imitated the Chinese model without
regard for local realities.

The Evolution of the Maoist Line

Because of the ultra-left tactics adopted by the CPI (ML) in its early

years, the protracted path itself came under scrutiny. However, by correcting

those errors and firmly adhering to the line of protracted people's war and

mass line, parties such as the CPI Q{L) People's'War, Party Unity, and the

Maoist Communist Centre (N{CC) successfully built the People's Guerrilla

Army and expanded into several states-a history we shall set aside for
fiov/.

If we ask whether the Maoist party today is completely bound to

the political and military line adopted in China, the broad answer is "yes,"

but with significant modifications suited to India. As previously noted,

unlike the Chinese experience, there was no standing army here at the

outset. It was only after nea*y two decades of mobilizing individuals and
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eng€ing in struggle that the People's Guerrilla Army (PGA) was formed
in 2000 which was subsequendy changed into People's Liberation Guerrilla
Army (PLGA) after the formation of CPI (N4aoist), with the merger of
CPI (ML) People's \)Var and MCC. Even now, it has not transitioned into a

People's Liberation Army (PLA). Consequently, military tactics have had

to adapt to this realig,. Since it is impossible to adopt Mao's military tactics

exacdy as outlined, the claim that the party has "blindly followed" the

Chinese path is incorrect.

The Debate over India's Mode of Production vis-a-vis Revolutionary
Path

Alongside this military line, several parties have argued that India is
a capitalist country rather thao a semi-colonial, semi-feudal one. Setting
aside the CPI and CPI OD, groups like the SUCI and CLI have asserted

since the formation of the CPI O{L) that India is capitalist, criticizing the

movement for imposing an unsuitable revolutionaty line.

However, we must ask: did these parties make any attempt-along
the lines suggested by Lenin-to build a revolutionary party a working-
class movemerrt, or a peasant movement based on their capitalist analysis?

There is no evidence of such preparations for revolution.

Conversely since the Naxalbari struggle, many ML parties have

argued for tactics that concretely apply to Indian conditions. They
experimented with using elections for revolutionary ends or argued that it
was not yet time for guerrilla struggle. Yet, nofle achieved the successes of
the Maoist party, nor could they expand or mobilize the masses into mass

struggles and people's war to the same degree. Their failure to build strong
mass organizations serves as practical experience-tested on the anvil of
practice-that refutes the correctness of their tactics.

New Challenges and Changing Relations

Now that the movement has suffered severe 5s1f26[s-v/ith many
leaders martyred and others surrendering-the party's line and tactics are

under intense scrutiny. Since Mallojula Venugopal has questioned long-
standing tactics and called for an "Indian path," the argument that continued
commitment to armed struggle is "dogmatism" has gained traction among
some.
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Undoubtedly, India has undergone significant social changes in the

six decades since Naxalbari, driven by two factors:

1. Peasant Armed Struggle: In regions like the Telugu states, Bihar,
andJharkhand, landlordism was shaken, and feudal land relations were
transformed significandy due to anti-feudal peasant struggles.

2. Imperialist and Comprador Interests: Imperialists and the
Comprador Big Bourgeois (CBB) forces and introduced changes in
land relations to suit inyestment needs.

Consequendy, while land remains a crucial issue, it has become harder

to mobilize the oppressed under the simple slogan of "land to the tiller."
Market relations have reached the remotest corners of the country. While
some argue that no qualitative transformation has occurred and the society
remains semi-feudal, let us discuss the revolutionary line from a different
angle.

The Rise of the Comprador Big Bourgeoisie (CBB)

The CBB and landlords constitute the ruling classes in India. It is a
fact that the CBB has tisen to a leading role. In 2001, the People's NTar

Congress tecognized the conttadiction between the CBB and the Indian
people one of the main contradictions. Although this position shifted when
the Maoist party formed in 2004, Venugopal's letter suggests the parry is

again preparing to recognize the CBBt growing leadership role and the

contradiction between it and the masses as one of the main contradicdons.

Even while identifying changes in production relations, the Maoist
party has concluded that a qualitative transformation into capitalist relations

hasn't happened. However, in the coming decades, there will be further
growth of capitalist relations. In some states, the urban population has

already reached4045ok. Even in rural areas, villages are no longer isolated;

transport and communication have expanded enotmously.

In such a changing landscape, what should the revolutionary line
be?

The Relationship between Production Relations and Revolutionary
Strategy

This is precisely where the relationship between the relations of
production and the revolutionaty line needs to be determined creatively.
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Instead, what has been occurring is a mechanical borrowing from the past

experiences of Russia and China. The revolutionary line consists of two

fundamental components: the political line and the military line.

The political line is directly linked to the relations of production.

For example, if capitalist relations have become the decisive relations in a

countfy-even if feudal femnafits persist-then the revolution that must

take place there is a socialist revolution. Even in this case, the role of
specific extra-economic relations in that coulltry (for instance, in India,

relations shaped by the hierarchical caste system or by the relations among

different nationalities) also influences the direction of the revolution.

Broadly speaking, however, it can be said that such a revolution would be

socialist in character.

Even in semi-colonial countries, capitalist relations may grow, and

by taking this into account, there may be speciflc changes regarding the

classes that canbe united. Likewise, in a country where semi-colonial and

semi-feudal lsl2tisns-12ther than capitalist reladens-lsmain decisive, the

revolution can be characterized as a New Democratic Revolution led by

the proletariat leading four class alliance of workers, peasants, petti-

bourgeoisie and national bourgeoisie. Feudal Class, Comprador Big

Bourgeoisie and Imperialism are the ta(gets of the revolution.

The Impact of Imperialist Domination

In our country, discussions on changes in the relations of production

mainly revolve around the transitions taking place in the agricultural sectof.

That focus is inevitable. However, we must also keep in mind the reality

that the economic domination of imperialist monopolies wi-11, under no

circumstances, allow India to break out of semi-colonial relations. This is

a crucial factor in determining the political line.

Regarding the question of the mfitary l-ine, until now it has largely

been discussed only in relation to the relations of production-specifically,
whethet it should take the form of a geflefd.insurrection of a pfotracted

people's war. Based on this assessmeflt, communist parties have determined

their respective lines.

The Distortion of Democtacy in India

However, in a country like ours, even if there are signi{icant changes

in the relations of production and capitalist relations expand considetably,
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it is clear that they will not mirror those in Europe or the United States.

That is to say, democratic rights and padiamentary democrucy of that kind
have no possibility of being established here in the foteseeable future.
Parhamentary democracy has been reduced to the act of casting votes

once every five years. Even regarding that, we are seeing today how the

fascist BJP buys votes and even elected representatives and resorts to Vote

Chori.

W'e are aiso witnessing how all the so called "independent" systems

and institutions-including the judiciary-are shamelessly and openly
prostrating themselves at the feet of the tulers. Even the minimal democratic
rights that previously existed in our countty are being trampled day by day.

"Bulldozer justice" is being implemented, and there is no ofle to question
it. Not only do the police impose illegal repression on movements and

activists, but they also take lives in the name of "encounters," and there is

flo orre to ask questions. In capitalist countries where bourgeois-democratic
revolutions have taken place, such extta-legal repression against their own
citizens generally does not occur. Furthermore, there is not even a mrnimally
"independent" media.

State-Backed Violence and the Limits of Open 'Legal' Struggles

Alongside this direct state violence, private upper-caste violence and
Hindutva violence-v/hich operate with State backing-are Omni-present.
This violence is not restrained by any police force, any law, or any courts.
In Bihar, private armies once ruled with impunity. In many regions, even if
not in the exact form of the prir,ate armies seen in Bihar, landlord and
upper-caste violence functioning with State backing exists on a large scale.

Such phenomefl 
^re 

not seen in bourgeois-democratic countries.

All of this reveals the true nature of the Indian state. Even the

limited possibilities for democratic struggles in our country must be utilized
fully and necessarily, but their limitations must also be cleady understood.
By looking at the repression and dghts violations being imposed today on
all supposedly "non-violerit" and "within-the-1aw" movements, the limits
of such struggles become clear.

\Whether in the national capital or in the capital of Telangana,

authorities are not giving permissions even for small demonstrations.
dharnas, or even hall meetings. Freedom of expression itself is facing severe
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violations. Incidents that constandy remind us that Indian democracy is

flot even a boutgeois democracy of the Western tlT)e are occurring every

day. Therefore, even if we assume that the relations of production in India

have transformed into distorted capitalist relations, what exists here is a

distorted, deformed democracy. Consequently, "legal struggles" are subiect

to severe limitations.

On the other hand, revolutionary mass movements must be built
by fuliy taking into account the changed social, economic, and political

developments. Onlv by correcdy analysing the changed and changing

relations of production and class contradictions, and launching struggles

accordingly, can the masses be mobilized. However, even if relations of
production have changed, armed struggle has not become irrelevant in

our countfy.

Learning from the Experience of the Last Decades

That said, the revolutionary movement can advance a ptotracted

armed struggle only by drawing lessons from the experiences of the past

four decades-especially the last two. It is flecessafy to review where, since

the 1990s, there has been a lack of alignment between the changes taking

place and the tactics being adopted. It is necessary to examine where and

at what point the tactics adopted in the military line went wrong. Likewise,

it is essential to review where mistakes were made in the political tactics

that should have been adopted in accordance with the changes that have

occurred over these three decades. All of this must be done. \Tithout doing

so, there is no possibility of the revolutionary movement emerging from
its crisis. Even so, thinking that abandoning armed struggle is the way to

overcome these shortcomings js incorrect.

Many people argue thaLt a ptotracted war is no longer possible by

pointing to the growth of communication facilities, surveillance, and a

modern army. But they forget that "Orwellian" surveillance is even more

extensive and easier to implement in urban areas. The tactics that need to

be adopted in urban areas and plain non-forest regions must also be

developed creatively. Therefote, whatever actions need to be undertaken

in urban a(eas to build mass movements and the revolutionary movement

must also be carried out within the framework of a protracted people's

war.
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Breaking the Mechanical Linkage

This also means that the mechanical relationship-the idea that
capitalist relations automatically impiy general insurrection, and semi-feudal,

semi-colonial relations automatically imply a protracted people's war path-
must be abandoned. That is not a stone inscription. If we abandon this
mechanical linkage, even those who believe that the protracted people's

war path is the correct one will be able to look at the relations developing
in society more objectively and openly. 'W'e can shed the "fear" that
recognizing capitalist relations necessarily means abandoning the line of
protracted people's war.

On the other hand, those who argue that protracted people's war
must be abandoned because capitalist relations have been established must
also abandon their mechanical view. They must stop believing that, because

it is a capitalist society, one should confine oneself to open mass struggles,

use elections, and prepare for a general insurrection (while theoretically
accepting an underground party yet failing for decades to take even a single

step in that direction).

The Revolutionary Path for India

Under Indiat present specific 6sndidsn5- old feudal relations have

ceased to edst in their eadier form, and distorted capitalist relations are

developing (due to people's struggles and to the extent permitted by
imperialists in pursuit of their interests) and will certainly expand further
in that direction in the coming decades.

However, along with the relations of production, one must also

take into account the authoritarian nature of the State, the actua.l manner
in which the distorted "bourgeois democracy" is being implemented, and

the possibilities for the survival of a people's army and the continuation
of a people's war due to the geographical and social conditions that are

conducive to protracted people's war. Both the political line and the military
line- in short, the tevolutionary line-6ust be determined after taking
all these factors into consideration. In India, that can be nothing other
than the line of protracted people's war, making concrete changes thatare
suitatile to the Indian conditions.

The Challenge of Mobilizing the Basic Classes

The Maoist party has never believed that the revolutionary movement
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should be confined only to the forests. This is clear to anyone who has

read the party's documents. Alongside protracted armed struggle in India,

the movement has always maintained the consciousness of organizing
millions of workers to build a stroflg revolutionary working-class
movement. It has aimed to mobilize landless agricultural labourers and

poor peasants in the plains under the slogan "land to the tiller," and to

build movements around broader peasant issues.

Flowevet, it is a fact that the patty has been unable to tesolve the

problems that have 21i5sn-2nd continue 1e 21iss-in translating this into
practice. For two decades, it has been unable to break through this impasse.

Except amoflg the Adivasi people, it has not been able to overcome the

difficulties in building mass movemerits amoflg the basic sections of the

populatron. It is necessary to review whether this is related to specific

tactics and tasks adopted under the prottacted path. That work must be

done. But abandoning armed struggle in the name of a "temporaty
withdrawal," especially at the initiative of only a few leaders, is incotrect.

Preserving Forces vs. Preserving the Revolution

Even defeated struggles can continue to inspire future generations,

but struggles that permanently comptomise and capitulate plunge the

people into despair. If one thinks only of preserving fighting forces from

a purely hum anitarian angle, that approach ultimately harms the revolution
and thereby ultimately the interests of the toiling masses. Furthermore, if
those same forces imagine they cafl move forward by adhering to democralic

methods and building struggles from the ground up, they would be failing
to understand the natute of the Indian State entirely-and would once

againbe plungtng the people into illusions about the existing system.

Summing up the above discussion, a few conclusions can be drawn:

* 'We must move away from the mechanical linkage that dictates: if a

country has capitalist relations, a general insurrection is the only
path; if it has semi-colonial, semi-feudal relations, then the line of
protracted people's war is the only path.

x Protracted people's war should not be equated mechanically with
the Chinese path. Keeping in mind a country's specific conditions,

the changes taking place in the relations of production, and the

strength of the modern state, suitable modifications must be made

to this line.
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\X4rether on the grounds that mistakes need correction or out of a

humanitarian concern to preserve forces, abandoning armed struggle

at the present juncture is incorrect. Especially while fascist forces

are in power, such a step would strengthefl those forces and cause

the people to lose hope in revolutionary struggle. Claiming the

struggle can be carried out "democraically" reflects a complete

misreading of the lndian state.

Given the impoftance of the workefs' movement, urban movemefits,

and the peasant movement in our country, political and military
tactics must be developed to integrate these sectors effectively.

In light of five decades of experience, appropriate tactics suited to
Indian conditions must be evolved by learning from mistakes within
the revolutionary line itself. This applies to both military and political
shortcomings.

Even if capitalist relations expand in India, they will remain highly

constrained and distorted. The authoritarian, fascist nature of the

state, the severe limits on open, legal forms of "democratic" struggle,

the erosion of minimal tights, and the existence of vast rural regions

all indicate that a protracted people's war-reshaped to suit Indian
conditions-is the only revolutionary path for this country.
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Not An Internal Problem of Maoists

N. Venugopal

From the days of the Naxalbari uprising, for more than five and a

half decades, with periodic creative additions and changes, remaining
committed to that path in different forms, exerting a wide influence on

Telugu society as People's War from 1980 to 2004, and over the last twenty

years existing under the name Communist Party of India (X4aoist), the

revolutionary movement's organisational structure has seen its situation

turn upside down within a single month. Described two decades ago by

the Prime Minister of the country as the gravest internal security threat,

having expanded its organisational presence to more than twenty states,

having achieved many poiitical and military successes, and having exercised

an immense influence for five and ahalf decades on Indian social life as a

whole, and on Telugu social, poJitical, and cultural life in particular, this

revolutionary movement has now reached the complex question of what
its future will be. From a historical and philosophical perspective, one can

express optimism that as long as class society exists, as long as class

struggle-direct or indirect-continues, as long as people suffer problems
in their daily lives, and as long as people have aspirations for a better life,

such organisations and struggles may experience ups and downs but cannot
be completely wiped out. Even so, in the present moment, a ptactically
helpless and despairing predicament has taken shape in reality.

In truth, this helpless and despairing situation did not begin suddenly

iust now. The Salwa Judum of twenty years ago and Operation Green
Hunt of fifteen years ago tried and failed to bring about precisely such an

outcome. After that, once the Sangh Parivar government came to power, a
more systematic, coordinated, and perhaps more decisively planned

^r.rul1-possibly 
with even greater assistance from Israel's Mossad-v/as

launched. The attacks carried out under various names such as Operation
Samadhan, Operation Prahar, and Operation Anaconda functioned like a
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kind of dress rehearsal. Thereafter, Operation I{agar began, and for the

past two years the revolutionary movement has been taking successive

blows. Manyleaders have been killed at the hands of state forces. Numerous

Adivasis who were not part of armed formations were also killed by the

security forces. Adivasis were intimidated. Camps were set up deep inside

forests, and with thousands of security personnel the forests were combed

thoroughly. Adivasi villages were plunged into fear in an attempt to deprive

revolutionaries of shelter. Using the most advanced technology,
unprecedented methods were employed to track down the whereabouts

of revolutionaries. Attempts were made to turn Adivasis, and even some

among the revolutionaries, into covert informers. The totality of these

multiple attacks is what constitutes Operation I{agar. Declaring this to be

the final war, the Sangh Parivar announced that it would cteate a Maoist-

free India by March 31,2026.

As the kilJing of revolutionaries and Adivasis continued on such a

massive scale, and as people recognised that this $/ar was being waged with
the strategy of handing over the mineral wealth of central Indian forests

to corporates, strong opposition to Operation Kagar began to emerge in

wider society. There was a surge in demands to stoP Operation I(agar and

to hold talks with the tevolutionary movement. Since this opposition and

these demands arose not only from sympathisers of the revolutionary
movement but also from all opposition political parties, from civil society

activists who generally do not agree with revolutionaries, and from people's

organisations, the ruling classes sJightly altered their tactics. W{hile somewhat

reducing the massacres of Adivasis, they began intimidating them and

showcasing surrendets, while at the same dme launching everi more intense

security force attacks directly against armed revolutionary activists. They
formulated a new strategy combining military and psychological warfare,

recognising that it was necessary to inflict psychological damage even more

than militaty damage on the revolutionary movement. On one side, massive

troop deployments and successive attacks continued; on the other, effotts
began to undermine public confidence in the revolutionary movement, to

sow seeds of doubt about it, and to spread confusion, despair, and

despondency. Perhaps these developments are an illustration of thq deep

state's strategy against the Indian revolutionary movement.

As it became clear that the revolutionary movement was being

battered by successive attacks and was in a weakened condition, a counter-
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curreflt emerged in media: its role was belittled, mocked, blamed, and

subjected to sarcastic and often meaningless commentafy. Various criticisms

were launched claiming that the revolutionary leadership and its
sympathisers lacked urlderstanding of social conditiofls, or that whatever

understandiflg they had was insufficient. Some of these criticisms may

have relevance and can be discussed seriously, but the context in which

they emerged and the cheap manner of their expression are particulady

noteworthy. Those who had so far refrained from voicing criticism because

of the revolutionary movement's influence; those who believed in the theory

of class collaboration under the influence of padiamentary communist

parties and in Khrushchev's theory of "peaceful transition"; those who

oflce were with the revolutionary movement but abandoned its practice,

ideology, and values; those who know nothin gat ail, about the revolutionary

movement; those who know nothing yet believe they know everything;

those who were once revolutionary activists or leaders, later surrendered

to the state, and now live their own lives but are eager to throw storles at

the revolutionary movement whenever they get the chance; those who,

out of blind hatred for Maoists, demean their own intellectual standing

through absurd commentary; those who for twenty or thirty years have

carried poison in theit minds against the revolutiorlary movement and

now feel they have found afl opportunity to spew it; and Sangh Partvat

activists who boast that Marxism and revolution are useless to this country

and that only the Sanatana Manusmriti is India's suhuls-all these varied

groups ioined this chorus. It is astonishing how many mouths opened in
such a short time to hurl stones at the revolutionary movement. One might

recognise that about ten percent of these constitute critiques that deserve

discussion, but ninety percent is mere meaningless verbosity and hatred'

Moreover, ninety out of a hundred of these people have never uttered

even a single word condemning the statet atrocities or constitutional

violations.

In this context, individuals occupying the tughest positions within
the revolutionary movement itself declared that the revolutionary path
'was wrong, that because of this the movement could not progress and

suffered losses, that present conditions do not favour armed struggle or

the path of protracted people's war, and therefore that laying down arms

and engaging in legal struggles among the people is the correct course.

They announced their surrender before chief ministers and police officials
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in Maharashtra, Chhattisgarh, and Telangana, and handed over their

\r/eapons. In this process, some also said that revolutionary consciousness

had not left them, and that they would enter public life and fight over

people's issues. NThether these words will turn out to be true or not will be

decided by the future.

These three kinds of combined attacks have to some extent stunned

the revolutionary camp. On one side, people's everyday problems are

increasing, ruling-class brutality is intensifying, and the need for struggle

and revolution among the people is growing; on the other side, there is a

situation whete no form of struggle seems possible, where those who

were long-time leaders of struggle themselves sutrender to the state saying

"this is not the time for struggle"; on yet another side, the very idea of
struggle, and Marxism as the science of struggle, is being denounced; and

on another side, fascist reptession by the Hindu Brahmanical state is

intensifying. Caught in this vicious cycle, the people are trapped.

In this entire situation, questions about who said what, who

surrendered, and who intends to continue the struggle are not of primary

importance. $flhat mattefs is whether this overall situation benefits or harms

society, people's aspirations, people's struggles, and the future. What matters

is whether this situation strengthens the ruling classes or the oppressed

classes in the ongoing class struggle. Even if one accepts for the sake of
argument the claim that stopping the struggle at Present is an unavoidable

conclusion, what is the plan to take up the struggle again tomorrow? What

is the method? How will the people's trust, betrayed today, be restored

tomorrow? S7ith what confidence will people who have lost faith today

return to the path of struggle tomorrow? Or will this temporarywithdrawal

turn into a permaneflt withdrawal, forcing people to reconcile themselves

to their fate andlive unbearable lives? Or will people, instead of organising

collectivelyi engage in scattered, ad hoc struggles in small, individual groups

as best as they can? Ultimately, will the class system and class exploitation

remain intact, with society continuing in an unequal, exploitative, and

oppressive state, sustained only by small reforms, patchwork solutions,

and makeshift fixes? Many such questions arise.

In this process, many harsh, mocking, and sarcastic comments were

directed at the revolutionary movement, its sympathisers, and those who,

through historical study, assert that the continuation of class struggle in
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society is a law of history. Those who expressed the philosophical and

historical conviction that armed struggle is the highest and inevitable form
of class struggle were branded as people who want struggles-and deaths-
to corltinue. Vulgar remarks were made: "Do you want them to die? Will
you carry corpses in processions if they die? lf you are so enamoured of
weapons, why don't you go and fight yourselves?"

If one states the historical truth that struggle will continue, and the

social reality that struggle is necessary given the current state of our sociery
one receives bizarce replies such as "Then do you want people to die?" or
"You go and do it yourself." Sfhat is surprising is that these replies come
not from ordinary people but from highly educated intellectuals who
constantly preach and present themselves as Marxists.

The false meaning that struggle equals death has been imposed by
the rulers. Rulers who desire a cemetery-like peace devoid of struggle say-
and implemsnl-1hs idea that if people struggle, they will be killed, that
death is the answer to struggle. Do these intellectuals also share the same

outlook? Instead of confronting the state and asking, "Struggle is human
nature; when there are problems, there will be struggles-v/hy do you kill
people for struggling?", these intellectuals advise the oppressed, "Struggle
means death, so give up struggling." Not stopping there, they mock those

who stand with struggle, history, and the fulfilment of people's aspirarions

by saying, "Then you go." This is an empty, cheap argument-like saying
"If this food is not good, then 1,ou cook it," or "lf this writing is not good,
then you do it yourself." ln society, struggle finds expression in many forms.
Based on their capacities, inclinations, preparedness, and many such factors,
individuals choose different forms of struggle. No form of expression

should be answered with killing. Yet the state refuses to tolerate certain
forms of expression and uses killing as its response. That said, it is not as

if killing is not used against other forms of expression 25 v/sll-ghe state

has killed hundreds of people who were not engaged in armed action.

I{nowing all these realities, these intellectuals-who have never raised

everr a single question against the state or its atrocities-reserve their
harshest words only for those who question the state and struggle against
it.

Ceasing armed struggle, laying down arms, and waging legal struggles

over people's issues are not, in themselves, things that must necessarily be
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reiected. Although armed struggle is an inevitable, impJicit, and undedying

component of class struggle, depending on spatial and temporal conditions,
it may or may not take an explicit form. Even when it exists in explicit
form, circumstances may necessitate its suspension.

In any such situation, weapons should not become the central issue.

The necessity of taking up arms, the consciousness behind it, and the

person who takes up arms are what matter. In the entire discussion on

disarmament today, there is no mention at all of necessity, consciousness,

or the human being. There may be differing opinions on whethet the

necessity to take up arms exists or not, but one must ansu/ef the question

of whether systemic change can occur without force. In conditions where

even relinquishing a small amount of power or property does not happen

voluntarily or peacefully, is it not naive to believe that a complete
transformation of the system can occur without arms?

Therefore, the question is not whether one or rwo individuals, ot
two or three hundred people, have laid down arms, sulrendered to the

state, or withdrawn from struggle. The real question is: what message do

they seek to convey about systemic change as a whole? What are they

saying about history and about the people?

Some ask whether their actions flegate the great victories they

achieved in the past, the sacrifices they made, and their history. History is

imparaaT. It will certainly record victories and failures, sacrifices and

selfishness, exactly as they are. Today, someone in a fit of passion may

erase all positive aspects and highlight only the negative 6ns5-1h21 rn2y

be their hastc or temporary agitation. But at the same time, one must

recognise this: is it not a betrayal of the vety history they built, when those

with such a glorious history of sacrifice fail to adhere even minimally to
the methods, values, and discipline learned from that history, and place at

the feet of the s621s-alrnest as if it were their personal property-both
the physical and intellectual arsenal built with the sacrifices and heroic
courage of thousands of martyrs?

Some believe that they acted out of grief over fallen comrades,

with the noble intention of preverlting further loss of life, to save their
comrades'lives even at the cost of their own reputation; that they genuinely

had ideological differences; that what they did was "for advancing the
revolutionary movement"; and that they will henceforth fight legal, open
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struggles over people's issues. How unteasonable this belief is can be shown

through historical examples-or the future itself will provide the answer.

This sequence of news, arguments, and counterarguments has also

led to many undesirable developments: mutual accusations, abusive

language, mockery, sarcasm, sweepinggeneralisations, distortions of historl',

and self-glorification coupled with denigration of others. Therefore, what
exactly has happened, how it should be viewed in a historical sequence of
developments, and, amidst today's dusty whidwinds of confusion, what
ground must ultimately remain-all this must be discussed ruthlessly and

without succumbing to emotion. But discussion does not meafl unrestrained

verbosity. Any discussion must rest on certai.n minimum historical,

ideological, and rational foundations.

In the discussion that must take place today, people, people's

problems, people's aspirations, and people's interests must be the first
foundation. Anyone may hold any opinion about a struggle or the path it
should take. But the fundamental discussion must be whether people in

the present society have problems or not, and whether struggles are

flecessary to resolve those problems. If ofle accepts that struggle is

necessary, then the question is whether there is a basic acceptance that

such struggle is for protecting people's interests and fulfilling their
aspirations. There is also a middle class that believes, "People have no

problems at all. Even if problems exist, people are flot ready for struggles.

The present time is not a time for struggle." There are also those ruho

believe, especially regarding the revolutionary movement, that "it is not a

people's struggle at all." Such people too are now enthusiastically expressing

their opinions and making comments, speaking as if Adivasis are not people,

and as if working among Adivasis is not workiflg among the people.

As a continuation of the discussion about the people, if the

discussion is about the revolutionary movement, then class struggle and

the diverse, varied expressions of class struggle must form the second

foundation. If one accepts that this is a class society, one must also recognise

that in a class society the ruling classes can never resolve the problems of
the ruled, and rn fact continually create flew problems. \Xhether ol1e accepts

it or not, class struggle takes place daily in a class society, manifesting itself
in myriad direct and indirect forms. Organisations arise to conduct class

struggle more sharply, scientifically, and with fewer losses. Systemic
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change-that is, the transfer of state power from one class to 2ns1hs1-ig
neither easy nor peaceful. History teaches that such attempts at systemic

change are inevitably armed. At a particular iuncture, changes in the balance

of class forces may create obstacles to sustained armed struggle by the

oppressed classes. That does not constitute ptoof that armed struggle has

failed in practice, nor does it alter the law of history.

Recognising the present crisis of the revolutioflary movement as

one turn, one milestone, in a historical sequence of developments,
discussion must proceed with the progressive movement of history as

another foundation. No matter how intense the discussion, it must take

place on these foundations. Debate must be confined to historical, poJitical,

philosophical, and ideological issues; gratuitous vetbal excess and character

assassination of opponents, from any side, are not acceptable.

This discussion will inevitably also involve issues related to
organisational structure, institutional functioning, and principles of
discipline. It is best to leave these to the participants of those structures
and organisations. For those who are not participants to raise such issues

is a futile exercise.

Overall, despite how many false arguments and distortions arise,

how much upfoaf erupts, and how much scum accumulates on the surface

of this flow, these developments have demonstrated the dynamism of our
society. They have shown how much importance Maoist revolutionaries'
arguments, struggles, and even their withdrawal from struggle carry in our
society. They have shown how many people 

^re 
eager to talk about them,

criticise them, and throw stones at them.

However, this is not merely an internal problem of Maoist
revolutionaries. It is, in its entirety, a problem of oppressed people's

movemerrts. It is our social problem. It is a problem of Indian history. All
these years, they have fought as a solution to social problems, as people

who sought genuine systemic transformation io this society, and as those
prepared to give even their lives to achieve that transformation. Some among

them may have withdrawn from the struggle; some may continue; it may

be that no one remains to continue it. But these developments have shown
that middle-class intellectu2l5-dress who consider themselves thinkers
and display their bravado on free platforms called social msdi2-21e 1s1dfisd

that any concern for the people, people's problems, and genuine struggles

to resolve those problems might disturb their own comfort.
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These developments will not resolve people's problems. People's

struggles will not stop. If not one person, then another will continue those

struggles. But when another wave of people's struggles arises, when class

struggle sharpens once again, and when before every individual the question

s62nd5-1[is side or that, the oppressors' side or the oppressed's side-
these developments have served as a dress rehearsal, showing where these

middle-class intellectuals are likely to stand. ln that sense too, this is not an

internal problem of Maoist revolutionaries. It is a people's problem. A
social problem. A problem of class struggle. A problem of history.

(A translation from the Telugu original published in Veekshanam,

monthly journal of society and political economy, November 2025)
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Once Again on the Relations of Production

N. Venugopal

Arguments have reappeared in recent times claiming it is wrong to
call the relations of procluction in India semi-feudal, semi-colonial; thcy
say the mode of production in Inclia has become capitalist. Those u,ho

have been raising doubts about the 5S-year-long Naxalbari revolutionary
line and even proposing that the line be abandoned are once again raising
this argument. Naxalbari line defined our society as semi-feuclal, scmi-

colonial and asserted that what must take place here is a Nerru,Democratic

Revolution, and the same objections have been raised against the line
again and again over decades. Similar arguments are again heard now,

especialll, after cettain senior Maoist leaders 
- 

who had been firmly
committed to that linc and its practices for decades 

- 
thsm5sh,es began

to criticise it recendy, the need for and the urgency of this discussion have

further increased.

Even before the start of Naxalbari this debate existecl at theoretical
and academic level amorrg social scientists and social actir.ists (especially

wrthin communist parties); after Naxalbari it expanded to the level of
practice and became a political question. Forces that intended to critique
and rewrite the Naxalbari's characterisation arose almost from rvithin the

Naxalite movement itself, notably since the collapse and death of Charu
Mazumdar. Some parties, groups and individuals that emerged this wav

began to atgue that the characterisation should be changed because the

country had entered capitalist relations of production. A political debate

also arose claiming that, since the character of society has changed, the
line of struggle that was required here should be differenq some parties

revised the basic Naxalbari Iine and continued their practice. \fhile accepting

that some formulations and slogans of the Naxalbari line needed revision
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and review, some parties nonetheless proceeded while maintaining the basic

Naxalbari line.

Among revolutionary movement structures that continued the basic

Naxalbari line 
- 

while conducting self-criticism, reviewing old methods,

and making many changes and additions 
- 

the Communist Party of India

(N{aoist) became the principal one. Now, some who were in the top

leadership said they had been conducting internal discussion about the

line for some years; now, since conditions are not conducive to armed

struggle, they came out openly, announced a temporary suspension of
armed struggle, and declared that the path is to struggle peacefully and

legally among the "people." In the same process they also said that many

changes have occurred in the countfy's relations of production and that

there is a need to change the line accordingly. In this coufse of debate

some have publicly and plainly abandoned the semi-feuda| semi-colonial

formulation and stated that a capitalist mode has arrived. Even where this

has not been said explicitly, the suggestion has been made. In this

background the debate on relations of production has become more

necessafy.

However, this is not just a debate ofl relations of production; it is

also a political debate. The actual crisis that has arisen in the Maoist

movement or in its organisational stfuctufe must also be taken into account

here. Over the past five decades the Naxalite movemellt in the country has

faced many crises. It changed into many streams. Some streams ovefcame

crises and stood firm; others became weak or disappeared.

The present crisis pertains to a structure called CPI (X{aoist), so it
should be compared with eadier crises in its history. In its overall fifty-six

year history (though under different names 
- 

CPI(ML) (1.969-14),

CPI(A4L) COC (1.974-77), CPI(ML) Andhta Pradesh State Committee

(1977-80), CPI([{L) (Peoples War) (1980-2004),and CPI (Maoist) (2004-

) there have been some sevefi or eight crises and losses, large and small.

The structufe expefienced theoretical debates, controvefsies, terrible

fepfession, fake encounter killings of many popular fighters including senior

leaders, loss of leaders and cadres, mass desertions and suffeflders from

central committee level down to cadre levels, betayals and many other

problems. The state and the media tepeatedly issued death ceftificates sayrng
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the movement had been wiped out. The movement itself sometimes
withdrew from certain combat areas because of repression or other
considerations. Despite many difficulties, the moyement and its structures
advanced by overcoming them. So even looking at just this one structure,
the revolutionary movement in India has had heights and troughs, peaks
and faiiures, misunderstandings and corrections. Like many revolutionary
movements in the u/orld, the Indian revolutionar\r movement also
experienced a number of cdses.

Yet the present crisis is not the same as those eadier ones, nor readily
comparable to them. We must recognise the particularities of this crisis.
As in the past, s()me leaders and cadres have left the movement and gone
over to ordinary life. But here differences must be noticed. In the past
people left due to health, family, mental or theoretical differences; later,
consiclcrin.q the issues that would follow, some declared themselves
rcconcilccl t() the state, and at those press conferences held by police 

-s()lttctinlcs under pressure, sometimes voluntarily 
- 

they spoke against
tlrc movement. Whether they arrived with arms or surrendered them was
n()t the main issue. After coming out some joined political parties, some
setded in professions, business or employment. Many lived committed to
the values they learned in the movement. A small number became anti-
revolutionaries, state agents, or forces hostile to collective struggles.

Now those who left the movement and the structure have had an
experience different from past history. This deserves special attention. They
have themselves struck at the personalities they had buitt up for decadcs;
they have expressed oppositional, guilty, hateful feelings towards the
revolution they themselves constructed. They tried to destroy the
revolutionary structure and refute its necessityr They have every right, as

individuals, to wipe out or wipe away the trust people gave them for so

long. But to attempt to terminate the trust people had reposed in the path
they pursued, to betray confidence, to start making unprecedented
formulations and declarations such as "\J7e have moved away from the
people," "No$r we leave the line and will work among the people peacefully''

- 
this is not merely self-destruction of their own history but also an

attempt to spread disbelief about social history, about the history of class

struggle, and about the wonderful history of popular struggle people have
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long built on this land. Anyone can leave a movement of a stfucture and

criticise it. But it is not right to diminish fespect for historical understanding

and basic scientific-theofetical ideas, to create disbelief, to belittle the

flecessity of revolution, to deride the value of revolutionary historv and

those who affirm revolutionary tradition'

Although the current leaders do not use exact u/ords, they speak in

the same spirit as Nikita I(hrushchev who, at the 20th Consress of the

Communist Parq, <>f the Soviet Union in 1956, suggested class struggle

was no longer flecessafy and as Francis Fukuyama who spoke of End of
History after the fall of Soviet union and East Europe. Sayng "the people

are not ready for struggle," "conditions for struggle do not s1i51" 
- 

in 2

way they talk as if people 
^re 

rc dy to bear the status quo, believing in

karma-like fatalism and denying human agency and collective action in

social transformation. Even if such a phenomenon appeafs, analysing its

essefrce is the responsibility of progressives, Marxists and revolutionaries.

Failing to do so, and acting entirely contfa to that responsibiliq,, is called

countef-fevolutionarv in political paflance. The basis chosen by those who

proclaimed these counter-revolutionary ideas was, to date, that the line

followed by the fevolutionafy movement was wrong. They brought the

debate back to fundamental'relations of production and the question of

defining social character by saying that production relations have changed

and, without understanding them, fighting with old methods is useless. In

that background it is necessaty to examine the main afguments in the

ongoing debate on relations of production.

2

Class struggle is the driving force of socieryi historical materialism

teaches that sociai tfansfolmation has occurred and occurs through the

process of class struggle. Recognising that social transformations do not

take place randomly, haphazardly, or unpredictably but follow laws of
historical development 

- 
that is the gfeat achievemeflt of Marx and Engels

as social scientists. Communists, acting as leaders, must fecognise these

laws of motion and conduct class stfuggle in order to achieve social

tfansfofmation. Hence it is the fesponsibility of Marxists to cleady, precisely

and specifically determine questions such as 'lX/hat is the present condition

of society?", "\Xrhere can it move from here?", and "How should that
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course be guided?" 
- 

and in this process to identifl, the current social

relations and the production relations that undedie them; if these are

changed so as to resolve propedy the contradictions between productive
forces and relations of production, the inevitable social transformadon
becomes possible.

This recognition is not merely theoretical; it is also practical. In fact
theory and practice proceed together, each tugging and refining the other.
If the current telations of production in Indian society are feudal based,

that means the society is in the stage of bourgeois-democratic revolution.
If these relations are capitalist, then the society is in the stage of socialist

revolution. But in thc twcnticth century many changes occurred in the

transformations pr()p()sed by traditional Marxist historical materialism from
feudal to capitalist rclations.

Primarill,, thc carliest form r>f capitalist development behaved

progrcssir"cly 
- 

ltccause the very need of capitalist iflvestment to free

l:rlror.rr-1rorvcr from bonds required it 
- 

and thus acted against feudalism.

It :rbolislrcrl r.nonarchy and landlordism. But over time that progressive,

rrrrti fluda[ nature gradually vanished. From mercantile capttal to industrial
capital to colonialism ancl on to finance capital and imperialism, the character

of capital itself changed. Sfhen it reached the phase of colonialism, capital

began not to attack and overthrow the old, backward feudal relations but
to use them for its own purposes, to provide itself social base within such

coufltries, to collude and breed compradors. To restrain the growth of
indigenous capitalists in colonies, who might as independent capital enter
into competition with the imperialist capital, the latter scuttled its growth.
The old free competition turned into monopoly. Development of capital
in colonies was redirected into comprador paths. Thus, by the eady decades

of the twentieth century, the opportunity for capitalist relations to fully
establish and for feudal relations to be overthrown in colonies vanished.
Capital entered, but its character and direction were different. The task of
overthrowing feudalism under the leadership of bourgeoisie had been left
unfulfilled.

These societies and countries, in their stride from feudal to capitalist
stages, were stopped midway by historical processes 

- 
colonialism, finance

capital, imperialism. Capital entered here and thete, so the societies were
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neithef left in old feudalism nor evolved into full capitalist relations. This

intermediate stage is called the semi-feudal stage.

Until the Second N7odd War many countries in Latin America, Aflca
and Asia were colonies of some or other European country or of the US

or Japan. After the Second !florld \War, particularly with Bretton NToods

affangements and the establishment of international financial and monetary

institutions to continue economic dominance, imperialist countries felt

they no longer needed ditcct mil-itary-political presence in colonies and

began to decolonise; yet these old colonies cofltiflued as markets for raw

matefials, industrial products and investment fof imperialist countries

through the support of international financial institutions and multinational

corporations. Thus they are called semi-colonies. Some Marxist political

economists, mainly in African and Latin American contexts, called this

condition "neo-coloniatsm".

It would be better if popular peddJing questions like "feudalism

means a hundred acres, semi-feudaLism means half of it - fifty acres" did

not intrude into theoretical debate. Setting aside such facile contentions,

there are matters for serious discussion for those who genuinely ask: Haven't

the relations of production really changed in the country? Are the visible

changes to be interpreted in what way?

Lenin, akeady in the early decades of the twentieth century,

recognised that where the bourgeoisie renounced the revolutionary tasks

of a democratic revolution, those tasks must be carried out b,v the

proletarian leadership with peasant suPPort. These seeds of thought

appeared in rudimentary form in his 1905'Two Tactics of Social

Democracy'and matured by his 1920 'Thesis on the National and Colonial

Questions'. In colonies the local bourgeoisie had reconciled with
impetialism and become comprador; thus bourgeois democratic revolution

would be a misnomer there, Lenin argued. The tasks which a bourgeois

democratic revolution must accomplish would be carried out by

revolutionary forces under proletarian leadership supported by the

peasafltry. Defining imperialism as the highest stage of capitalist

development, and asserting that the flnance capitd,era transforms capitalism

into a degenerate, moribund form that will reconcile with pre-capitalist

forms and thus lose its progressive character, Lenin argued that the
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bourgcois-tlcn)()cratic revolutions achieved by the bourgeoisie historically
werc cnclctl by the ascendancy of finance capitd..In this background the

tasks of ar-rti-feudalism remain. The old bourgeois democratic revolution
is nr> Ionger adequate; instead a New Democratic Revolution under
proletarian leadership is required. Mao Zedons and others put this idea

into practice and developed it; by 1.942 Mao had comprehensively
formulated the New Democratic Revolution.

Although the New Democratic Revolution concept developed in
the Chinese reyolutionary process, calling it simply "the Chinese road"
would be a half-truth. No two societies are identical. The society that gave

rise to the New Democratic Revolution in pre-revolutionary China and

present-day India are different in many respects; there are also some
resemblances. Thc principal resemblance is that democratic revolutionary
tasks were n()t c()mpleted. Since a democratic revolution did not occur in
Inclia, thosc tlcmocratic tasks were not achieved in even minimal terms;
thcrcf<rrc thc nccd f<rr a New Democratic Revolution exists.

3

The instant one says "New Democratic Revolution" it should not
be assumed that the semi-colonial, semi-feudal system Mao defined in China

neady ninety years ago exists in exactly the same form in another society
requiring a New Democratic Revolution. Nor should one assume that the
semi-feudal, semi-colonial system defined by Naxalbari six decades ago

exists today in precisely that form. No society remains static in that way; ir
is in continual motion. Numerous changes and modifications occur and
have occurred.

However, how production relations and changes within them are to
be seen and studied is a scientific and political debate rooted in history,
political-economic developments, and social movement.

Before moving further in this debate, a cruciaT clarification is
necessary. We must take into account a mistake committed by most
intellectuals who have discussed mode of production for many decades

in Telugu and other languages. Customarily everyone says simply "relations
of production." But Marx never used "relations of production" in isolation;
he always said "social relations of production." In the materialist conception
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of histor1,, production necessarily occupies a foundational place in society;

hence the word "production" must be pfesent. But production is not merelv

an economic indicator. It refers to an understanding of the relationships

embedded within the socio-economic structure. Those who participated

in the dcbate on the mode of production remor..ed the qualifier "social"

from it, reduced it to "relations of production," and transformed it into
something that appeared to be purell, econornic. Not stopping there, they

further narrowed the phrase "relations of production" to mere means of
production and numerical indicatc-rrs, r,irtually abandoning the idea of social

relations altogether. In a sense, they ended up validating the critics' charge

of economic determinism. In realiq,, in a society like India, where caste-

based feudalism exists, it is impossible 
- 

and irration2l 
- 

1e separate

production from the social dimension and view it in isolation.

Some intellectuals believed, and continue to believe, that relations

of production are only those related to "production", coflfined to the

economic sphere, and that too only those that can be expressed in numbers.

Hov- much land must one possess to be called a landlord; to what extent

does one depend on the market for agricultural inputs and for the sale of
ptoduce; how manv seeds, fertilizers, pesticides, tractors, pump sets,

electricity connections, combines, harvesters, threshers are used; how much

bank credit is taken; how much of the harr.ested ctop is sold in the matket

and hov'much is used for self-consumption; hov'many commodities are

purchased, and which commodities are purchased 
- 

all these are numbers.

Human beings are absent; relationships between people are absent. The
fundamental Marxist understanding that "a commodity is not merely a

material object but a relation between peoplc" seems to have gone astray

somewhere.

Certainly, all these aspects must be taken into account. All these are

means of production. They contribute to production and thereby to social

rciations. H<-rwever, thc mere expansic,n and proliferation of means of
production does not by itself c<>nstitute capitalism. Commodiry production
is only an indicator of capitalist relations; to declate something capitalist

simply because commodities are visible is a superficial assessmeflt. For

that matter, a factoty or vzrehouse filled with commodities may contain

no human beings at all. That alone does not make it capitalist.
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( lrrlr lrr' , rrrrrrinins the people who produce those commodities,

tltc. t ll;rttnn\ ,rn l(,ng llrosc people, the ownets of the means used to produce

thnrl r ,nlnl( )(lrtics, thc relations between those owners and the workers,

tltt'tot;rltt1 ,,l socirtl relations builtupon that foundation, and the changes

rrrlrl .lvrr,urrt,'s u,ithin those relations, cafl one determine whether these are

('rrIrlI rrIrsI lt l:rt iot'ts or Pre-capitalist relations.

I lrrvcn't the relations of production changed in India? If innumerable

clrrrrruts lre visible before our eyes, no one can deny that changes have

irrtlcctl taken place. Certainly changes have occurred. But to call every change

an rrrlvance of capitalist relations without analysing the natute, character

ancl clirection of those changes is wrong. The main changes in relations of
procluction are essentially qualitative. We have so far no measures to count

qualitative aspects; we have measures only for quantity. Therefore
researchers, to describe changes in relations of production, report
alterations in means of production available to measure statistically Some

attempt to study changes in productive forces too, but measuririg everything

that makes up productive forces 
- 

meafls, technologi'; workers, their

consciousnes5 
- 

ls nel psssible. Compared to dre attempts made to identify

and measure some basic foundational changes, there has been practically

no attempt to explain whether changes in superstructure have actually

occurred. Moreover, social relations 
- 

and in India the most important

caste prominence 
- 

receivc very little attention in debates on relations of
production.

Extreme changes are occurring in means of production 
- 

flo one

denies that. Changes in technology part of productive forces, are also

proceeding at an astonishing speed. But the key aspect that must be

inr.,estigated is what changes are occurring in the working class 
- 

in workers'

working conditions, in workers' consciousness, in reiations between owners

of means of productic>n and workers. That investigation is not taking place.

Als<;, tr> study superstructural changes we lack techniques other than

repeating cxpcriences, annecdotes and examples 
- 

comparing a point in

the past with a point in the ptesent; we lack more rigcrrous methods of
study 2nfl analysis.
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Even though changes seem massive, and even though ready-made

lists of changes exist, the attempt to analyse what the nature, direction and

consequences of these changes are is very limited. Most discussion stops

at describing the forms of change and illustrating experiences about them;

it does not get to analysing their essence. If such analysis were done, it
would certainly show that the changes underway are not necessarily

advancing capitalist relations but rather strengthening old traditronal, feudal

and hierarchical relations.

5

The discussion on changes in relations of production must
comprehensively take into account the changes taking place in all three

basic economic spheres 
- 

agriculture, industry, and services 
- 

as well as

in the superstructural elements, and only on the basis of the nature of
those changes can one determine whether the social character itself is

changing.

However, a large part of the discussion remains confined to
demonstrating that capitalist relations of production have entered and

expanded in agriculture. Developments in the industrial and service sectors

are, without any independent discussion of their own, simply assumed to
be capitalist, by themselves. Superstructural elements are not brought into
this discussion at all. Detaching one or another sector from the overall

social totality and discussing it in isolation is not the Marxist method of
analysis. Even if separation is done for the sake of detailed understanding

and analysis, the Marxist method insists that these must be btought back

together and examined in an integrated holisuc manner.

From the 1960s till today, many social scientists have written on

how capital entered Indian agriculture and why it is no longer possible to
describe it as feudal or semi-feudal. They argoe that since the size of
landlords' holdings has reduced 

- 
si1hs1 due to land ceiling laws or

otherwise 
- 

a1ld since wage labour, commercial crops, use of machinery,

and production for the market have increased, feudalism has disappeared

and agriculture has transformed into a capitalist mode of production.

Flowever, as mentioned earller,most of these observers reduce social

relations of production merely to relations of production, and further
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reduce them to instruments of production and numericaldata alone. Since

the hundreds and thousands of acres held by landlords in eadier feudal

societies, bonded labourers tied to them, forms of tenancy, and extra-

economic coercion are flo longer visibly present an1''where today, they

conclude that feudalism has been abolished. They rely on landholding

statistics 
- 

that too government-published statistics which are hardly

reliable. Even when land ceiling laws ate not propedy implemented,

Iandholdings cannot be shown on paper as exceeding the legal ceiling;

therefore large holdings will not appe^r in government statistics. Existrng

large holdings survive by availing legal exemptions. Many are held benami

(names of others). Even when land is shown on paper as being used for
non-agricultural purposes, it remains under the control of landlords.

Changes that have taken place in tenancy and extra-economic exploitation
carrnot be taken as evidence of capitalism. Ignodng these actual conditions,

they look at landholding sizes on paper, Present them as evidence, and

keep writing that feudalism has disappeared.

In fact, in one of the earliest essays rilritten when such propositions
first began to appear, Charu Mazumdar (in the fourth of the Eight
Documents) warned: 'A very frequent mistake is made in determining the

class position of peasaflts. Reliance is placed solely on land tide documents.

This is a very dangerous mistake." \While the extent of land as an instrument

of productiofl must certainly be taken into account, it is not correct to

determine the social relations in which an individual or a family is placed

purelv on the basis of numerical data, without considering income, Jifestyle,

position in superstructural spheres, tole in class struggle, and several other

factors together.

Similady, figures relating to tractors, pump sets, electricity usage,

market intervention, combines, harvesters, and so on 
- 

are these really

figures of equipment actually being used in agricultural production, or are

thev machines pushed into the market by manufacturing companies to

increase sales, using bank credit? One can know this only by gotng to

villages and seeing the reality. A significant portion of the machinery said

to have entered villages on a massive scale Lies idle, is underutilised, or is

owned by non-cultivators who purchase it on bank loans and rent it out.

If one calculates how much cultivable land exists in a village and how
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many machines are actually required for real and optimal utilisation, it will
become clcar whether even half or a qva;rter of the agricultural machinery
claimed to be in use is actually being used. Making determinations about
social conditions on the basis of such unreliabie figures is meaningless

and unscientific.

Another crucial criterion for determining social relations is whether
surplus production is being reinvested into reproduction, continuously
generating surplus value, or rvhether it is being diverted into ostentation,
wasteful expenditure, or hoarding. In capitalist relations, reproduction and

continuous investment are central. In Indian agriculture, the portion of
surplus enteriflg reproduction is very small. Due to caste, family, ritual,
and traditional value frameworks, and due to imitative culture, alarge part
of surplus is converted into ostentatious, fami1ial, and wasteful expenditure.

One of the tasks of the democratic revolution is to liberate surplus

labourers trapped in rural, agricultural, and traditional bonds and transform
them into industrial workers 

- 
thereby enabling gre tet production of

surplus value in societv and ensuring its uninterrupted use by the machinery
of capital. But in our rural society, while massive outward migration from
villages is visible (push), there is no corresponding atttaction of labour by
industty from outside (pull). That is, tural surpius labourers migrate to
towns and cities only to remain surplus labourers. They join the resene
army of the unemployed. They end up as casual labourers, in unproductive
service sectofs, or in low-wage employment. In other words, there is

expulsion from agriculture, but no industrial absorption. This is not a

capitalist reproduction process. One of the laws of capitalism is the
maximum utilisation of productive forces.

\il4ren workers leave agriculture and rural sectors, becoming free

wage labourers is a law of capitalist relations. Marx explains that the term
"free" has two meanings: freedom from pre-capitalist bonds, and freedom
to sell one's labour power to anyone for wages. In our society, those pushed

out of villages do not attain freedom from villages 
- 

more preciselyi

from castes, families, and the remaining half-acre or quarter-acre of land
back home. Nor do they attain the freedom to sell their labour to an),'one

in cities. They remain in a state of waiting, desperation, wondering whether
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anvofle will buy their labour. That is, they fall into deeper bondage. This is

in no wav the free wage labour of capitalist relations.

Another ke1. 2sp.., is that capital-ist telations transform specific,

concfete labour of pre-capitalist telations into abstract, undifferentiated

Iabour, limiting it to the measure of "sociallv necessarY labout." In Indian

society as a whole 
- 

even in the industrial sector to some extent 
- 

113

transition from concrete, specific labour trl abstract labout has not been

completed. Even toda1,, caste-based specific and specialised labour systems

persist. For instance, the labour of sanitation workers 
- 

including the

inhuman task of manual scavenging 
- 

which is extremely necessary for

society, still remains specific labour restticted to a single caste, rather than

becoming abstract labour that anvone can be emploved for.

Even if we set agriculture aside and look at industr)! thcre is still no

domestic capitalist class that says, "This home market belongs to us," and

competes with imperialism, finance capitai, and multinational corporations,

of even seriously attempts to do so. There is neither an anti-feuda.l stance

that seeks to release domestic productive forces, n.)f an anti-imperialist

stance that seeks to establish coritrol over the domestic market. At best,

there is an attempt to gain some market share and accumulate wealth by

using the technologyi collusion, services, and brokerage of multinational

corporations. A few big capitalists may have climbed from the position of
ageflts of multinational corporations to that of iunior partners, but they

do not question imperialism by saf ing, "This country is ours, this market

is ours 
-who 

are you to enter?" It is ttue that some internationally wealthy

individuals have emerged and are investing abroad, but these are activities

carried out as subordinate partners in international finance capital, not

efforts to establish capitalist relations within this society.

When the situation in the commodity market is such, neither the

government nor domestic capitalist firms have any obiection to handing

over mineral resources and raw materials for capitaiist industries to

multinational corporations. Instead of capital accumulation through surplus

value, accumulation through plunder continues, and the accumulated wealth

is channelled into the international circuit.

To argue that capitalism has arrived, after agriculture and industty
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- 
or even more than them 

- 
the expansion of the service sector is

highlighted. Indeed, in our cities, towns, and even villages, the expansion

of the service sector and entry of service-sector capital are abundantly
visible. Since serrice sector expansion is very high in capitalisr societies.

some believe that the presence of service sector expansion aLone is sufficient
to declare a society capitalist. But when we examine the nature of our
service sector expansion, the fact that a very large part of it continuously
collapses, its character, and the destinations to which surplus flows from
it, it becomes clear that this is not the service sector of capitalist societies.

Rather, it is a service sector that fills the coffers of finance capital, rooted
in the values and relations of a semi-feudal society.Top of Form

6

Marxists, Marxist groups, and parties who argue that "capitalism

has already arrived in the country, capitalist relations have been established,

and therefore what is required now is a socialist revolution; the very idea

of a New Democratic Revolution is meaningless" have existed for the
past six decades after Naxalbari- and even before that, from the time of
the Socialist Unity Centre of India formed h 1948. After Naxalbari as

well, many parties and numerous individuals have been proclaiming this
theoretical position. Even some of those who have recendy broken away

from the Maoist party have expressed the same views.

Flowever, in the seven decades of history, those who argue that
capitalism has arrived and that only a socialist reyolution is necessary have

not, in practice, undertaken efforts that proceed in that direction. Their
principal understanding is that a socialist revolution would take the form
of a general strike, abruptly overthrow the system, and seize state power;
that socialist consciousness must be raised among the people in that
direction; and that people 

- 
especially the working class 

- 
musl fs

organised accordingly. In later periods, the idea was also added that
pathamefita;ry elections could serve as a path either to the development of
that consciousness or even to the attainmeflt of state power. Yet, even

today, those making these argumeflts have nothing of significance to show
in terms of work carried out in that direction. Their theory has no relation
to social reality. Their practice has no relation even to their own theory.
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7

Determining the nature of a societyis not a simple or sttaightforward

matter. \W{hatever may be the case with other societies, in a vast, complex,

plural, diverse, heterogeneous society marked by sharp disparities such as

India, it is possible for anyone to arrive at almost any conclusion regarding

social character. Evidence supporting that conclusion can also be found

somewhere or the other in such a vast country. In particular, because capital

has greater visibility and quantifiability, it becomes easier to perce-ive. Since

it can more readily be expressed in numbers and tables, arguments that
justify and persuade in its favour can also be constructed.

By contrast, feudal, caste-based feudal, reactionary, and pre-capitalist

relations that continue extensively within social relations 
- 

especially in
the superstructure 

- 
are pdmarily qualitative in nature. They can be

described through examples, but cannot be reduced to numbers or tables.

Taking into account the various methods of studying relations of
production that have developed from Lenin's time to the present, in order

to uoderstand social relations of production and the nature of society in
India, it is necessary to examine closely and in depth a wide range of
factors: 1. Ownership of means of production, land concentration, and

political pov/er; 2. Class differentiation in rural areas;3. Forms of extra-

economic surplus extraction existing in society; 4. Market relations and

the reproduction of labour outside the market; 5. The volume and nature

of wage labour; 6. Types and extent of tenancy; 7. Moneylending and

merchant capital; 8. Agrarian relations that have not undergone
revolutionary traflsformation; 9. The growth, scale, modes of operation,

labout relations, and surplus value production in industries and

manufacturing units; 10. Service sector capital and surplus production; 11.

Migration, finance capital, and imperialist historical tendencies; 12. The
process of capital accumulation and the flature and scale of expanded

reproduction; 13. The impact of superstructural factors; and 14. The role

of the state.

It is extremely important to have a relative understanding that
evidence supporting a particular conclusion found in one region of this

vast country may be couritered by evidence enabling a completely different
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coflclusi()n in another region. As D. D. I(osambi observed, "Indta ts a

country of long survivals." Here, modes of prcduction ranging from food
gathering, pastoralism, agriculture, handicrafts, manufacturing industry, tr.r

the most advanced industry based on nano-technologv coexist
simultaneously. Yet, even if different conclusions appear plausible at the

regional level, the crucial questions concern the overall character of the

ruling classes of the country, theit political-economic policies, and the

direction in which these ruling classes are driving societl'.

Viewed from that perspective, six decades have passed since

Naxalbari defined Indian society as semi-feudal and semi-colonial, and

many changes have occurred, along u'ith extensive debate. The number of
sites into which capital has entered has increased. But when we examine

the nature of that capital 
- 

vrhether it has fulfilled, or even intends tcr

fuifil, the democratic revolutionary tasks of anti-feudalism and anti-
imperialism, or whether it is making any effort in that direction 

- 
the

situation today appears even clearer than at the time of Naxalbari. The
state and c^pttalate joindy striving to promote pre-capitaList relations, caste-

based feudal, sanatan values and relations, and Hindu Brahmanical fascism.

Behind them stand finance capital and imperialism. In that sense, the

definition of Indian society as semi-feudal and semi-colonial is today even

more meaningful and appropriare.

(\'ome aspecls of this paper u,ere discusyd in a lecture deliaered at a seminar

held in lTlderabad on Decertber 7 under t'he auspins of tlte tsnrmer Reuolafionarl

5'tudenfi' Frtrant. T'ltose interested may also read, as companion lieces to this paper, t/te

artic/es "The 5'ubjex in Motion 
- 

.ftx/41 in hlotion,"presented at tlte Conference on

Agrarian Tran.rforamtion in India held1oinfu b1 Go/dsmitlts, Llniuersil of l tndon
andUniuersi4,oJ OxJbrd onJalt 1)-14,2011,?ab/isbedin m1 book'LJnderstanding

Maoists' (leta Prakashani, 201)) aad Tblagu aersictn in tlLe Janaary 201 3 issae of

L'eekshanam, and "Characterisation of Socie4t 
-'lransformdtizlt - 

Strateges ctf

Stnrg4le," publislLed in the March-April 2013 issues ol Vteksbanant. Both articles

were repinted in n-y collexion Sam@a Chalanapw Sauuadi, published in 2022.)

(A translation from the Telugu original published in Veekshanam,

MonthlyJournal of Society and Political Economy, )anuary 2026)
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PATH OF INDIAN REVOLUTION

PRESTNT CONTEXT

Has ahe palh of Protracted People's War in lndia
exhausted its historical role? Should the Indial revolutiott seek an

entirely new revolutionary course in the backdrop of proiound

changes in lndial society? Was the Maoisl tnovemeut defeated

due to rmfbrgivable strategic and political bhnders? ls there tmly
no alterlalive for a revolutionary party other than laying down

arms and surrendering'?

Thcse are the csntral questions addressed by the a(icles in this

book, The Path of the Indian Revolution - Prescnt Contcxt. Under

Lhe pressure oi all-or-rt war in the name of Operatiol Kagar.

sectiors of ihe Maoist leadership became demoraliscd, lost faith

in thc rcvolutionary path, and began advocatilg surrcnder to the

lndian state. They declared that lhe movement had reached a

historical dead end and that therc was no alternativc exccpt to
"temporarily" abardon armed stnrggle and shift torvard open

democratic rrtobilizat iort

In resporse lo this capitulationist turn, the Fonner Revolulionary

Students Fomm (FRSF) organized a symposium titled "The Path

of the Indial Revolution - Presenl Contert." This booklet
prsseilas seiected translations of lhose conlributions in the

sylposium.
Through sharp theoretical and political clitiques, the contributors

expose the fallacics of the suretder line, uncover 1he role ol the

decp slate in lostering internal disiniegration, arrd rebul claims

ilrat changes in India's econotny or principal contradictiot render

Protractcd Peopie's War obsolele. Publishcd at a decisivc

moment, this booklel seeks to confront both state repression and

ideological betrayal. contributilg to the defencc and renewal of
revolutionary theory and practice. These arlicles assert that

Protracted People's War remains ihe olly viable path for the

radical transformation of Indian society.
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