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Tarimela Nagi Reddy 
was a patriot. He joined 
the movement for 
National Independence 
and freedom at a very 
young age. He defied all 
hardships and pressures 
in the course. He was 
moved by the sufferings 
of the.firoletarian and 
fjeasaat masses and did 

?hot resj'WI he 
jundersjopd their root 

causes. Vast study and 
axperience of life led him 
nto the fold of Marxism. 
Marxism became his 
Dhilosophical world 
Dutlook and guide to 
action for the entire life. 
Till the last moment of 

Jnis life he tirelessly 
forked to build the party 
and to educate, organise 

%and lead the proletarian, 
other toiling and 
oppressed masses and 
in champianing their 
cause in various forms.

_He departed on July 28, 
1976 because of ill 
health in the dark days 
of emergency while 
carrying on work in UG .
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The decision of T.N.Memorial Trust to publish few 
volumes of documents of Communist Movement in India is a 
great task. It needs careful selection of documents which will 
correctly and objectively reflect the course of developments 
and the two line struggles inside the Communist Movement.

It must be understood that in India the ideas of communism 
developed under the impact of Great October Revolution. After 
October Revolution contacts between various centres of Indian 
revolutionaries in exile and Soviet Union were established in 
1918. This paved the way for the dissemination of Marxist 
ideology amongst the national revolutionaries in the early 
period. Indian revolutionaries who visited Russia between 
1918-22 were deeply impressed by their meetings with Lenin 
and other Soviet leaders and their observation in Moscow, 
Petrograd, Tashkent and Baku. Among them Moulana 
Barakatulla had written a book in Persian called ‘Bolshevism 
and the Islamic Nations’. This book was translated into 
different Asian languages. This book played an important role 
in India. Inspired by this book about 200 Mahajirs crossed at 
Soviet border in 1920. In the later period some of them had 
come back to India and 30 of them stayed in Taskhent who 
formed Tashkent branch of Indian Revolutionary Association. 
MPBT Acharya had represented this association in the Second 
congress of Comintern in 1920. At the same time, in Baku a 
group was formed and it published a par called Azad Hindustan 
Akbar. The representation from this organization also took 
part in the Congress of the Oppressed People of the East in 
1920.

In exile M.N. Roy played an important role in spreading 
the ideas of Marxism. Rejoined the Communist party of Mexico 
and had come to Moscow in 1920 as a delegate to the congress 
of CI and he was elected to executive committee of CI.

Documents of the Communist Movement In India



T.N.M. Trust Publication 6

On October 17lh 1920 CPI was formed in Tashkent with 10 
members. First Secretary of this party was Md Shafiq.

During this period Communist group came in to existence 
in Bombay under the leadership of S.A Dange, S.V. Ghate and 
R.S. Nambikar. Another Group was formed in Benaras under 
the leadership of Shaukat Usmani. Communist groups were 
formed in Lahore, Calcutta by Muzaffar Ahmed and in Madras 
Singaravelu Chettiar.

Since 1920, Many attempts were made to bring various 
groups under one All India Communist Party. These attempts 
included the formation of a legal Indian Communist Party in
1924 by Satyabhakta. (which had no connection with CI). In
1925 December, from 26-30 a Conference was held under the 
chairmanship of Singaravelu chettiar of Madras where a 
resolution was passed for the formation of CPI with its head 
quarters in Bombay. Central Executive Committee with J.P. 
Bagerhatta and S.V. Ghate as secretaries was announced. These 
were some of the important attempts. Later on due to 
differences, this centre also ceased to exist. Another effort was 
made in 1925 through the formation of Workes and Peasant 
Party as an open platform.

All these attempts, however, failed. At the same time, under 
the leadership of various Communist groups kisan sabha 
organization started coming up and gained firm ground among 
the peasants by leading their struggles in various parts of the 
country. So also the workers movement started developing in 
various parts which resulted in the formation of200 trade unions 
with 0.3 million membership under the leadership of AITUC.

Finally, seeing state of party organization in India, CPC, 
CPGB and CP Germany had sent an open letter to the Indian 
Communist groups (published in the IMPRECOR-the organ of 
CIonMay 12,1932.) The letter observed “The general situation 
of the communist movement is not satisfactory. But on the 
otherside the tremendous development of the working class 
and peasant movement which is unprecedented in the past. On 
the other hand, the communist party as yet consist of small 
number of weak groups and isolated from the masses ”. The 
letter also observed that “instead of a struggle for united all 
India CP, localism, provincialism, self-isolation from masses 
are mainly existing”.
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Letter further stated, “The conversion of the proletariat 
from an active political force into the leading force with the 
hegemony of the people’s movement can be brought about at 
the present time by the exposure of the bourgeois National 
Congress and its “left wing" Bose, Kandalkar, Ray etc as the 
betrayers of the struggle for independence and can be realized 
only if the C.P takes a most energetic part in the struggle for 
independence on the basis of irreconcilable struggle against 
national reformists. ”

“However while struggling against “left" national 
reformism, it is incorrect to separate ourselves from the mass 
movement of the people under the leadership of National 
congress. A distinction must be made between the bourgeois 
congress leadership and those sections of the workers, peasants 
and revolutionary elements

Though this letter was written in the name of three Parties, 
all the suggestions made by it had the approval of CL

After this the CPC has sent another open letter to the 
Indian communists on July 16, 1933 appreciating the moves 
of the Indian communists towards the formation of “All India 
Communist Party”. In 1933 the most of Meerut prisoners were 
released. In December 1933 an All India Congress was held in 
Calcutta where a provisional Central Committee was formed 
which adopted a Political Thesis and a draft Constitution. They 
were subsequently published in IMPRECOR, the organ of CI.

In real sense the CPI came into being with a proper centre, 
a Programme and CC in December 1933 in Calcutta and this 
CPI got affliation to the CI. Since 1933 the CPI continued to 
function as All India Party. This All India Party had convened 
its first Party Congress in Bombay from 23 May to 1st June 
1943. Membership at the time was 15,563.

Second congress was held in Calcutta in 1948. 
Subsequently, Third Party Congress was held in 1954, in 
Madurai, Forth congress was held in 1956 in Palghat (2 months 
after 2O'h Congress of CPSU), Fifth Special Congress was held 
in 1958 April in Amritsar. During this period Great Debate on 
the Ideological Questions of International Communist 
Movement started. Fifth congress was held after the 61 parties 
met in Moscow which adopted a Declaration, which was



T. N. M. Trust Publication 8

published in the name of 12 parties. Sixth congress was held in 
Vijayawada in 1961. Inner party struggles continued. CPI (M) 
came into existence through 7'h congress held in Calcutta in 
December 1964. The formation of CPI (M) in 1964 was a 
culmination of bitter and prolonged inner party struggles. Fed 
up with the revisionist policies and practice, overwhelming 
majority of rank and file rallied with the CPI (M) with the 
hope that Party would adopt a revolutionary line. But due to 
neo revisionist orientation of majority of the leadership these 
hopes were belied and the inner party struggle was betrayed. 
Since 1964, as earlier, again the inner party struggle started 
developing inside CPI (M) which resulted in split in 1967 after 
Naxalbari Revolt and consequently the formation of AICCCR

The Communist Movement in India suffered enormously 
from one or the other wrong trend which dominated for a greater 
part of its life as on 1964. Consequently, the proletariat could 
not emerge itself as the leader of Indian Revolution in the period 
of National Liberation Movement as well as in the subsequent 
period. At the same time, the Communist Movement is a rich 
and invaluable treasure-house of experiences in leading the 
workers, peasants, youth, students, women, middle classes and 
other oppressed people in glorious struggles and movements. 
It led many a peasant struggles and revolutionary movements. 
Telangana peasant armed struggle providing a shining example 
of them. It established best example of ideological and political 
struggle and communist qualities. The documents published in 
the First as well as present volume would give an idea of these 
struggles and experiences.

The period 1964-67 was marked by four important aspects, 
a) Neo-revisionist leadership exposed its real ugly face, b) Along 
with carrying inner party struggles against revisionist politics, 
party cadres took up the responsibility of initiating and 
advancing class struggle and peasant movement to expose the 
revisionist leadership, c) the struggles within CPI (M) got 
intensified, d) the inner party struggle started at different level 
in India. CPI (M) finally decided to hold plenum to settle the 
ideological issues and as a result in April 1968 Burdwan Central 
Plenum was held. Final split was completed immediately after 
the Burdwan plenum. Majority membership of CPI (M) in A.P.
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under the leadership of T.Nagi Reddy and D.V.Rao had come 
out from the CPI (M) and formed APCCCR and joined AICCCR.

After the split of CPI (M) in 1967, the Communist 
Revolutionary movement witnessed various trends, practices 
and divisions before all the Communist Revolutionaries could 
unite in a common platform. It has gone through various courses 
of inner party struggle with many permutations and 
combinations and developments. There came into existence 
various formations under different names. Several formations 
are existing today A single all India Communist Party is yet to 
come into existence.

With this historical background T.N. Memorial Trust had 
undertaken the task of brining out relevant important 
documents.

Volume one has covered the period between 1943-1951. 
The documents published in it deal with a very important part 
of Communist Movement in India. During this time, debates 
on the question of stage, strategy and tactics of Indian revolution 
took important turns. They are rich in their ideological and 
political content; sharp and systematic was the clash of ideas 
and rich in experiences based on practice. The documents of 
Andhra leadership; line of BTR; the documents of New CC 
formed in 1950; the documents of‘Three Ps’ and the documents 
of 1951 CC throw light on the lines and practices that were in 
lead as well as clash in this short but turbulent period in the 
Communist Movement in India. Thus this Volume gives an 
objective picture and help the readers to judge the whole course 
of developments objectively and correctly. The Trust has 
undertaken this task knowing well that some had already 
published some volumes of documents of Communist 
Movement. The Trust found that some publications are not 
available in the market. The rates of some publications are 
prohibitive (for instance, each Volume published by the CPI 
(M) is priced at Rs. 1000/-) or they had deliberately did not 
include certain documents in their publication (for instance, 
CPI(M)’s publications does not include the documents of Andhra 
Secretariat (1948-49) which are a most important part of 
Communist Movement reading of which is essential to 
understand the Communist Movement objectively and correctly.
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The Second Volume covers the period from 1964-72. 
Documents published in this volume on differences and 
struggle inside the CPI (M) will give clear picture of the 
ideological -political and organizational nature of differences 
and struggle. This struggle was carried on not only as 
individuals or groups but also in committees and other internal 
fora from local to all India level, not only on some specific 
questions but also on the path of Indian revolution and the 
ideological -political line of International Communist 
Movement. The document 'On the Ideological issues in the 
International Communist Movement ’ by D.V.Rao, the Resolution 
and Documents of Andhra State Plenum on Madurai ideological 
draft, Open letter to party Members by T.Nagi Reddy, D.V.Rao, 
Kolla Venkayya and C.P. Reddy will give an inspiring and clear 
idea of the ideological and political content of the debate and 
struggles carried on by the Andhra Comrades under the 
leadership of T.Nagi Reddy and D.V.Rao. These documents 
will be of useful reference material to understand the inner 
party struggles and its nature. At the same-time ideological 
debates were also going in different states. Document on the 
"Present Situation and Task" by Committee for struggle against 
Revisionism (W.B) in 1966 is an the important document.

We are also publishing the Eight documents by Charu 
■ Majumdar (Darjeeling) written in the period between 1965-67 
to understand the nature of struggle and its political ideological 
content.

During this period, the neo reivisionist leadership too 
intensified its own ideological, political and organizational 
offensive to counter the growing trend of opposition. The 
documents of Volume -II will give an idea of such efforts.

The peasant revolutionary movements which had come up 
in some parts of the Country, more significantly the workers 
and peasant uprising of Naxalbari added strength and 
momentum to these ideological and political struggles and had 
taken them to new heights. These struggles had finally 
culminated in the break of CRs from the CPI (M). Immediately 
after Naxalbari uprising Naxalbari -O- Krishak Sangram 
Sahayak Committee was formed under the chairmanship of 
Promod Sengupta. Document of Naxalabari -O-Krishak
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Sangram Sahayak Committee is an important step forward 
towards the unification of CRs inside and outside the party - 
CPI (M).

With the initiative of W.Bengal comrades All India 
Coordination Committee of Communist Revolutionaries ofCPI 
(M) was formed on November 13,1967. AICCCR was a historic 
event. Differences have cropped up inside the AICCCR as well 
as between the leadership of AICCCR and the CRs outside the 
AICCCR. AICCCR faced divisions. These differences are of 
serious nature. APCCCR and many comrades like Parimal 
Dasgupta and his Organisation, Com. Promod Sengupta, Asit 
Sen, Ban Bihari Chakrabarty, Shyamal Nandi and many others 
started opposing the line of Charu Majumdar. The Documents, 
Declaration (Nov 13, 1967) of the Revolutionaries in CPI (M), 
Declaration of AICCCR; (May 14, 1968), AICCCR’s 
Resolutions on Elections and Work in TU Front; Feb 7, 1969, 
Resolution of AICCCR on APCCCR; Resolution on APCCCR, 
Resolution (Feb 8, 1969) on the need to form Party; April 22,
1969 Communique of AICCCR and various documents of 
APCCCR (1968-69); Asit Sen’s Document, 'Another 
Dangerous Line ’ and Promod Sengupta’s document, ‘Whither 
Revolutionetc. abundantly reveal the nature of differences.

Large sections of CRs were outside the AICCCR when those 
who remained in the AICCCR led by Charu Majumdar decided 
to form a new party CPI (ML) and announced its formation in 
1962, 22nd April in Calcutta. Those including APCCCR the 
largest section which came out from CPI (M) -was leftout.

The documents show how and under which conditions the 
struggles had developed after 1964 within the ranks of CRS.

After the formation CPI (ML) on the basis of "Resolution 
of Party Organisation " and ‘Political Resolution' the COC, 
CPI (ML) led by C.M. had convened Party Congress in May
1970 where the documents, CPI (ML)’s Party Programme, and 
Political Organizational Report presented by Charu Majumdar 
were adopted.

Immediately after the CPI (ML) Congress differences 
within CPI (ML) took a serious turn. Bihar State Committee 
came out with a document called “Problems of the Indian 
Revolution and Neo Trotskyte to Diversions, criticising various



12T.N.M.Trust Publication

positions ofCM and his followers. In November, 1970 Sushitai 
Roychoudhury made a sharp criticism of left adventurism in 
document called Problems and crises of Indian Revolution and 
appealed the ranks to Resist the Ultra- adventurist trend Raising 
its Head in Our Party. Almost all the leading comrades from 
Bihar to Bengal, UP to Punjab opposed CM’s line. Subsequently 
the struggling comrades from Bihar, Debra, Mashahari have 
summed up their experiences. As a result several CPI (ML) 
groups emerged during 1971-72. The present volume has 
selected the document of various sides to give a proper 
representation of facts and situation.

By April 12, 1969, the APCCCR consolidated itself as 
APRCC through a State Convention. This convention adopted 
the programme of NDR; Agrarian revolutionary programme 
with the perspective of path of people’s war as applied to 
concrete conditions and practice. It reviewed its ideological, 
polticial organizational and movement work, the problems and 
trends it encountered in the course of guiding the girijan peasant 
movement in Srikakulam. Later the APRCC moved ahead 
carrying out the revolutionary mass line. It continued the 
struggle against wrong trends as well as the efforts to unite the 
CRs based on a correct revolutionary mass line. The Documents 
of APRCC published in this volume will give an idea of these 
efforts and struggle.

Similarly group led by Asit Sen formed West Bengal Unity 
and Co-ordination Committee on the basis of their struggle 
and started to bring out a j oumal called Liberation War (1971 )in 
english and Murktiyudh in Bengali (1969-70); They formed 
RYSF and Krishak Sangram Samittee.

Under the leadership of Parimal Dasgupta CCR of W.B. 
had come into existence with its own documents. They organized 
state wide trade union too.

WBCCR led by Moni Guha had come into existence with 
the close contact with APCCR.

In Northern Zone, N.Z.C. RCUC (ML) had come in to 
existence with three documents- Draft Programme, 
organizational Draft, Method of work.

Along with this CPI (ML) led by S.N. on the basis of Self 
Critical Report had come into being.
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-Editorial Committee
For Publishing the Documents

Similarly CPI (ML) led M.M and CPI (ML) led by Johar 
had also emeged by 1972.

By 1972 majority of CR leadership was in jail. Six leading 
Comrades released an Open Letter from Vishakhapatnam Jail. 
Kanu Sanyal wrote a document called More About 
Naxalbari(].973') throwing more light on the course of 
development of Naxalbari struggle as well as the struggle 
between the trends manifested in Naxalbari.

All these documents and writings from different formations 
during the period of 1964-72 are valuable for serious 
communist activists, sympathizers, serious research workers to 
understand the historical facts concerning the course of 
developments, trends, practices and the nature of inner party 
struggle in the Communist Movement and to arrive at objective 
and correct conclusions. This will also be useful as reference 
materials.

Present selection is no doubt a difficult task. It can not be 
comprehensive one because there exist many more documents 
which are yet to be found.

In conclusion we express our thanks to those friends who 
helped us in collecting these documents for the present volume.

T.N.M.Trust expects criticism, suggestions and active co­
operation from readers and friends for future efforts.
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P.JASWANTHA RAO,
Secretary,

T.N.Memorial Trust.

Vijayawada, 
22-4-2008.

Here is Vol.II of THE HISTORICAL 
AND POLEMICAL DOCUMENTS OF 
THE COMMUNIST MOVEMENT IN 
INDIA FOR 1964-72. We undertook this 
publication with the strong urge to provide 
the readers with the documents, material 
and facts connected to the communist and 
revolutionary movements to help to 
objectively study and arrive at proper 
conclusions on the problems and 
experiences in the concerned period and 
make their own contributions for their 
further advance. The tremendous affection 
towards Com. T. Nagi Reddy and strong 
urge to hold high the great cause for which 
he dedicated his entire life shown by the 
friends and comrades by extending help and 
co-operation in various forms is a source 
of an immence strength and inspiration for 
us in this endeavour. We are thankful to all 
of them. We hope and wish this to continue 
>o that we would carry the aims of the Trust 
'h. ard.
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DIFFERENCESAND 
STRUGGLES 

INSIDE THE CPI(M)



PRESENT SITUATION AND TASKS

The Pledge given at the Seventh Congress and
the Present Leadership

The Seventh Party Congress was held in Calcutta from Oct. 31 st to Nov. 7th 
in 1964 against the background of the intense ideological struggle against 
revisionism waged by the members and sympathisers of the Party during 1963. 
The Congress resolved and pledged to build up the Party as a genuine Marxist 
Leninist Party and rid party policy and organisation completely of revisionist ideas 
and practices. But the present leaders of the party are still lying stuck in the mire of 
revisionist politics; they are violating one of the major conditions of building a 
genuine Marxist Leninist party by denying inner party democracy and the right of 
party members to raise questions on different policies and practices and to have 
inner party discussions on such matters, in this way they are keeping intact the 
character of the party with revisionist politics. They are refusing to circulate among 
the general ranks for their opinion any views or statements placed before them for 
discussion and also to provide any forum for inner party discussions. Further, they 
are subtly spreading slanders and columnies against those who criticise their views 
and practices and they are having recourse to expulsion on false charges of comrades 
with views other than their own. This leadership has thus become a great stumbling 
block to the development of the Party on Bolshevik lines.

We know-though this is not the subject matter of our discussion -that some 
comrades have submitted their views on certain matters in the shape of formal 
documents for inner party discussions, but they are lying bound up in the files in 
the Secretariat of the West Bengal party. The present leadership is absolutely 
reluctant to present for serious consideration and analysis before the general body 
of party members any kind of new ideas and views. The reason is that these leaders 
are just a fraction of the old leadership in a new garb. The only difference being 
that they are anti-Dange.

In the past the Dange clique has called us pro-Chinese and by circulating this 
in public had strengthened the hands of Mr. Nanda, the Union Home Minister

[A Draft for discussion circulated among the Party 
members and sympathisers by"THE COMMITTEE FOR STRUGGLE 
AGAINST REVISIONISM" under the caption FIGHT AGAINST 
REVISIONISM as Bulletin No. I- E.C.]
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recently in the name of conducting so-called ideological struggle in the public 
organs of the party the Secretariat of our party in West Bengal has through its 
mouth-piece -Ashok Mukherjee- very clearly drawn the attention of the Govt., 
Intellegence Branch and Home Department to a section of the party members.

One of the charges brought by the present leaders against the Dange clique 
was that the later has seized the party leadership and destroyed inner party 
democracy. By the irony of history our leaders are also following the same course. 
Marx said “what is antiquated tries to re-establish itself and maintain its position 
within in the newly acquired form.” (Marx’s letter to F.Bolt in 1871-SWs of 
Marx-Engels, page 291). This is the historic truth about the present leadership of 
the party. We will show gradually and demonstrate that the present party leadership 
very cleverly preserving revisionist ideas and practices inside the party even after 
its reorganisation in the Seventh Party Congress and under the cover of 
revolutionary phraseology, devoid of the revolutionary essence of Marxism in 
persevering the party as an extreme left nationalist party. For the present we are 
inviting the attention of our Comrades to one aspect of the craftiness of those 
people and asking them to ponder over deeply its significance. We are dealing this 
because the matter presented in our document is closely connected with this aspect.

The present leadership of the party flourishing with great swagger the 
programme adopted at the Seventh Congress, making repeated and boastful claim 
being ‘revolutionaries’ and trying to keep everybody hypnotised by the pompacity 
of its claim. The present leaders of our party are repeating the same trick as was 
resorted to by the former leadership of the Communist Party of the documents of 
different Party Congresses.

The Tradition of Marxist Outlook towards Party Programme
There can be no two opinions about the great importance of a correct Party 

Programme. But Marxism never teaches that a Party Programme is a divine 
something towards which we cannot maintain any kind of critical attitude, our 
only duty is to stand before it in speechless worship and with bowed head.

“ The elaboration of a common programme for the party should 
not, ofcourse, put an end to polemics, it will firmly establish those 
basic views on the character, the aims and tasks of our movement 
which serve as the banner of fighting party, a party that remains consol i 
dated despite partial differences of opinion among its members on the 
partial question. " (Lenin CWs Vol.4, page.231 )

Lenin did not hesitate to uphold the same outlook on the Party Programme 
during the days of revolution of 1905 even after the formulation of the Party 
Programme of the Russian Social Democratic Party. It said:

" We have firmly established the Party Programme which is 
officially recognised by all Social Democrats and the fundamental 
propositions of which have not given rise to any criticism. ” 
( Lenin, CWs Vol.10, p.31 )
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Lenin is based on the tradition of the outlook towards the Party Programme 
of Marx-Engels. Marx said:

“ Every step of real movement is more important than dozen 
programmes. " (Marx-Engels Selected Correspondence, p. 257 )

Engels said:
“ In general the official Programme of a party is of less importance 
than what the party does. “( Letter to Bebel, 1875, p.255)

Marx and Engels have always laid special emphasis on the importance of the 
Party Programme; but at the same time they have attached importance on the day to 
day programme of the party on the attitude towards movement and on what it does in 
actual practice.

What is the importance of Party Programme in party life? What is the factor 
of its importance ? On this question, the following observations of Lenin are of 
great significance:

“ Without Programme a party cannot be an integral political 
organism capable of pursuing its line whatever turn the events may 
take; without tactical line based on an appraisal ofthe current political 
situation and providing explicit answers to the "vexed problems ” of 
our times, we have circle of theoriticians but not a functioning political 
entity; without an appraisal of the 'active ', current or fashionable' 
ideological and political trends, the programme and tactics may 
degenerate into dead ‘clauses' which can by no stretch of the 
imagination be put into effect or applied to the thousands of detailed, 
particular, and highly specific questions of practical activity with the 
necessary understanding of essentials, with an understanding of ‘what 
is what'. ” (CWs Vol. 17, p.280)

What was the tradition of the teachings of the great teachers of Marxism 
Leninism on Party Programme is clear from the extracts quoted above. Equally 
clear is the difference between this outlook and the outlook of our party leaders. 
Our leaders regard only their views and thoughts as true and the views and criticisms 
of others is a crime; they regard discussions on questions of principle as absolutely 
impermissible; and above all they consider it quite proper to conduct the party 
through threats and commands. To get just a glimpse of the kind of attitude that 
our party leaders have, we would ask you to have a look at the product of collective 
wisdom of the pundits of the West Bengal Secretariat served under the 
spokesmanship of Ashok Mukherjee... The attitude referred to above has been 
revealed in that article. We will evaluate later the main source of the capabilities 
of these people, is evidenced in the ‘gems’ they have collected from the great 
treasure-house of Marxism. For the present we want to point out that the attitude 
of the party leadership that has been expressed in all its writings is that of stepping 
any discussion of questions which have not been debated and thrashed out inside 
the party and the fight against the policy of revisionism in the West Bengal party 
or within themselves on the cunning pretext of fighting the left adventurism.
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However, those who donot want to deceive others by false arguments would 
derive from the quoted extracts of the classical exponents of Marxism the following 
lessons on party programme:

1. A correct programme is certainly one of the most necessary and indispensable 
things for a revolutionary party;

2. Marxism has never laid down that once a programme has been formulated, 
all controvercies should and must come to an end; a correct programme will 
establish basic views on the character, the aim and tasks of the revolutionary 
movement, it is not crime to have partial differences on partial issues and they are 
necessary in a live party.

3. While agreeing on these formulations on party programme, it should be 
remembered that ‘every step of real movement is more important than dozen of 
programmes.’

4. Without a tactical line providing correct answers to the varried questions 
of our time, the programme may become useless and dead clauses. In this connection 
it should be clearly remembered that the concept of a tactical line, formulated by 
the great teachers of Marxism is not that of tactical line, only to day to day or 
short-term activities or movements. The importance of the tactical line rises from 
the programme itself. Lenin said, "there is a range of questions which the 
programme comes close to or actually one with tactics." That is to say, this 
tactical line, the importance of which is derived from the programme, indicated 
the direction and perspective of the revolutionary movement. But according to the 
thinking current in our party, this tactical line may serve as the guide line for the 
entire revolution. For the Communists in 1946-51 there arose the question what 
should be the path of Indian revolution, Russian or Chinese ? Here, the tactical 
line which is in accordance with the concept tought by the teachers of Marxism 
lays down this path clearly. Unless the perspective'of the movement is clearly 
kept in view the day to day practical activities will inevitably be bogged down in 
Marxism terminalogy is known as economics.

It should be recalled here that in the entire history of the Communist Party of 
India it was only once that such tactical line was formulated. This was done at the 
time of formulating the Programme in 1951. At that time Com. Stalin helped in 
the formulation of both the programme and the tactical line with the advise based 
on his wide international experiences. But the then leadership which included 
among others many of the present leaders of our party suppressed this tactical 
line. They did not even make it an agendum for discussion to blunt the revolutionary 
edge and render it useless.

It should be recalled further that the suppression of this tactical line document 
and the emergence of revisionism happened almost at the same time. This 
coincidence is of great significance. The present leaders of our party, who are 
paralytical in their thinking have not prepared any tactical document corresponding 
to the programme adopted in the Seventh Congress, because they do not want to 
face questions of basic principles of the Programme. They have adopted the attitude 
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of running the party on the basis of their subjective thinking without adopting any 
clearly defined tactical line; it suits them, therefore, to be vague and confused in 
everything. Basically this is the way of revisionism. A further point to be noted in 
this connection is that the present leadership of the party has postponed the 
discussion on ideological issues inside the party and has taken a centrist position 
on the ideological issues of the international communist movement. This attitude 
is clearly manifested in the resolution on the ‘ideological discussions’ adopted at 
the last meeting of the party Central Committee at Tenali on June 12-19. This 
means that the present leadership is abondoning the basis of its struggle against 
the Dangeites on ideological questions. This, in fact, is nothing but an attempt to 
preserve revisionism.

The Present Situation and Our Tasks
Let us now come down to the main issue of our document. We are pesenting 

for discussion by the Comrades our general idea of the present situation, our tasks 
therein and arising from the discussion of these issues, our general idea of the 
perspective or path of Indian revolution. This is so fundamental issue. It is 
indispensable for a revolutionary party to have a clear idea on this issue and a 
corresponding programme of action.

The recent mass movements are pointing indisputably to the fact our country 
tas stepped into the period of an approaching revolutionary upsurge. The temper 
if the people is becoming more and more revolutionary every day. Repeated 

outbursts of massive social unrest are making the atmosphere of the Country 
surcharged with excitement. The causes behind these outbursts are as numerous 
as the hitherto unimaginable experience that these causes lead to such explosions. 
It is also seen that these explosions occur without any fore-thought behind them 
even an instant the movement of their occurance, i.e., they are spontaneous. There 
has been not a single month, so to say, during the current year when there had 
been no reports in the news papers of clashes between the police and one section 
or other of the people in some place or other. These outbursts are, ofcourse, of a 
primary character, but their frequency shows unmistakably that they are stirrings 
of the approaching tide of revolution.

Moreover, the mass movement during this period reveal the following features:
1. Any movement on partial demand or some particular rights is being 

confronted with a hard and unflexibie attitude from the ruling class. Even for the 
realisation of simple demands severe struggles are becoming inevitable. On more 
occasions than not, the movements are being confronted with the organised power 
of the ruling class.

2. The consciousness of the necessity of struggle against the entire system is 
developing fast. There is developing though not class consciousness, a feeling of 
the need for a change among even the backward sections of the masses, a section 
whose participation in a movement is a measure of its sweep and depth.

3. The tradition of general strike- the traditional weapon of the struggle of the 
working class for the realisation of their demands for awakening the masses, for 
uniting them and for drawing them into struggle - is becoming popular.
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4. During the time of these united movements of the masses, of the broadening 
of general democratic movements and especially of hartals and general strikes, 
there appear hundreds and hundreds of agitators, for they have close links with 
the masses.

5. Reference has already been made to the act of clashes between the police 
and the people at the time of movements. A very important feature, which has 
been noticed during these clashes and conflicts, is the firm determination displayed 
by the people to carry the movement forward immediately after they have dealt 
with the brutal attacks of the police, they do not surrender easily. The people also 
display a great inventiveness in devising varieties of methods of reducing the 
strength of enemy, while retaliating against police attacks. For mass struggles, 
this is very significant development. These actions are, ofcourse, of a very primary 
level, their manifestations are an objective fact. A second feature of importance 
about these developments is that in many cases the character of a regular civil war 
is foreshadowed in them. This is markedly seen in the case of West Bengal, where 
the ruling class in order to oppose the democratic movements on the one hand 
relied especially on its police and on the other organisations of all kinds of 
reactionaries of its own class for violence against the people.

In the situation described above, the question is: Will the tremendous social 
upheaval all over the Country gain gradually increasing momentum become a 
sweeping tide? The only way to get a clear answer to this question is to study 
carefully the social contradictions in the present situation and understand the 
fundamental aspects of these contradictions, the development of which results in 
creating the objective background for the transformation of the social unrest, already 
referred to, into a revolutionary tide.

The period after World War II marked an intensification of the contradictions 
among the imperialist powers within the frame-work of a concentrated and crisis- 
ridden world capitalism, and of contradictions between the interests of the working 
class and those of imperialism within the imperialist states. On the other hand, the 
national liberation movements swept with irresistable force against the imperial ist 
powers. In order to resolve all these contradictions the imperialist powers resorted 
to a policy of preserving the colonial exploitation and of intensifying it through 
neo colonialism. In consequence, the contradiction between imperialism and the 
national liberation movements has been intensified and has become the foremost 
of the contradictions of the world today.

In the situation of our Country the period 1945-46 was the period of great 
sharpening of contradictions and clashes between the people and imperialism. In 
this situation, fearing revolution, the big bourgeoisie (representing the monopoly 
and big capital) of the Country established Congress rule in 1947 on the basis of 
collaboration with imperialism so as to preserve in tact the interests of imperialism 
and to exploit jointly with imperialism Indian labour and resources. Since then 
they have adopted the policy of resolving the contradiction between imperialism 
and the national liberation movement at the cost of Indian people. The tremendous
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increase in tax burden on the Indian people is the outcome of intensified exploitation 
jointly by imperialism and Indian finance capital and of the attempts to resolve 
the contradiction at the cost of the Indian people. This is further manifested in the 
unequal price of agricultural commodities maintained through a permanent 
blackmarket and inflation. With these contradictions has become connected and 
is operating the contradictions which arise form not releasing the productive forces 
in the rural areas through the reform of the feudal land system and changing the 
land relation in favour of the peasantry. Besides, there is a further contradiction, 
arising from the unresolved problem of the right of self-determination of 
nationalities in a multi-national State like India.

In this situation described above the economy of the country reached a phase 
of tremendous crisis. The Indian ruling class again sought to resolve it in a new 
way at the cost of the Indian people, engineered the India-China border clash and 
used it as a pretext for transforming the economy of the country into war-economy. 
This means that by raising extreme national-chauvinistic slogans, they intensified 
further the exploitation of the masses.

This re-organisation of the economy towards war-economy created tremendous 
pressure on the backward economy of India and all the contradictions entered a 
new level of sharpening. From the time of India-China border conflict the economic 
and political situation of the countiy underwent a qualitative transformation. The 
character of the entire situation become as follows: The conditions of wide sections 
of the peasantry and the urban poor became intolerable; the workers’ burden of 
exploitation rose to the highest level. There was an extreme deterioration in the 
living conditions of the middle class wageamers; uncertainly and insecurity in 
different aspects of social life, crisis in education because of curtailment of 
expenditure; contradiction of employment opportunities, and chronic and increasing 
unemployment; and, above all, growing mistrust and hatred among the masses 
against the government.

Once the character of the situation and the contradictions, mentioned 
previously, is grasped it becomes easy to see that all those contradictions will 
become more sharp and carry the social unrest to the level of on upsurge. The 
objective conditions are growing. This is the main thing.

“ The revolutionary upsurge will inevitably arise ". We are quoting the words 
used by Mao-Tse-Tung in explaining this idea, "A Marxist is notfortune- teller of 
future development and changes. He should and can only point out the general 
direction. He should do this. " "My statement that the revolutionary upsurge will 
arise soon emphatically does not refer to something utterly devoid of significance 
in section. This means that-the revolutionary tide will rise soon This analysis 
and understanding presents a completely new outlook and the need for a new style 
of work in regard to entire situation.

But it will not do to think only of the revolutionary tide; we must think also of 
an organisation pattern suitable to it, because political work and organisational 
work are inseparably bound up with each other. We are in the peoples democratic 
stage of revolution not in the socialistic stage. The aim of revolution in the present
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stage is to eradicate imperialism, native big and monopoly finance-capital. To 
reach this objective, our immediate task is to end Congress rule through a real 
democratic revolution to be brought out by intense mass struggles under the 
leadership of the working class. The main condition for the establishment of a 
people’s democratic revolution is the firm alliance of the working class and the 
peasantry. Hence, what is necessary is to arrange and concentrate all our plan of 
work in keeping with this perspective. To achieve this objective, it is urgently 
necessary for us to win over as quickly as possible the masses in both urban and 
rural areas in support of revolution through systematic revolutionary plan of action, 
not to stage all-India uprisings. But the key to victory in a revolution is the leadership 
of the proletariat. It is, therefore, our task to establish party bases among workers 
and in working class organisation, in all the main industrial centres, in transport, 
postal and telegraph services etc., and also the party’s proletarian basis and 
character, founded on militant and tested worker-cadre. We must also build up 
powerful working class movements and organisations.

But along with this, we must keep in sight the fundamental aspect of struggles 
in the urban areas and accelerating the pace of revolution all over the country is to 
develop the struggles of the peasants for land-which is the real struggle of the 
peasant masses in the rural areas. We must, therefore, give serious attention to this 
task. But this does not mean that we should abondon struggles in the urban areas 
or belittle their role. Again, it would be a fatal mistake to neglect in any way the 
task of building up real struggles and militant bases by building up broad based 
peasant organisations, especially, of landless labour, poor baragdars and poor 
peasants.

We believe that given real class consciousness, it will be difficult for the 
party in its present state to solve the problems of these two types of organisational 
work; but to achieve this what is needed is conscious effort, revolutionary enterprise 
and proper leadership.

While pursuing these two types of organisational work, we must recall afresh 
the fundamental Marxist approach, which was explained by Lenin in the following 
manner:

“Our principal and fundamental task is to facilitate the political 
development and political organisation of the -working class. Those 
who push this task into the background, who refuse to subordinate all 
the special tasks and particular methods of struggle are following a 
false path causing serious harm to the movement. "
Who are those who follow these two false tasks? In pointing them out, Lenin 
said :

“ And it is being pushed into the background, firstly by those 
who call upon revolutionaries to deploy only the forces of 
conspirational circles out of the working class movements in the 
struggle against the Government. It is being pushed into the 
background, secondly, by those who restrict the content and scope of
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political propaganda, agitation and organisation; who think it proper 
to treat the workers to politics at exceptional moments of life, who too 
solicitously substitute demands for partial concessions from the 
autocracy for the political struggle against the autocracy; who do not 
go to sufficient lengths, that those demands for partial concessions are 
raised to the status of a systematic, employable struggle of the 
revolutionary working class party against autocracy. ” (C Ws Vol .4, p.369)

Emergence of New Element in the Mass Movements in India
While ceaselessly endeavouring under the inspiration of the ideas -to develop 

on both sides the organisational and militant programmes, referered to above we 
should pay serious attention to the new element which is appearing repeatedly 
like startling flashes of lightening in the scene of the mass movements in India 
and then is fading out but during its brief period of existence it is galvanising the 
entire atmosphere of the Country. We have to grasp its significance and its 
■evolutionary potentialities in relation to the plan of action referred to above. This 
element is a signal to us to get rid off conventional frame-work of thought and 
action.

The mass movements are marked by clashes between the people and the 
organised force of the government and, in some cases, are suddenly assuming the 
character of civil war. These are the features we are speaking of. Revolutionaries 
with social sense must see the essence of the aspirations of the people which are 
reflected at the time of these clashes and of the resistance which they spontaneously 
put up in many cases. There can be no doubt that they are in an embryonic form 
nothing but the struggle which revolutionaries look forward to and which mark 
the highest stage of struggle. It is true that the clashes have taken place in the past. 
But the frequency of these struggles and the way people are acting during them 
show beyond any doubt that they are qualitatively different from the past struggles. 
The struggles in the recent period are in an embryonic form struggles which are 
necessary to bring about a radical transformation of society. It, is therefore, our 
immediate duty to attend to them and to nurture them in order to ensure the healthy 
and natural growth of this embryo within the womb of mass movements so that it 
can attain its fullest development. This development will bring about the people’s 
democratic revolution. Hence, to ignore the task of generalisation of this element 
will be a deviation from Marxism of the most extreme kind. Without this our 
movements are bound to remain bogged down in the stage of reformist movements 
bereft of any revolutionary essence, pay attention to this. In view of this what is 
required totally is a new outlook, new policy and tactics towards movements, and 
to create a revolutionary tradition.

The Revisionist Party Leadership
Inspite of the aforesaid situation, the present leadership of the Party, while 

indulging in vociferously in tall talk, is maintaining without the slightest deviation, 
in real revisionist fashion, the tradition of old outlook and ways of work in respect 
of movements. They shout, “We will return blow for blow. Remember attacks will
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not remain one- sided” etc. But they and place of this new element among the 
multiple features of mass movements, of making varied and prompt organisational 
preparations, involving hard labour, for the natural development of this embryo, 
of studying this phenomenon in the Marxist way, and making the party members 
conscious about it etc. Yet these are the duties of the leadership.

On the contrary, when such subjects are raised, the present leadership of the 
party, like the revisionist Dange-clique, dubs these publicly as sectarianism, 
adventurism etc. and strengthen the hands of the home minister of the government 
of India because, in their thinking and practices, they also are steeped in revisionism 
and are reluctant to carry forward the aforesaid new element. They refuse to learn 
any thing from the character and direction of the national liberation movements in 
different parts of the world, to take warning from the recent situation in Indonasia 
and the consequences of the mobilisation of reactionary forces in that country.

Why are we making this accusation? We have already discussed their sectarian, 
one-sided and revisionist outlook about programme.

We have to remember that revisionism manifests itself in numerous forms. 
Some times it takes the form of an open demand for revision of Marxism, 
sometimes, as Lenin said,

“it is merely a cowardly andfurtive renunciation, often defended on 
the ground of ‘practical’, mainly only allegedly, practical 
consideration? " { Collected Works of Lenin, Vol 17. pp 398-99 )

In the success of the national liberation movement in China and India Lenin 
had dreamt of the worldwide triumph of socialism. But India is lagging behind 
politically in the stage of class-struggle of the most backward kind. What is the 
cause of this situation? Is it due to any specific element in the Indian situation? Or 
due to any inherent weakness in the character of the Indian people?

But we do not think so. There is no doubt that the Gandhian philosophy of 
non-violence influenced Indian politics, but even during the epoch of Gandhism 
such instances were not rare that prove that the influence of this impotent philosophy 
of Gandhism could not become all-pervasive. Then what is the cause of this rut? 
We think that the cause lies in the ideological weakness from which the Communist 
Party is suffering from the hour of its birth. In the history of this ideological 
weakness within the party have remained the roots of this revisionism. This 
weakness had and still has main subject of our discussion is as follows.

Marx said:
“ Force is the midwife of the old society pregnant with the new".
This statement of principle is one of the fundamental principles of Marxism. 

Revisionism was bom out of the attempt to abolish this principle and render it 
useless.

Of course, the principle has been stated very plainly. It is the duty of the 
Communists to give it life and to define it clearly. This cannot be done without 
giving definite answers to the following questions:
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At what definite stage of the Communist movement, shall the party attend to 
the cultivation of this force? What should be the way to achieve it? The creators of 
Marxism and various experiences of international communist movement have given 
the answer to this question and indicated one of the duties of party.

In the chapter entitled ‘party and military education: of Anti-Dhuhring Engles 
wrote:

“ In considering the struggle for existence and Dhuhring's declaration 
against struggle and arms it should be emphasised that a revolutionary 
party must know how to struggle. It will have to make revolution, 
possibly some day in near future.... to safeguard the laws issued by the 
bourgeoisie itself the Party may be compelled to take revolutionary 
measure against the bourgeoisie state which will supersede the present 
state. Hence, the universal conscription of our time should be taken 
advantage of by all to learn how to fight, but particularly by those 
whose education entitled them to acquire the training of an officer in 
one year' voluntary service " ( Anti- Dhuhring, Foreign Language 
Publishing House, pp 485 -6 ).

Elsewhere Engels has said:
“ From the very moment a party will stand up on its own legs, it will 
be most necessary for the party to pay its attention to this work. ”

Thus from one of the founders of Marxism we have got the answer to one of 
the two questions regarding the time and way for devoting attention to the work of 
acquisition of force: (1) From the moment of the party shall stand upon its own 
legs, it shall attend to the work of acquisition of force; (2) Hence, the party shall 
take full advantage of even the opportunities given by the existing state 
administration.

Let us now consult international experience.
The Bolshevik party in Russia was founded in 1903. We find the Bolshevik 

party advancing from the very moment of its foundation to set up party nucleus in 
the army and the Navy. During the entire period of the Russian revolution, through 
all its sharp vicissitudes, the party leadership used to maintain regular contact 
with the aforesaid party nucleus and took great care to develop it. Besides, the 
party also taught how to make bold use of the flexible policy of struggle on the 
one hand and revolutionary fraternisation on the other in the midst of clashes in 
course of mass movements. The Chinese experience shows that the party had to 
attend to the building up of its own Army due to specific condition in the 
development of the revolution in the country and the party, under the leadership of 
Mao Tse-tung further developed Lenin’s theory of people’s militia and people’s 
war and set up the example of building its own strength through the policy of 
people’s War. If we study the character and direction of the national liberation 
movements after World War 11, we will realise that it is absolutely necessary for a 
revolutionary force to build up its own force. We become further convinced what 
is its necessity when we look at the instances of mobilisation of reactionary forces 
through military dictatorship.
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But what does our Party history reflect? This important matter is outside the 
Party’s thinking. Our Party has never assumed - as a real Bolshevik party should 
have - any duty and responsibility in this matter; for the Party has always been 
running itself like a bourgeois Party. But by Engel’s touchstone we have long 
been acquired the status of a party which can stand upon its own legs. The glamour 
of being the second biggest Party has been ours for a long time; we have penetrated 
into many sections of society. But we have kept our eyes shut towards this important 
matter, though opportunities for expansion of work have appeared before the Party 
at different times. Our Party has systematically avoided the task of acquiring the 
revolutionary essence of Marxism. This serious weakness has remained alongwith 
various ideological weaknesses. In the present situation it is criminal not to attend 
to the duty of removing this weakness. But the party leadership is still avoiding 
this duty on the pretext of the backward level of mass consciousness, special 
characteristics of the country and of‘practicability’, because of the trend of their 
political thinking is in the opposite direction i.e., steeped in revisionism.

We have already pointed out that this statement is not a call for an immediate, 
country-wide insurrection-the attempt to provoke pemature insurrection is the 
height of stupidity.

Now our question is what the proper method of work should be in order to 
raise the Party’s style to the revolutionary level and so that we can enter the 
revolutionary stage of the Indian democratic movement. What method should we 
adopt to facilitate and extend-all over the country - the revolutionary tide the 
murmer of which can be undoubtedly heard? About this, we can say in general 
that we should organise mass struggles and campaigns on popular grievances and 
political issues and extend them further. What is further required in order to give 
support to and extend movements is organisation and more organisation.

There is, ofcourse, nothing new about this statement. The question is, what 
kind of organisation? What should be the method of work in the organisation? 
What perspective for advance inspires it? There is no doubt about our duty to 
build up the organisation (party), trade unions, kisan sabhas and other mass 
organisations. But we should kindle into the party organisation and organisations 
under our exclusive control the consciousness that they should be fit to carry the 
struggle for the seizure and retention of power, i.e., an organisation for revolution 
when the situation calls for it.

The problem of perspective for the Indian revolution comes before us fully 
when we have to consider the question of seizure of power. We have already said 
that this statement of ours is not a call for the seizure of power at centre at one 
blow through Country wide insurrection; because that is not the perspective for 
the Indian revolution. The Indian revolution will not be a brief affair. It will be a 
very severe and protracted revolution. This perspective arises from the character 
of the revolution in the present stage. In the present age the revolution will never 
assume the character of the government and state power on the one hand and the 
people on the other. Instead, it will assume the character of struggle between two 
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The Role of Parliamentary Work
What should be the place and role of parliamentary work in the political and 

organisational programme of action, which we have been discussing so long?
We should not forget for a single moment that the bourgeois democratic state 

structure, which the bourgeoisie calls ‘republican democratic’ despite the 
recognition of the right of universal franchaise, is in its essence and can be nothing 
but the dictatorship of capital. Lenin has said, “The more highly (bourgeois) 
democracy is developed, the more the bourgeois parliaments are subjected by the 
stock exchange and the bankers ” (Proletarian Revolution and Renegade Kautsky). 
It is, therefore, madness to think that the dictatorship of capital could be abolished 
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sections (i.e., -progress and reaction) of the people, of civil war. For, in the course 
of advance of revolution, the people belonging to the ruling classes and all kinds 
of reactionary elements will gather inevitably behind the government and the state 
machinery. Before the seizure of power there will occur big clashes and 
comparatively long intervels and in between the big clashes there will inevitably 
nurebous clashes of comparatively small scale. The party should make not only 
adequate preparations for such big clashes but also be capable of participating in 
the small clashes. The party should organise itself capable not only of taking part 
in these clashes but also of leading them, as a party capable of taking part in a war. 
The party should advance from defensive to determined offensive. The party should 
be organised so that it can become a party capable of seizing power even during 
small clashes and of making requisite arrangements for the extention of power. 
Such clashes may break out in both towns and villages; but in both cases the aim 
should be to extend it to the rural areas. The period of retention of power may be 
brief and the power may pass into the hands of the enemy. But such tactics should 
be adopted and will inevitably create such incidents through out the country, deal 
mortal blows at the nerves of the enemy, establish and deepen a new tradition of 
revolutionary struggles. Without a revolutionary tradition no big revolutionary 
struggle can ever develop. What should be the mode of building up the strength 
for this will be available from the usual activities of state administration. A cleverly 
thought out attitude towards this must be adopted. And the countless new militants; 
reference to whom has been made before, who will appear in course of different 
struggles will have to be consolidated, to be educated politically and by creating 
small local clashes, necessary strength for entering the stage of revolution is to be 
built up. Solution of this problem of building up strength will come through.

We want to make it clear again that we are discussing here the general 
perspective and direction of the Indian revolution. We are not giving a call for any 
special kind of action. Only workers and Party organisations having active 
connections with popular movements in different parts of the country are fit to 
decide in a particular objective situation the place and time for special action. The 
outlook referred to in the programme of action implies active efforts to initiate 
this action and along with this knowledge of the tactics of revolutionary people’s 
war.



through votes in a state structure, the essence of which is the dictatorship of capital 
and the people’s distress could be promptly eradicated under bourgeois 
administration through election and parliament. To create such illusion among the 
masses is for a Marxist nothing short of betrayal; that is to say politics based 
solely on Parliamentarism is the opposite of Marxist politics. Lenin has said that 
Communist will not remain in parliament just for the sake of being ‘an opposition 
party ’... which is abandoning the task of making preparations  for the democratic 
revolution. ( Lenin, Left-wing Communism - An infantile Disorder ) On another 
occasion, while greeting the Indian, French and German Communists, Lenin said, 
“only scoundrels or simpletons can think that the proletariat must win the majority 
in elections carried out under the yoke of the bourgeoisie, under the yoke of wage 
slavery and that only after this it must win power. This is the height of foolishness 
or hypocracy it is substituting voting under the old system and with the old power 
for class struggle and revolution ". (‘Contemporary Problems of Leninism "More 
on Togliatti")

Parliamentary work, therefore, is for Communists, not a goal in itself, it is 
auxiliary to the work of revolution in different situations, the main aim being 
organisation of a revolution. The tactics and outlook of Communist politics should 
be to employ the parliamentary work for the purpose of revolution. Hence, 
participation in parliament elections, etc., depends on d ifferent objective situations, 
stage of movement and class struggle, the level of consciousness of the militant 
classes and the general masses. No straight (‘Yes’ or ‘No’) answer is possible to 
it. At different stages of the Russian revolution Lenin gave the slogan, sometimes, 
of boycotting the Duma, sometimes, of participation in it. The main consideration 
was whether by boycotting the Duma or by participating in it, the cause of the 
revolution was being furthered in reference to the objective situation. Examined 
from both these angles, it appears that the leadership of the Communist Party of 
India has for long years been running the party along the path of parliamentary 
opportunism. The present leadership of the party is also pursuing the same political 
line though they are using apparently revolutionary language. It is difficult task to 
eradicate the tradition of parliamentary opportunism which has struck deep roots 
inside different sections of the leadership and restore Communist tradition and 
outlook. An opportunist coterie seekers of seats in parliament and the Assembly 
has firmly entrenched itself in the party and as a very strong group is influencing 
the party in numerous ways. The Party leadership is nursing these people, because 
the roots of this kind of politics and outlook are there inside the Party leadership. 
The manifestation of this politics and outlook is seen in the political slogans like 
‘government of democratic unity’. The Kerala way ( after the formation of our 
government there), “alternative govt,” etc., and activities corresponding to these 
slogans.

The question arises whether we should boycott the parliament and the elections 
under the present situation or, as our leadership poses it, since the masses want 

33 Documents of the Communist Movement In India



elections, we should take part in them. To view this problem or present it in this 
manner is against Communist method of analysis. The points that should be real ly 
considered are: (a) What is the direction, character and state of Indian Parliament 
and Democracy? (b) What is the form and character of the mass movements and 
what is the attitude of the masses; and (c) in what direction is the revolution moving?

The Indian parliament and democracy, it can be said, is an expanded addition 
of what was introduced by British Imperialism. The Indian Constitution and the 
division of powers to pursuade the masses to boycott the election, if conscious 
efforts were made to bring to its natural culmination the form which the mass 
movements desplayed in different states, especially in West Bengal, and to raise 
the movements to a higher stage. But without making any attempts towards this 
the movement was terminated- under the slogan of a bigger movement-in the 48- 
hour strike and hartal and now that the elections are due all thinking has been 
concentrated on pretext of the election mindedness of the people. This is dangerous 
opportunism. The real thing is the bankruptcy of our present leadership, which is 
blind to or refuses to see the new content of the mass movements in the 
contemporary period, and as a result the entire outlook of the party leadership has 
got election-oriented and its political tactics have been reduced to election tactics. 
Our main tasks to enrich this new character of the mass movement and to make 
organisational and agitational preparations for this purpose. The elections should 
be made complimentary to this aim. Ours is the main responsibility to present 
fundamental issues and matters among the masses. We have to alert the people 
about the attacks of power- reaction in the days after the election and to make 
them conscious about the need for making necessary preparations to counter them. 
The present leadership of the party is once again keeping the larger section of the 
men incharge of the highest bodies in the party bogged down to parliamentary and 
Assembly politics and is strengthening the organisational structure of the party in 
keeping with this attitude. This is the natural culmination of their political thinking 
and outlook. So whenever any one opposes their policy and programme of action, 
he is dubbed as adventurist; sectarian, etc., hence there has arisen the conflict of 
principles within the party.

We believe that the application in practice of the political and organisational 
programme we have discussed in this document will lead to the successful 
realisation of the “new democratic revolution”. All party members and sympathisers 
should go forward with enterprise, to accomplish this aim within it have maintained 
the main character of the constitutions introduced and proposed by British 
imperialism. Moreover, out of the fear of the mass movements the present ruling 
classes have in nurerous ways restricted the constitutional rights of the citizens 
and reduced to a mockery the democracy, by naked terrorism. Further, in the matter 
of practical politics the policy of the government is in many ways dependent on 
the diplomacy of imperialism. Its dependence on American imperialism is more 
manifest at present. Hence, economic crisis created by the bourgeois rule, deepens 
further will democracy and the democratic setup collapses. In the period after 
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World War II, the colonial bourgeoisie abondoned the path or struggle. This was 
the inevitable outcome of the compromise they had made with imperialism to 
come to power. Besides, bourgeois democracy can no longer flourish as it did in 
the 19th Century. So, in connection with the elections we should pay special 
attention to this effect and it should also be marked that from their experience of 
the way parliament, assembly, etc., have functioned and run for the last 20 years 
under Congress rule, the illusion of the masses for the said institutions has worn 
off comparatively. Class war is the best weapon to complete the disillusionment 
of the masses. Hence it is the sacred duty for every Communist to sharpen class 
war and to raise it from the economic to political stage; for the Communists are 
the most conscious vanguards of the working class. Communists never tail behind 
the masses. Standing in the vanguard of the people they constantly endeavour to 
raise the political consciousness of the people to higher and higher level. So, to 
remain bogged down at the level of mass consciousness on the pretext that the 
masses are thinking in this line, instead of actively carrying forward the struggle 
is nothing but opposition to Marxism.

We have discussed above the mass movements in India and the direction of 
the Indian revolution. The entire matter for the serious consideration whether the 
present elections would actually have been held or whether it would have been 
possible. We know the present leadership of the party will attack us, brand us with 
various labels and resort to slanders against us. But we know that many ‘famous’ 
and ‘formidable’ Marxists have fled from the arena of Marxism under the blows 
of ideological war. Hence, we have faith that the revisionism within our present party 
and the leadership which is its agent and continuator will be judged by history, exposed in 
all its nakedness and discarded by revolutionary Marxist. The party members and 
sympathisers today are faced with the struggle needed for this.

Our Obligations and Tasks
Hence in the present period it is our obligation and task;

1) To study with due emphasis the new features of the democratic movement 
and the militant trend of the people’s struggles, adopt new tactic of struggle 
and to set up appropriate organisations for this purpose.
2) To remove the revisionist leadership and to replace it by revolutionary 
leadership; to put leaders, tested in movements, at different levels of party 
organisation.
3) To root out bureaucratism from party organisation, to extend the scope 
of discussion and debate on party policy and tactics and there-by to revive 
Bolshevik life within the party.
4) To rid the party of illusions of parliamentary politics. To carry on 
systematic campaign and to make efforts through mass movements to achieve 
this aim.
5) To introduce bold tactics of struggle in working class and peasant 
movements.
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6) To attach special emphasis on the mobilisation of strength in the rural 
areas.
7) To take initiative to act up organisations in important places and 
enterprises.
8) To take appropriate steps for struggle against reaction and to make 
organisational arrangements for that purpose.
9) To adopt a firm attitude towards international revisionism and reinforce 
the struggle against revisionism on both national and international levels.

Above all it is necessary to consolidate politically the militant trend of the 
grievances among different sections of party members and sympathisers against 
the present policy, tactics and outlook of the Party leadership. The necessity of 
presenting collective instead of scattered statements and acting collectively has 
arisen now. It is urgent for all party members and sympathisers to transform only 
into a real Bolshevik -Party. We present this document for general discussion with 
the hope that it will facilitate the process.
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[In 1967, the APSC of CPI (M)rejected (by majority) the 
document of CC (popularly known as Madhurai document) 
on the Ideological questions concerning the 
International Communist Movement. It requested the CC 
for permission to submit an alternative document and 
also demanded the opportunity to express views on the 
questions of debate in both committees when a comrade 
happens to be a member of two committees. D.Venkateswara 
Rao, the CCM has sent his alternative document ( which 
is published here) to the CC with a demand to circulate 
the same among the party members as part of inner- 
party debate on Ideological Questions. CC rejected 
this demand and imposed the condition that he must not 
express his views down below. The AP State Plenum has 
adopted this document together with two other documents 
critical of neo revisionist ideological positions by 
an overwhelming majority. This document was presented 
and widely circulated in the Burdwan Central Plenum 
by the comrades opposed to the official document of 
the C.C.-EC.)
We, the Communists in India, had to conduct a series of inner party struggles 

against revisionism of the right opportunist leadership on a number of ideological, 
political questions, relating to Indian revolution.

This leadership tried from 1953 onwards to take the Indian Communist 
Movement into right opportunist channels. After the Second Five Year Plan, with 
its promise of the so-called Public Sector, building of an independent economy, 
and its readiness to take economic aid from the Socialist camp, the revisionist 
leadership tried to make the Indian Communist Movement support the economic 
and political policies of the Nehru Government, both nationally and 
internationally.

True, Communists basing themselves on their own experience applying 
Marxism-Leninism to the Indian conditions, tried to resist the right opportunist 
policies of this leadership. 
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From the 20th Congress of the CPSU in 1956 , taking inspiration from the 
new revisionist theoretical propositions put forward by the present leadership, 
the revisionist leadership tried more doggedly to impose their right opportunist 
policy on the Communist Party.

They were greatly aided in this effort by the attitude of the revisionist 
leadership of the CPSU. The CPSU leadership openly and completely supported 
the reactionary policies of the Nehru Government and helped in the consolidation 
of the Dange clique at their collaborationist line.

The glorious CPC took up an open ideological battle against modern 
revisionism represented by the CPSU leadership. In the process of this great 
debate against revisionism, ideological, programmatical and tactical methods 
being adopted by various parties in the world were exposed as anti-Marxist. It 
came out sharply against the collaborationist policies of the revisionist leadership 
of our party. On the basis of Marxism-Leninism, it openly came out to debunk the 
revisionist characterisation of the Indian Government and its policies. It pointed 
out the reactionary class character and the reactionary policies of the Nehru 
Government, both internally and externally, and mercilessly exposed the right 
opportunist policy of the Dange Clique.

This international debate against modem revisionism represented by the CPSU 
leadership and the surrender policy of the Dange clique, further opened the eyes 
of our party members as to the danger of modern revisionism and helped totally 
the majority of our Party members against the class collaboration policies of the 
Dange clique.

Finally our seventh Party Congress adopted the Party programme and political 
organisational report and its own constitution.

This Congress laid the basis for our break with revisionism of the Dange 
clique and it is the beginning of the consolidation of our party.

Yet we have to conduct patient and dispassionate discussions inside our Party 
to further improve our Party Programme, to evolve a correct tactical line for the 
accomplishment of the Indian revolution, for the proper understanding of the 
various issues dividing the international communist movement. Such patient 
discussions, based on our own experience, based on the experience of the world 
events, alone will lead to the complete ideological and political unification of our 
Party at all levels.

Our own experience has demonstratively proved that the main danger to the 
international communist movement comes from modem revisionism.

An irreconcilable ideological fight against modern revisionism alone will 
help the further advance of the world communist movement both nationally and 
internationally.

The history of the world communist movement simply proves that whenever 
the class struggle between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie gets fiercer, this 
class struggle is reflected in the ranks of the world communist movement in the 
form of the struggle of Marxism - Leninism against revisionism and opportunism.
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Each time the struggle against revisionism and opportunism carried the 
international working class movement forward to a new and higher stage.

Today also the world communist movement is facing a similar situation.
New Epoch

With the successful completion of the Chinese People’s Revolution a 
formidable socialist camp has come into existence and a new epoch of all-round 
people’s struggles against decaying imperialism are unfolding throughout the 
world.

This is a new epoch-an epoch of tranisition from capitalism to socialism, an 
epoch when the international socialist system is becoming the decisive factor 
determining the course of world development, an epoch of national liberation 
and socialist revolution, an epoch of rapid decay and disintegration of colonialism.

But imperialism has not given up the battle for the preservation of the 
imperialist system.

Imperialist powers headed by American imperialism are conducting last ditch 
battles to drown the revolutionary struggles in blood and thus save the imperialist 
system from its inevitable doom.

It is significant to note that, when the imperialist system is on the verge of 
complete collapse, when the world socialist forces are on the verge of complete 
success, when the forces are on the verge of complete success, when the forces of 
the international working class movement are conducting titanic class struggles 
against the dying forces of capitalism, modem revisionism advocated and practiced 
by the present leadership of C P S U, has raised its ugly head within the ranks of 
the international working class movement, to abolish Marxism-Leninism at one 
stroke, to disrupt the revolutionary movement, to liquidate the revolutionary 
struggles of the oppressed peoples and nations and thus save the imperialists and 
the reactionaries of the various countries from their final doom.

The CPSU leadership, while paying lip-service to the new epoch is deliberately 
defining the new epoch as an epoch of peaceful transition to socialism and giving 
peaceful solutions to all the fundamental contradictions of the times.

In the name of the ‘peaceful’ nature of the present epoch, the CPSU 
leadership and modern revisionists are advocating the grossest class 
collaborationist theories on a number of questions facing the world communist 
movement today.

The fundamental contradiction of our epoch, the place and role of the national 
liberation movements, the concept of peaceful coexistence of states with different 
social systems, the forms of transition to socialism, the assessment of the role of 
Stalin, the substitution of the concept of People’s State and a Party of the whole 
people in place of the dictatorship of the proletariat and the party of the working 
class in the Soviet Union, the introduction of a host of measures which objectively 
help in the restoration of capitalism in the socialist society.

The consolidation and further rapid advance of the world communist 
movement to accomplish the tasks of the new epoch is inconceivable without 
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waging a principled and determined fight against this menace of modern 
revisionism as advocated and practiced by the present C P S U leadership.

We must analyse the class collaborationist theories of the present revisionist 
leadership of the C P S U on various questions facing the international communist 
movement, their pernicious manifestations in practice, and fight the treacherous 
betrayal of revolutionary class struggles by the present C P S U leadership and 
modem revisionists.

Such an irreconcilable ideological political struggle against modern 
revisionism represented by the C P S U leadership alone will help in the 
international consolidation of all true communists on the basis of Marxism- 
Leninism , on the basis of revolutionary class struggles.
On Contradictions

History of society is the history of class struggles. Struggles between the 
various contradictions is the moving force of history.

A study of the concrete class analysis of world politics and economics as a 
whole, and of actual analysis of world conditions, that is to say, of the fundamental 
contradictions of the present epoch is absolutely necessary to determine the general 
direction of the world communist movement.

The fundamental contradictions of the contemporary world are:
- the contradiction between the socialist camp and the imperialist camp,
- the contradiction between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie in the capitalist

countries;
- the contradiction between the oppressed nations and imperialism;
- the contradictions among the imperialist countries and among monopoly 
capitalist groups.

We must note that the basic contradiction of the present epoch is the 
contradiction between the socialist camp and the imperialist camp.

These contradictions and the struggles to which they give rise are inter related 
and influence each other.

Inspite of the basic contradiction of an epoch, the fundamental contradictions 
operate in such a way as to influence each other, interact upon each other, and in 
course of this, push forward one or the other fundamental contradiction to the 
forefront for solution .

Analysing the class contradictions in the epoch of imperialism, Lenin, while 
holding the contradiction between the world bourgeoisie and the world proletariat 
as the basic contradiction of the epoch, clearly pointed out the contradiction of 
the imperialist groups for the division of the world was the fundamental 
contradiction at that time, and that Russia was the focus of all the fundamental 
contradictions.

As predicted by Lenin, the inter-imperialist contradiction led to the First 
World War of 1914 and which in turn led to the victory of the socialist revolution 
in Russia , to the establishment of First Socialist State.

Between the two world wars, Stalin and the international communist 
movement, while holding the contradiction between the socialist state and the 
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imperialist states as the basic contradiction, still pointed out that the inter­
imperialist contradiction was the fundamental contradiction of the time, was the 
driving force of history; Stalin successfully utilised these inter-imperialist 
contradictions for the successful construction of socialism in the Soviet Union, 
for the successful defence of the Soviet Union against Hitler’s fascism.

As predicted by Stalin these inter-imperialist contradictions led to the Second 
World War, which in turn led to the establishment of a formidable socialist system 
in place of a single socialist state.

With the establishment of the People’s Republic of China, with the 
establishment of a powerful socialist camp, with the enormous growth of world­
wide communist movement, with the rapid disintegration of the colonial system, 
with the deepening of the general crisis of capitalism which has reached the third 
and final stage, with the sharpening of the inter-imperialist contradictions, a 
veritable storm of national liberation struggles is taking place in the continents of 
Asia, Africa and Latin America.

These national liberation struggles, are bursting in country after country, 
taking to the course of armed struggle, inspite of the bloody counter-revolutionary 
force let loose by the imperialists.

That is why Marxist -Leninists hold that the fundamental contradiction 
between the oppressed people and nations of Asia, Africa and Latin America and 
imperialism has come to the forefront for an immediate solution.

At the present time, gigantic class battles are being waged in this area which 
will decide the future of the whole world.

Under the influence of the basic contradiction itself, the contradiction between 
the oppressed nations of Asia, Africa and Latin America is the fundamental 
contradiction of this epoch, and the various types of contradictions in the 
contemporary world are concentrated in these vast areas. At the present time, 
these are the most vulnerable areas under imperialist rule and the storm centers of 
world revolution dealing direct blows at imperialism. That is why Marxist - 
Leninists hold that the 'whole cause of the world revolution hinges on the outcome 
of the revolutionary struggles of the people of these areas, who constitute the 
overwhelming majority of the world’s population. ’

It is the duty of the whole socialist camp, the international working class 
movement to do everything for the success of these national liberation struggles, 
for the final destruction of imperialism, for the final success of the world socialist 
revolution.

Modem revisionists and the leaders of CPSU have rejected this Marxist - 
Leninist analysis of the contradictions of the present epoch. They are dogmatically 
asserting that basic contradiction between socialism and imperialism is almost 
the only contradiction which determines the course of world development, while 
the other fundamental contradictions play a very minor role in the development 
of world history.

With their anti-Marxist understanding of the present epoch as an epoch of 
peaceful transition to socialism, the revisionist leadership ofC P S U is propagating 
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the view that the basic contradiction between the socialist camp and the imperialist 
camp can be resolved peacefully through peaceful economic competition and 
that a peaceful resolution of the basic contradiction will lead to a peaceful 
resolution of all the other fundamental contradictions of the epoch.

According to theC P S U revisionist leadership, peaceful coexistence, peaceful 
economic competition, peaceful transition to socialism are a panacea for the 
resolution of all the fundamental contradictions of the present epoch.

This is nothing but negation of all revolutions-negation of proletarian 
revolutions in capitalist countries and negation of national liberation revolutions 
of the oppressed people.

This is against the understanding of Marxist -Leninists who hold that the 
contradiction between the socialist camp and the imperialist camp is resolved 
through world socialist revolutions the contradiction between colonialism and 
anti-colonialism is resolved through national liberation revolutions, the 
contradiction between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie of various countries 
through socialist revolutions.

Another controversy between Marxist - Leninists and modem revisionists 
^presented by the C P S U leadership on the issue of contradictions manifests 
self on the role of the inter-imperialist contradictions in the present epoch.

U.S. imperialism, the strongest of the imperialist powers, after the second 
world war, has stepped into the shoes of the defeated fascist powers, and is trying 
to erect a huge world empire such as has never been known.before. The strategic 
objectives of U.S. imperialism have been to enslave and dominate the intermediate 
zone lying between the United States and the Socialist camp, to put down the 
revolutions of the oppressed people and nations and to proceed to destroy the 
Socialist countries and thus subject all the people and countries of the world, 
including its allies, to domination and enslavement by U.S. monopoly capital.

The other imperialist powers are forced, in their own selfish interests, to 
resist this domination and enslavement by U.S. monopoly capital.

France is challenging the American leadership in Europe, Germany and Japan 
have entered the field of economic competition with American imperialism and 
Anglo-American contradictions are continuing in various spheres.

Thus the world capitalist system is rent with insoluble inter-imperialist 
contradictions which still further facilitate the growth of the National Liberation 
struggles.

People’s Republic of China has been utilising these inter-imperialist 
contradictions, has been developing economic and political relations with other 
imperialist powers, and with countries like Pakistan, to break its isolation sought 
to be imposed by U.S. imperialism and in turn isolate the U.S. imperialism itself.

These efforts of P. R. C. have helped France to resist American domination 
in Europe and have helped Pakistan to resist American pressures.

The revisionist leadership of CPSU viciously attacks this approach of People’s 
Republic of China as an attempt on its part to unite with imperialist powers against 
the socialist countries.

T.N.M.Trust Publication



Documents of the Communist Movement in India

The CPSU leadership questioned in particular the relationship of P. R. C. 
with France and Pakistan.

But life disproved the false accusation of the C P S U leadership. It has to eat 
its own words and today we see its special efforts to cultivate friendship with 
France and Pakistan for its own ulterior objectives.

The anti-imperialist revolutionary struggle of the people in Asia, Africa, Latin 
America is definitely not merely a matter of regional significance, but one of 
overall importance for the whole cause of proletarian world revolution.

Contrary to this, the understanding of C P S U on the issue of the fundamental 
contradictions of the present epoch is an effort to cover up the growing 
contradiction between the oppressed nations and imperialism and to negate the 
decisive role of the national liberation struggles in deciding the success of the 
world socialist revolution. This understanding serves the interests of imperialism 
in the present-day world.
National Liberation Movements
Lenin said:

“ National wars waged by colonial and semi-colonial countries 
are not only possible but inevitable in the epoch of imperialism. The 
colonies, semi-colonies have a population of nearly one billion, i.e., 
more than half the population of the earth. In these countries the 
movements for national liberation are either very strong already or 
are growing and maturing. Every war is continuation of policies by 
other means. The national liberation policies of the colonies will 
inevitably be continued by national wars of the colonies against 
imperialism.”

How truly the post-Second World War history has testified to the correctness 
of this Lenin’s prophecy.

While revolutions in the colonies and semi-colonies suffered serious setbacks 
after World War I owing to the suppression by imperialism and its lackeys, the 
situation after World War II is fundamentally different.

The victory of the Chinese People’s revolutionary war breached the 
imperialist front in the East, brought a great change in the world balance of forces, 
and accelerated the revolutionary movement among the people of all countries. 
From then on the national liberation movement in Asia, Africa, and Latin America 
entered a new historical period. China, North Korea, North Vietnam, Cuba have 
taken to the road of socialism.

The imperialists are no longer able to extinguish the prairie fire of national 
liberation. This old colonial system is fast disintegrating. Their rear has become 
a front of raging, anti-imperialist struggles. Imperialist rule has been overthrown 
in many colonial and dependent countries and in others it has suffered heavy 
blows and is tottering. This inevitably weakens and shakes the rule of imperialism 
in the metropolitan countries themselves.
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But the imperialist powers have not given up the battle for the preservation 
of the colonial order. They are more and more taking to the methods of neo­
colonialism to save their imperialist structure.

American imperialism, the strongest imperialist power, striving for world 
domination, taking upon itself the responsibility for the preservation of the 
imperialist order, has created a huge war machine, has established more than 
2,000 military bases throughout the world, has concentrated half of its military 
strength armed with atomic weapons in these military bases, has stationed its 6th 
and 7th Fleet in the Mediterranean and Pacific Oceans -has created reactionary 
military' pacts like SEATO, CENTO-all with the intention of suppression of rising 
national liberation struggles. It is provoking civil wars, or setting up puppet 
governments in many colonial countries for the suppression of these struggles. 
Through its economic aid, American imperialism is penetrating many independent 
countries and trying to get them under its control.

Thus American imperialism has become the main prop of the imperialist 
system and is conducting ferocious, last ditch battles to save the crumbling 
imperialist system of exploitation.

Because of this, the national liberation struggles in all the backward countries 
have not only to fight the local counter revolutionary forces, but also the armed 
might of the old and neo-imperialist powers, in particular, the military might of 
American imperialism, in order to achieve victory in the liberation struggles.

Faced with the armed might of the American imperialism and other imperialist 
powers, faced with armed counter revolution, the national liberation struggles in 
Asia, Africa, Latin America are taking more and more to the methods of People’s 
War taking the inspiration from the experience of the Chinese Revolution.

Marxist-Leninists in these countries are faced with the tasks of building broad 
United National Front, or People’s Democratic Front, as the case may be, under 
the leadership of the working class and with the worker-peasant alliance as the 
axis of the Front. They are faced with the urgent task of heading these national 
liberation struggles against old and new imperialist powers and their lackeys. 
They are faced with the urgent task of organising and leading armed people’s war 
against armed counter-revolution. Marxist - Leninists are val iantly struggl ing and 
making great sacrifices in the discharge of these arduous tasks.

Lenin has enjoined upon the international working class movement lo lend 
resolute support to the national liberation struggles for the final burial of 
imperialism.

He has especially enjoined upon the socialist states to act as the base of the 
world socialist revolution, and support the national liberation struggles through 
all means. He said:

"If we do not want to betray socialism every rebellion against our 
main enemy, the bourgeoisie of the big states, should be supported, 
provided it is not the rebellion of a reactionary class. By refusing to 
support rebellions of annexed territories we objectively become
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annexationists. Precisely ' in the era of imperialism ', -which is the era 
of incipient social revolution, the proletariat makes special efforts to 
support the rebellion of annexed territories today, in order that 
tomorrow, or simultaneously with the rebellion, it may attack the 
bourgeoisie of the 'Great 'power which is weakened by that rebellion. ” 
People’s republic of China has taken this behest of Lenin, and acting as the 

base of the world revolution, is giving every support-ideological, economic, 
political, diplomatic and military, to the national liberation struggles. It is in the 
forefront of the struggle against wars of aggression against oppressed nations let 
loose by U.S. imperialism.

The storm of people’s revolution in Asia, Africa and Latin America requires 
every political force in the world to take a stand.

An important line of demarcation between the Marxist - Leninists and modem 
Revisionists including the revisionist leadership of CPSU is the attitude taken 
towards this extremely sharp issue of contemporary world politics.

Marxist - Leninists , firmly adhering to the behests of Lenin, are actively 
supporting, organising and leading the national liberation struggles. But modern 
Revisionists, the revisionist leaders of the CPSU, through a host of revisionist 
theories and practices, while pretending to support the national liberation struggles 
are, in actual practice, discouraging, disarming and disrupting the national 
liberation struggles and thus facilitating the imperialist oppression against 
oppressed nations and objectively helping in the bloody suppression of the national 
liberation struggles by imperialism.

An analysis of the various theories of the revisionist leadership of 
CPSU on imperialism and the task of the national liberation struggle will 
be sufficient to prove this fact.

The CPSU leadership says that imperialism is already a dead force, and 
the majority of the world population is already out of the grip of imperialism, 
that ‘mere fragments remain of what were once vast empires’, that ‘today 
less than one per cent remain under it.’

This understanding of imperialism is a complete negation of historical facts. 
Imperialism has no doubt changed from direct to indirect rule. Many countries 

have declared their independence. But many of the countries have not completely 
shaken off imperialism and colonial control and enslavement and remain objects 
of imperialist plunder and aggression as well as areas of contention between the 
old and new colonialists and in others the old colonialism is being replaced by the 
new, powerful, and more dangerous U.S. colonialism. The people of Asia, Africa, 
Latin America are seriously menaced by the tentacles of neo-colonialism, 
represented by U.S. imperialism.

Thus , the new theory of the CPSU leadership is only a cover for the neo­
colonialist aggressions of the imperialists, the American imperialists in particular, 
against the national liberation struggles.
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The present leaders of the CPSU propagate the view that the overwhelming 
majority of the oppressed nations, having gained political independence, are faced 
with economic reconstruction, the economic struggle being ‘ the central task, the 
basic link in the further development of the revolution.’

This is an utter anti-Marxist view of the existing situation in all backward 
countries that have declared their independence. The primary and most urgent 
task facing those countries is still the further development of the struggle against 
imperialism, old and new, and their lackeys. This struggle is still being waged 
fiercely in the political, economic, military, cultural ideological and other spheres.

This new theory of the CPSU leadership is only an attempt on the part of the 
CPSU leadership to divert the people of these countries from their struggles 
against imperialism.

The leaders of CPSU hold the view that the governments of the newly 
independent countries are revolutionary, anti-imperialist and anti-war; that these 
governments are introducing basic social reforms and are taking the path of non 
capitalist path of development.

This again is another travesty of truth. Many of these newly independent 
countries have collaborationist bourgeois landlord governments who try to build 
their economy in collaboration with imperialism. The experience of India is in 
complete refutation of this theory of the C P S U leadership.

This theory of the CPSU leaders is merely an attempt on their part to buttress 
reactionary governments in those countries, to create illusions in the labouring 
masses of these countries about the reactionary bourgeoisie of these countries 
and thus disrupt their revolutionary struggles.

CPSU leaders extol the bourgeois leaders of the newly independent countries 
as having socialist views. Suslov says:

"Capitalism has discredited itself in the eyes of the people and the appeal of 
socialism in the newly free countries is so strong, that the advanced forces, and 
the national leaders of many countries advocate taking the socialist path, and 
are actually taking steps in this direction, counting with good reason on the support 
from the socialist countries and the Marxist- Leninist parties. ”

Only those who have discarded Marxism - Leninism completely, and have 
embraced bourgeois ideology could praise the bourgeois leaders like Nehru having 
socialist views.

Having characterised the bourgeois leaders as revolutionary democratic who 
'can act as the key factor of social progress' the revisionist leaders of C P S U 
advocate ' unity and fraternal co-operation between the Communists and 
revolutionary democrats in the interests of the people, in the interests of national 
liberation struggle ’, and that the ‘ideological differences is no obstacle to joint 
participation of the Communists and revolutionary democrats in the practical 
implementation of the programme of social progress, in a joint struggle for the 
socialist future of the newly independent countriesand they even shamelessly 
declare that ‘ the struggle for the general democratic programme does not require 
a new revolution.’
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Herein lies that the utter bankruptcy, the utter anti-Marxist-Leninist theories 
of the revisionist leadership of the C P S U. They have completely distorted the 
Marxist - Leninist teachings on the national liberation struggles. They distorted 
Lenin’s teachings on the stages of revolution for the colonial and semi-colonial 
countries. They have replaced Lenin’s teachings on the working class hegemony 
over the national liberation movement with bourgeois hegemony over the same. 
They have replaced Lenin’s teachings on the worker-peasant alliance as the basis 
of the democratic front with an alliance of the working class and bourgeoisie. 
They have replaced Lenin’s teachings on the dual nature of national bourgeoisie 
in the colonial and semi-colonial countries and the necessity of‘unity and struggle’ 
with regard to the national bourgeoisie with all-round co-operation with the 
national bourgeoisie. They have replaced Lenin’s teachings on the necessity of 
an uncompromising ideological struggle against bourgeois ideology with the 
adoption of bourgeois ideology itself as Marxist ideology. They have replaced 
Lenin’s behest that the first socialist state should act as the base of the world 
socialist revolution and help the national liberation struggles economically, 
politically and militarily with the sole economic aid to reactionary governments 
of the newly independent countries.

All these anti- Marxist - Leninist propositions are being practiced by the 
revisionist leadership of the CPSU in the name of non-capitalist path and national 
democracy.

It is true that Lenin declared at the Second Congress of the Third International 
in 1920:

“ The Communist International should advance and theoretically 
substantiate the proposition that those backward countries can, with 
the aid of the proletariat of the advanced countries, go over to the 
Soviet system and through definite stages of development, to 
Communism, without having to pass through the capitalist stage. ”

But Lenin never said that this non-capitalist path is possible for almost all 
the newly liberated countries of the world as the present revisionist leadership of 
the CPSU is advocating.

Lenin entirely depended on the struggles of the labouring masses of these 
countries and the help that the socialist states give to these labouring masses for 
the success of this non-capitalist path.

Without the nationalisation of imperialist capital, without abolition of 
feudalism, any amount of economic aid to the Governments of the newly 
independent countries will not help in building an independent economy in these 
countries; it will only result in helping the reactionary Governments to save the 
colonial and semi-colonial order, and make them more and more dependent on 
imperialist economic aid.

But the present revisionist leadership of the C P S U have distorted this 
Lenin’s behest on the support the Soviet Government has to give to the labouring 
masses, and have taken to the path of economic aid to the bourgeois Governments.
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India is a classical example to show how Soviet economic aid is being 
utilised to build monopoly capitalism.

The present revisionist leadership of C P S U has extolled the public sector in 
India as an instrument to industrialise the country and to build an independent 
economy, and they have lavishly helped the Indian public sector with large funds 
and machinery to build certain heavy industries.

But we know from our experience that the public sector in India in the hands 
of the big business- landlord Government is an instrument for exploitation of the 
Indian people by monopoly capitalists and the Imperialists.

Not only that. Having taken to an all-round class collaborationist policy, the 
revisionist leadership of the C P S U is using its economic aid to the bourgeoisie 
of the backward countries as a lever to create its own spheres of influence, to get 
those Governments under its control.

The revisionist leadership of the C P S U does not make any attempt to 
distinguish between the pro-imperialist collaborationist Governments and the anti­
imperialist Governments when giving any economic aid.

They do not make a distinction in their military aid to the countries, which 
use that aid to fight imperialism and to countries which use the very same aid to 
fight fraternal socialist countries and to suppress the people’s struggles in those 
countries.

The present revisionist leadership of the CPSU is not supporting the national 
liberaion struggles with all the means at its command; it is prescribing such methods 
for the success of the NLM which in practice obstruct and sabotage those struggles.

They say that successful building of socialism and communism in the socialist 
countries and the economic aid it renders to those backward countries is a guarantee 
for the success of those struggles.

Marxist - Leninists always hold that the development of society is a product 
of the struggle of the internal contradictions of society; Marxist - Leninists hold 
that the revolutionary forces in any given country should mainly depend on their 
own internal strength for the success of their revolution and outside help can 
only play a secondary role. Marxist - Leninists hold that building of socialism 
and communism in socialist countries and its economic aid to the backward 
countries can never replace the necessity of people’s revolutionary struggles for 
the success of their revolution.

Thus we see that this theory of the revisionist leadership of the C P S U is 
only an attempt on its part to create illusions in the revolutionary masses about a 
peaceful path and disarm them politically and make them abandon the path of 
revolutionary struggle.

The present leadership of the CPSU is so enamoured of the economic aid as 
a lever for the completion of the democratic revolution in the backward countries, 
that they evenadvocate imperialist aid as a lever for economic development of 
the backward countries.



Khrushchov shamelessly declared:
"Your and our economic successes will be hailed by the whole world, which 

expects our two great powers to help the peoples who are centuries behind in 
their economic development to get on their feet more quickly. ”

The present CPSU leaders, following in the footsteps of Khrushchov, revise 
Lenin’s teachings on the exploiting nature of imperialist capital and extend 
imperialist economic aid as a lever to build an independent economy in the 
backward countries.

The CPSU leaders have become shameless advocates for the penetration of 
imperialist capital into the backward countries.

Modern revisionists and the revisionist leaders of the CPSU are stubbornly 
opposed to the people of the backward countries taking to the path of revolutionary 
struggles and declare that "local wars in our time are very dangerous ", that "even 
a tiny spark can cause a world conflagration " and further declare “ we will work 
hard to put out the sparks that may set off the flames of war. "

Here we see an attempt on the part of the C P S U leadership not to make a 
distinction between just and unjust wars, between wars of aggression by the 
imperialists and liberation wars of the oppressed people against the oppression.

Everybody knows that the present UNO is an instrument in the hands of the 
imperialists particularly the American imperialists for wars of aggression against 
the oppressed nations.

But the revisionist leadership of the CPSU, who are opposed to the armed 
struggles of the oppressed people against their oppression, ask these backward 
countries to pin their confidence in this very same UNO to achieve their liberation.

The CPSU leadership is actively helping the imperialism to use UNO as the 
instrument of aggression against other people.

Sometimes, modem revisionists and the revisionist leadership of the CPS 
U pretend to be supporting the national liberation struggles and sometimes they 
do give some limited help to justify themselves as Communists in the eyes of the 
world public.

But if we go into the essence of the matter, if we scrutinise their practical 
steps, we see that the C P S U leadership is betraying the national liberation 
struggles one by one.

They betrayed the Congolese people’s struggle by voting with the imperialists 
for the intervention of U N O.

They voted with the imperialists in the U N O for a mere boycott of Rhodesian 
white lords which did not do any harm to them.

While pretending to be supporting the national liberation struggle of the 
Vietnamese people against American imperialism, on all the key issues of the day 
they are allying and collaborating with American imperialists.

While pretending to be supporting the national liberation struggles of Latin 
American people they are giving economic aid to the reactionary regimes in these 
countries to suppress those very struggles.
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While pretending to be condemning the butchery the Indonesian fascist 
militarists perpetrated on the Indonesian Communists, they have begun to give 
economic concessions to the very same butchers.

And the betrayal of the Arab people’s struggles against American-inspired 
Israeli aggression is the final act of betrayal of the national liberation struggles by 
the CPSU leadership.

What does all this show?
Modern revisionists and the revisionist leadership of the CPSU with its 

theories and practices on the national liberation struggle have disarmed and 
disrupted the national liberation struggles.

The heroes of the Second International, Bernstein and Kautsky, served the 
interests of the old imperialists. But the modem revisionists, the revisionist leaders 
of CPSU, serve the interests of neo-colonialists.

Thus the policy of Marxist-Leninists on the question of the national liberation 
struggles is diametrically opposed to that of the modem revisionists and the 
revisionist leadership of the CPSU.

And it is the sacred duty of the Marxist-Leninists to resolutely fight modern 
revisionism within the ranks ofNLM, and eradicate its influence within the ranks 
of NLM, in order to achieve victory in their struggle against imperialism, for 
modem revisionists act as the hidden agents of imperialism within the ranks of 
the international working class movement, and Lenin rightly said, “ the fight 
against imperialism is sham and humbug unless it is inseparably bound up with 
the fight against opportunism."
War and Peace

Modem war is born of imperialism. Already imperialism has plunged the 
world into two destructive world wars resulting in colossal destruction of man 
and material. Even after the Second World War, the imperial ist powers have been 
conducting innumerable wars against the people of the oppressed nations to impose 
colonial or neo-colonial slavery upon them.

Today the imperialists are once again feverishly preparing to plunge the world 
into another global war with the most destructive atomic and hydrogen weapons.

Today, American imperialism, leader of the imperialist camp with its huge 
military machine, possessing the deadliest nuclear weapons, with its world-wide 
military bases, thirsting for world domination, is feverishly preparing for another 
world war.

Thus we see America is the source of the Third World War-the number one 
enemy of the people of the whole world.

But today the balance of forces is in favour of the peace forces. The existence of 
the mighty socialist camp, growing national liberation struggles, the growing 
international working class and communist movement, the existence of a number of 
independent countries which are genuinely interested in the preservation of world 
peace-innumerable peace forces throughout the world vigorously working for the 
preservation of world peace, if these forces are united and determined to expose and 
resist the war plans of the imperialists, a new world war can be prevented.
T.N.M.Trust Publication



Documents of the Communist Movement in India

Marxist-Leninists hold that "the menace of war by the imperialists still exists, 
the possibility of a Third World War still exists. But the forces thwarting the danger 
of war and preventing a Third World War are rapidly developing and the political 
consciousness of the masses of the people of the world is rising. A new world war 
can be prevented, provided the Communist Parties of the world keep on uniting 
and strengthening all the forces of peace and democracy that can be united. ” 
Stalin said:

“ Peace will be preserved and consolidated if the people will take 
the cause of preserving peace into their own hands and defend it to 
the end. War may become inevitable if the warmongers succeed in 
entangling the masses of the people in lies, in deceiving them and 
drawing them into a new world war. "

What are the tasks that Marxist-Leninists have to carry out if this behest of 
Stalin is to be put into practice?

- Strengthen the unity, the political, economic and military weight of the 
socialist camp.

- Strengthen the national liberation struggles with all the means at the 
command of the socialist states.

- Relentless exposure of the war plans of the imperialists, and thus raise the 
vigilance of the world people.

- Resolutely oppose and resist the export of counter-revolution that the 
imperialists constantly carry out throughout the world.

- While propagating for the general disarmament, breed no illusions about 
its immediate possibility and strengthen the military might of the socialist 
states including the atomic weapons to match the atomic weapons of the 
imperialists.

Marxist-Leninists everywhere are vigorously struggling to carry out the above 
tasks. The glorious PRC resolutely exposing the war plans of the American 
imperialists, helping the NIM with all the means at its command, strengthening 
its own military weight, trying to unite all the peace forces, is acting as the bastion 
of peace.

Today the raging national liberation struggles in Asia, Africa, Latin America 
are giving hammer blows on the war plans of the American imperialists and they 
are meeting with defeat after defeat.

Just at this time, when the war plans of the American imperial ists are meeting 
with defeat after defeat, modem revisionists and the revisionist leaders of C P S U 
have come forward with a host of revisionist theories on war and peace which in 
practice create illusions about peace intentions ofthe imperialists, lull the vigilance 
of the peace forces against the war plans and thus serve the war plans of the 
imperialists.

From the time of the 20th Congress of the C P S U, the revisionist leadership 
of C P S L) has been advocating that Lenin’s teachings on imperialism and war, 
his theory that “Wars are inevitable as long as imperialism exists,” have become 
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outmoded, and since imperialism has ceased to be the all-embracing world system 
and because strong political social forces opposed to war have emerged and are 
in a position to compel the imperialists to renounce wars, they advance the new 
thesis that today war is notfatalistically inevitable ’ and that war can be abolished 
from society altogether even though imperialism still exists in a part of the world.

The world capitalist and imperialist social order is still in existence over 
3/4ths of the globe’s surface, all the traditional imperialist states like America, 
Britain, West Germany, France, Italy, Japan, etc., are feverishly arming themselves. 
In the face of these facts, for the modem revisionists to say that war can be 
abolished even if imperialists exist in a part of the world is utterly anti- Marxist - 
Leninist. This new theory of the C P S U leadership is only intended to create 
illusions in the fighting masses about the possibility of peace without struggle.

Not only that, the CPSU leadership is talking about preventing a future war 
like the imperialists have been continuously waging wars of aggression against 
the struggling oppressed nations. It only shows that they do not recognise the 
wars of aggression that the imperialists are carrying against the peoples of Asia, 
Africa, Latin America as real wars, but they recognise wars only when they 
occur between themselves and the imperialists. But Lenin recognised them as 
wars and condemned those who do not recognise them as wars, He said:

“Peace prevailed in Europe but continued because the European 
people's domination over hundreds of millions ofcolonial inhabitants 
was affected by constant uninterrupted never-ending wars which, we, 
Europeans, do not consider to be wars but the most brutal slaughter 
extermination of unarmed people. "

It is true that if the peace forces are united, if they are vigilant and resolutely 
oppose wars they can prevent a particular war.

But to say that war can be abolished completely in today’s circumstances is 
utter pacifist illusion.
Stalin said:

' to eliminate the inevitability of war it is necessary to abolish imperialism. "
Marxist - Leninists hold that world peace can be won only by the struggles of 

the people of the world and not by begging the imperialist for it.
But CPSU leadership refuses to rely on the world people’s struggles for the 

preservation of peace but by making peace with the imperialists by coming to 
agreements with them, by giving them costly concessions. In the last analysis 
they are striving their utmost to make peace with American imperialists, enemy 
number one of the world people.

To achieve this they are never tired of praising the peace nature of the rulers 
of America; Whenever they succeeded in getting the signature of the imperialists 
on an empty call for peace, they praised that call as a great event which will lead 

. to a relaxation of tension in the world.
But the whole world knows that these very war-mongering rulers of America 

while paying lip service to peace have created a huge war machinery, have been
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continuously conducting wars of aggression against oppressed nations, have been 
continuously conspiring against the Socialist States. It is on such war-mongers 
that the CPSU leaders have been lavishing praises for their ‘dedication to peace’.

They forget Lenin’s behest that the imperialists either in war or in peace 
pursue the same policies of plunder of the weaker nations.

This effort on the part of the C P S U leadership is only an attempt on their 
part to cover the aggressive nature of the imperialists to create pacifist illusions 
among the people about the peace intensions of the imperialists.

Marxist - Leninists hold that national liberation wars are powerful weapons 
in thwarting the war plans of the imperialists. The war of resistance in Korea, the 
liberation war in Vietnam, the various liberation struggles have dealt powerful 
blows in defeating the war plans of the imperialists.

Marxist - Leninists firmly hold that the export of the counter revolution by 
the imperialists must be resolutely resisted by revolutionary wars, that the people 
must wage tit for tat struggle against the war plans of the imperialists.

But the revisionist leadership of C P S U opposes such a tit for tat struggle, 
opposes national liberation struggle, as such wars they claim would lead to a 
world war.

While they do not raise a single finger to resist the import of counter­
revolution by the imperialists to the various parts of the world, they resolutely 
oppose the national liberation struggles.

This reasoning of the revisionist leadership of the C P S U is akin to the 
teachings of Kautsky who said:

'.... the danger to world peace from imperialists is only slight. The great 
danger appears to come from the national strivings in the East and various 
dictatorships."
Disarmament and the Banning of Nuclear Weapons:

In the face of growing danger of the Third World War the peace forces and 
the International Communist Movement should mobilise the world public opinion 
for a general disarmament to expose the war intentions of the imperialists and 
also to compel the imperialists either to restrain their arms drive or even to accept 
some partial agreements.

But Communists should have no illusions or create illusions among the people 
that the imperialists would accept general disarmament and agree to abandon 
their arms drive and military build up.

But the modern revisionists and the CPSU leadership carry on disarmament 
campaign in so pacifist a manner as to breed worst illusions about the imperialists, 
they paint the picture of the total and general disarmament being an immediate 
and practical possibility, that certain sections, the ruling classes of the imperialist 
states are willing to accept disarmament etc.

It is a pacifist utopia to expect the imperialists to willingly accept total and 
general disarmament. Lenin always warned against pacifist illusions about disarmament 
and said that arming of the people is only way to disarm the bourgeoisie.
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In the face of the ever-growing menace of arms drive of the imperialists, the 
socialist states must develop their armed might including nuclear weapons to 
defend the socialist states, to defend the cause of world socialist revolution and 
peace.

But the CPSU viciously attacked this policy of PRC as war policy, tore off 
the agreement with it to provide it with atomic technical know-how and rushed to 
conclude the partial test ban treaty with America and Britain.

Thus the C P S U leadership disrupted the socialist camp in its eagemessto 
come to an agreement with the American imperialists.

Subsequent events have proved that this Test Ban Treaty is only intended to 
save the supremacy of the USSR and USA in atomic weapons.

And how both USSR and USA are proceeding to conclude so-called non­
proliferation treaty which nakedly proves their desire to keep the atomic secrets 
to themselves and keep all the other countries at their mercy for protection.

The policy of USSR under the present leadership with regard to atomic 
weapons coincides with those of the American imperialists.

Instead of rousing the consciousness of the people, the revisionist leaders of 
the CPSU inculcate fears among the people that war between the two opposite 
systems will lead to nuclear war, would lead to the destruction of the whole world, 
that atom bomb does not distinguish between the imperialists and the working 
people, that ‘millions of workers would be destroyed per one monopolist’ and 
that it would be useless to think of what society could be built on the ruins of 
human civilisation.

This reasoning is entirely against historical experience. War always demands 
heavy sacrifices from the people.

Marxist - Leninists have no use of war as a means to create socialist revolution. 
But at the same time they are not afraid of war. Basing themselves on the past 
experience they boldly declare that if the imperialists should succeed in launching 
a Third World War many more hundreds of millions of people will turn to socialism, 
that the imperialists will then have little room left on the globe and it is possible 
that the whole structure of imperialism will collapse.

This is the Marxist - Leninist way of rousing the consciousness of the people, 
of instilling confidence in the people about this future and prepare them politically, 
ideologically for heavy sacrifices that are necessary to defeat imperialism.

But CPSU leadership which has abandoned Marxism - Leninism is trying to 
inculcate the worst fears among the people about the war, destroy their will to 
resist imperialist aggression, make them bow before imperialist aggression and 
thus facilitate the aggressive war of the imperialists.

Having taken to the line of col laboration with the imperialists the revisionist 
leadership of the C P S U is propagating that nuclear weapons have changed the 
character of war, have changed the old notions about war, that atom bomb does 
not adhere to the class principle.
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This is an utter anti - Marxist-Leninist proposition. Imperialists have always 
been introducing new military techniques in war but they did not change the 
character of war.

The emergence of nuclear weapons can neither arrest the progress of the 
human history nor save the imperialist system from its doom any more than the 
emergence of the new technique could save the old system from their doom in the 
past.

The emergence of nuclear weapons does not and cannot resolve the 
fundamental contradictions in the contemporary world, does not and cannot alter 
the law of class struggle, does not and cannot change the nature of imperialism 
and reaction.

Marxist- Leninists never hold the view that the superiority in arms will 
decide the fate of war. They believe in Lenin saying that every victory is 
conditioned in the final analysis by the spiritual state of those masses who shed 
their blood on the battlefield. This comprehension by the masses of the aims and 
reasons of the war has an immense significance and guarantee of victory.

Thus it is clear that the main purpose of the CPSU leaders is to discourage 
and disorganise the people against the atomic blackmail of U.S. imperialists and 
this facilitates their war plans.

Of late, the CPSU leadership has almost stopped exposing the American 
imperialism as the source of Third World War, as the enemy No. 1 of the people 
of the whole world. On the other hand more and more the CPSU leadership is 
hurling the worst slanders against the great PRC accusing it as "adversaries of 
the policy of peace, " as a country which wants “to preserve and intensify the 
international tensions," as a country which wants war to give a "push" to 
revolutions, as a country manoeuvering for a nuclear war between USA and 
USSR working for Asian domination, that its policy is athreat to the independence 
of the other Asian countries.

While making efforts to come to an agreement with the mightiest imperialists 
plunderers, the CPSU leadership is doing everything to isolate the PRC.

The degeneration of the CPSU leadership has gone to such lengths that 
Humphrey, the U.S. Vice -president, who openly declared in 1966, “ the Soviet is 
attempting to build a containment wall, so to speak, around Communist China" 
and that “ the Government of the Soviet Union is much more concerned today 
about its relations throughout the entire world, vis-a-vis Communist China than 
it is over anything the United States may be doing in any part of the world. " It is 
significant to note the CPSU leadership has not refused this claim of the US 
imperialist.

Warm friendship with No. 1 enemy of the whole world, cold war attitude 
towards the mighty socialist state, the staunchest friend of the oppressed people- 
this is the cruel logic of the modem revisionism.

To sum up, while the Marxist - Leninists want to strengthen the unity of the 
socialist camp as a reliable guarantee of the world peace, the policy of the
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C P SU leadership disrupts the unity of the socialist camp and thus paves the way 
for the war plans of the imperialists.

While the policy of the Marxist - Leninists is to strengthen the national 
liberation struggles as a powerful weapon to thwart the war plans of the imperialists 
the policy of the C P S U leadership disrupts the NLM and thus paves the way for 
war plans of the imperialists.

While the policy of the Marxist - Leninists is to smash the nuclear blackmail 
practiced by the U.S. imperialists, the policy of the CPSU leadership helps the 
nuclear blackmail of the U.S. imperialists.

While the policy of the Marxist - Leninists takes into account all the available 
factors, including the inter- imperialist contradictions and is directed to isolate 
the American warmongers, the policy of the CPSU leadership is directed not 
against the American imperialists, the enemy of world peace, but is directed against 
the socialist camp, against the peace camp.

While the policy of the Marxist - Leninists is directed against the “global 
strategy” of the U.S. imperialists, the policy of the CPSU leadership is intended 
to serve the interests of the ‘global strategy’ of the U.S. imperialists.

Thus we see the policy of the Marxist-Leninists on the question of War and 
Peace is in diametrical opposition to the policy of the modem revisionists 
represented by the C P S U leadership.
Peaceful Co-existence

With the first socialist state in Russia in 1917, the concept of peaceful co­
existence between capitalist and socialist states arose.

Lenin visualised, within a certain period of time, socialist countries would 
exist side by side with capitalist or pre-capitalist countries.

Because the socialist state is faced with the encirclement of capitalist states, 
Lenin and Stalin made the policy of peaceful co-existence obligatory on the 
socialist states.

But Lenin had no illusion about the imperialist states that they would abandon 
their efforts to destroy the socialist states.

He never visualised permanent peace between socialist and capitalist states. 
He said:

“  The existence of the Soviet Republic side by side with 
imperialist states for a long time is unthinkable. One or the other 
must triumph in the end. And before that end supervenes a series of 
frightful collisions between the Soviet Republic and the bourgeois 
states will be inevitable."
Therefore he enjoined upon the socialist states, while practicing the 

policy of peaceful co-existence with capitalist states to be ever vigilant against 
the conspiracies of the imperialist states against the socialist states, and always 
to be in a state of military preparedness to meet any military threat from the 
imperialist states.
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That is why we said that the socialist states could win their right to peaceful 
co-existence with the capitalist states only through incessant struggle with them 
in the political, economic and ideological spheres.

In carrying out the policy of peaceful co-existence, Lenin adopted different 
principles with regard to the different types of countries in the capitalist world.

Lenin tried to establish friendly relations with all those capitalist nations 
which are bullied and oppressed by imperialist states.

While practicing peaceful co- existence Lenin said that the first the socialist 
state should do everything to promote socialist revolutions in the capitalist states. 
He regarded the first state as the base of the world socialist revolution and enjoined 
upon the socialist state to do everything in its power to make the revolution of the 
oppressed nations and oppressed classes a success. He never viewed peaceful 
co-existence as the ‘general line’ or the ‘essential’ part of the foreign policy of the 
socialist state. On the other hand support to the revolutions of the oppressed 
nations and oppressed classes was made the fundamental principle of the foreign 
policy of the socialist state. He said:

"Alliance with the revolutionaries of the advanced countries and 
with all the oppressed people against any and all the imperialists- 
such is the external policy of the Russian Revolution. "

Thus we see Lenin laid down four cardinal principles of the foreign policy 
of the socialist state-peaceful co-existence with capitalist states, struggle against 
the imperialist states in the political, economic, ideological spheres, friendship 
with oppressed bourgeois states, support to the revolutionary struggles of the 
oppressed nations and oppressed classes to complete the world socialist revolution.

Lenin and Stalin successfully implemented these principles of foreign policy 
of the first socialist state.

Lenin and Stalin practicing peaceful co-existence with imperialist states, at 
the same time conducted incessant class struggles against the imperialism in all 
spheres, defended the Soviet Union against all attacks of the imperialist states, 
and at the same time resolutely supported the revolutionary struggles of all the 
oppressed nations and classes.

Steadfastly adhering to Marxism - Leninism , the PRC is struggling hard to 
execute the foreign policy of the socialist states. But the CPSU leadership which 
has betrayed Marxism - Leninism is adopting the worst collaborationist policy in 
its foreign policy.

They have betrayed Lenin’s teachings on the foreign policy of the socialist 
state and declare that peaceful co-existence between states with different social 
systems is the general line of the foreign policy of the Soviet Union and the 
countries of the socialist camp.

Thus we see they have abandoned Lenin’s behest that the socialist state 
should resolutely struggle with the imperialist states in all spheres, should resist 
the imperialist wars of aggression and should help the revolutionary struggles of 
the oppressed nations and oppressed classes for the completion of the world 
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socialist revolution. They have reduced the foreign policy of the socialist state to 
a policy of permanent peace with the imperialist states.

They not only practice peaceful co-existence with imperialist states, but 
they advocate peaceful co-existence as a panacea to solve all the fundamental 
contradictions of the contemporary world. They shamelessly declare that peaceful 
co-existence is the highest form of class struggle, that ‘peaceful co-existence alone 
is the best and sole way to solve the vitally important problem confronting society.'

They forget that peaceful co-existence cannot replace the revolutionary 
struggles of the people for their social emancipation.

Disregarding this elementary truth of present-day history the C P S U leaders 
falsely claim that it is their policy of peaceful co-existence that achieved 
independence of many countries, thus negating the role of liberation struggles.

Having abandoned the role of liberation struggles against imperialism, the 
revisionist leadership of the CPSU have developed an all round peace policy with 
the American imperialists. Instead of vigilance against the war plans of the 
American imperialists, instead of constantly exposing war plans of the imperialists 
they are propagating that the ruling circles of America are sincerely interested in 
peaceful co-existence.

As a matter of fact, friendship with America is the heart and soul of the 
peaceful co-existence policy of CPSU leadership. They are not making a secret 
of this policy. They openly declare:

“ Each of these two powers is leading a large group of nations, the Soviet 
Union leading the socialist system and the United States the capitalist camp. ”

“ If there is agreement between N.S.Khrushchov, the head of Soviet 
Government, and J.Kennedy, the President of the United States, there will be a 
solution of international problems on which mankind's destinies depend. ”

Therefore not active opposition to American imperialism, but co-operation 
and collaboration with American imperialism-that is the essence of the policy of 
peaceful co-existence as practiced by the CPSU leadership.

In order to achieve peace with America, they have begun to abandon one 
revolutionary post after another-Congo, Rhodesia, Dominican Republic and now 
the Middle East.

While doing everything to appease America to purchase peaceful co-existence 
with it, CPSU leadership is at the same time maintaining a ‘cold war’ relationship 
with socialist states like China and Albania, maligning and slandering them as 
enemies of peace, breaking even economic relations with them, and joining hands 
with all the reactionaries against Socialist China!

In their pursuit of U.S-Soviet collaboration, the CPSU leadership has 
sabotaged national liberation struggles and by prevailing social reformist, they 
are sapping the revolutionary fighting will of the world proletariat.

On the other hand, People’s Republic of China strictly adhering to the Marxist- 
Leninist principles of the “foreign policy of Lenin, working as the base of the 
world revolution, is resolutely supporting the revolutionary struggles of oppressed 
nations and classes throughout the world, firmly resisting the American imperialist 
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wars of aggression, is standing in the forefront of the anti-imperialist struggles 
and is standing as a bulwark against expansionist war plans of the American 
imperialists in the East.

That is why the reactionaries throughout the world, the American imperial ism, 
in particular, are vilifying China with wildest slanders, and ceaselessly conspiring 
to destroy socialist China.

It is the international duty of every Communist to valiantly support China in 
its struggle against all reactionaries, in its struggle against American imperialism, 
and beat back all the slanders and vilifications against China and stand by it in its 
struggle to win the right of peaceful co-existence.
Forms of Transition to Socialism

The attention of the proletarian revolutionaries has always been engaged on 
the forms of transition to socialism.

The founders of Marxism - Leninism have scientifically analysed the question 
of state and revolution and laid down clear laws for the forms of transition to 
socialism.

State is an organ of power, an instrument of suppression of one class by 
another. Bourgeois state is an organ of the exploiting classes for the suppression 
of the exploited class, is an organ to maintain their class rule.

Army and the police are the chief instruments of class rule in the hands of 
the bourgeoisie.

Parliamentary democracy is only an ornament to cover the class rule of the 
bourgeoisie, the best possible political shell for capitalism.

Every Marxist - Leninist knows that bourgeois states, whatever their forms, 
are in essence bourgeois dictatorships and proletarian states, whatever their forms, 
are, in essence, proletarian dictatorships and that “Wage slavery is the lot of the 
people even in the most democratic bourgeois state. "

The exploited classes in their struggle for social emancipation are inevitably 
faced with the violence of the bourgeois state and destruction of bureaucratic 
military state machine is the ‘pre-condition for every real people’s revolution.’

According to the teachings of Marxism - Leninism the key question in every 
revolution is that of the state power. And the key question in the proletarian 
revolution is that of the seizure of state power and the smashing of the bourgeois 
state machine by violence, the establishment of the proletarian dictatorship and 
the replacement of the bourgeois state by the proletarian state.

Proletariat, while striving to achieve its emancipation through peaceful means, 
should have no illusions about bourgeois democracy and organise revolutionary 
force against counter-revolutionary force.

The bourgeoisie will not step down from the stage of history voluntarily. 
This is universal law of class struggle.

It is true that Marx expected a peaceful revolution in countries like England 
and America in the 19th century when militarism had not developed to the present
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level. Even then Marx treated it as an exception. But Lenin, analysing the situation 
in the imperialist era, said that the proletariat could not achieve its emancipation 
except through violent revolution even in those countries.

After the February Revolution in Russia in 1917, Lenin visualised the 
possibility of a peaceful transition to socialism up to July. But he depended for 
his analysis on the dual state power, on the arms in the hands of the people.

But the experience of the whole history of international working class 
movement, the history of all the real people’s revolution, has shown that the 
exploited classes had to face the brutal force of the bourgeois classes, that they 
had to smash the repressive machine of the bourgeois state in order to achieve 
their social emancipation; countless revolutionaries had to sacrifice their lives at 
die altar of revolution.

There is no single example in the whole world history where a peaceful 
revolution has taken place.

The entire history of the working class movement tells us that violent 
revolution is a universal law of proletarian revolution, that it is absolutely necessary 
to smash the bourgeois state machine for the establishment of the dictatorship of 
the proletariat.

This has been the teaching of Marxism - Leninism. This has been the 
experience of the international working class movement.

Attitude to violent proletarian revolution, attitude to the smashing of the 
bourgeois state machine, establishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat, is 
the watershed between Marxism - Leninism and all forms of revisionism, between 
all proletarian revolutionaries and all renegades from the proletariat.

Modem revisionists and the revisionist leaders of the CPSU, who betrayed 
every tenet of Marxism - Leninism, have now come forward to declare that this 
universal law of violent revolution, this Marxist- Leninist theory has become 
outmoded.

From 20th congress of CPSU , the CPSU leaders are propagating that, in 
view of the changed correlation of forces in favour of socialism, both nationally 
and internationally, in view ofthe ever increasing influence of the ideas of socialism 
on the minds of the masses, universal law of violent revolution has become 
outmoded and parliamentary road to socialism has opened to the proletariat of 
many countries.

Marxist - Leninists hold that universal franchise is a measure to gauge public 
opinion and it cannot transfer real power into the hands of the exploited classes.

But the revisionist leadership ofthe CPSU says that the proletariat by winning 
majority in Parliament, could effect transfer of power into its hands and this 
tantamounts to the breaking of the bourgeois repressive state machine.

In the present day situation when all the means of propaganda, all the means of 
wealth are concentrated in the hands of the exploiting classes wielding state power, 
the revolutionary proletariat will not be allowed to get a majority, or even if they get it, 
will not be allowed to rule. Experience of many countries proves this.
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These new teachings of the modem revisionists have been merely copies 
from Kautsky who said:

"Parliamentary Republic-with a monarchy on the English model or without - is 
to my mind the base out of which proletarian dictatorship and socialist state grow. ” 

CPSU leadership even makes bold to say that 'basic shifts in favour of 
socialism in the relationship of forces in the international arena ’ now create the 
possibility of‘paralysing the intervention of international reaction’ and that 'this 
lessens possibilities  for the unleashing of civil war by the bourgeoisie. ’

The experience of Indonesia, Ghana, Congo, Vietnam- etc., where gigantic 
class battles are being waged against the intervention of the American imperialists 
growing militarisation of all West, all the capitalist states, exposes the falsehood 
of CPSU leadership on this account.

Marxist-Leninists always hold the view that while conducting partial 
struggles, while working in Parliament to achieve certain democratic reforms, 
they should always keep before the people the alternate goal, capture of power 
through revolutionary means.

It is wrong to refuse to use Parliamentary and other legal forms of struggle 
when they can and should be used.

However, if a Marxist - Leninist Party falls into legalism or parliamentary 
cretinism, confining the struggle within the limits permitted by the bourgeoisie, 
this will inevitably lead to renouncing the proletarian revolution and the 
dictatorship of the proletariat.

While working in parliament we should organise the revolutionary forces for 
the ultimate goal. This attitude to the ultimate goal, the seizure of power through 
revolutionary means, must demarcate our Party from other social democratic 
parties and other bourgeois, liberal parties.

While preparing for a peaceful development, the Marxist - Leninist 
Party must fully prepare for a non- peaceful development. But we should 
never over- emphasise the chances of peaceful development as that will 
only reduce the revolutionary consciousness of the people.

Not able to show a single incident in history to prove its theory of peaceful 
transition to socialism, the CPSU leadership has begun to falsify history. They 
are citing 1919 Hungary revolution, establishment of People’s Democracies in 
East Europe after the Second World War as examples of peaceful transition. 
Everybody knows that these are merely falsehoods.

Thus we see that CPSU leadership and modern revisionists have abandoned 
the path of proletarian revolution, have taken to the path of bourgeois democracy. 
All their new theories are intended to lull the revolutionary consciousness of the 
masses and thus maintain the present status quo in the capitalist states. And to 
achieve this end they have taken to utter falsehoods. Lenin said:

"Kautsky had to resort to all these subterfuges, sophistries, and 
fraudulentfalsifications only in order to dissociate himself from violent 
revolution, and to conceal his renunciation of it, his desertion to the 
liberal labour policy i.e., to the bourgeoisie. ”
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The present CPSU leadership has exactly taken to this course, has deserted 
to the bourgeoisie.

The policy of Marxist - Leninists on the forms of transition to Socialism is 
diametrically opposed to that of the modem revisionists. The revolutionary working 
class movement has to eradicate this hated revisionism from its ranks in order to 
make a successful revolution.
Evaluation of the Role of Stalin

After Lenin’s death, Stalin became not only the leader of the Party and the 
Government of the Soviet Union but the acknowledged leader of the international 
communist movement as well. For thirty years he led the Soviet state and the 
international communist movement.

Stalin led the CPSU and the Soviet people after Lenin ‘s death in resolutely 
fighting both internal and external foes, and in safeguarding and consolidating 
the first socialist state in the world.

Stalin upheld the line of socialist industrialisation and agricultural 
collectivisation and in achieving great success in the socialist transformation and 
socialist construction. He led the CPSU and the soviet people and the Soviet Red 
Army to the great victory in the anti-fascist war.

He defended and developed Marxism- Leninism in the fight against various 
kinds of opportunism, against the enemies of Leninism, the Trotskyites, 
revisionists, Bukharinists and Titoites.

He led the Soviet state in pursuing a foreign policy which was in keeping 
with proletarian internationalism and in greatly assisting the revolutionary struggles 
of all people.

He stood in the forefront of the tide of history leading the struggle, and was 
an irreconcilable enemy of the imperialists and all reactionaries.

He made an indelible contribution to the international communist movement 
in a number of theoretical writings which are immortal Marxist- Leninist works.

Inhisahduous strugglesagainstall kinds of enemies, he might have committed 
certain mistakes, some subjective and some unavoidable in the then existing 
circumstances.

But his work taken as a whole, Stalin was a great Marxist- Leninist, a great 
proletarian revolutionary.

But the C P S U leadership in a secret report at the 20th Congress and then 
again at the 22nd Congress, and in various writings viciously attacked the work 
and role of Stalin, all in the name of correcting the personality cult.

In all these writings, instead of critically analysing the work of Stal in and drawing 
proper lessons for the future, they completely disregarded the life of Stalin.

They accused Stalin of weakening the struggle against fascism by his resolute 
struggle against social democracy with his slogan ‘social democracy is social 
fascism’ and his fighting slogan ‘class against class’.

They accused Stalin of not adequately preparing the country for defence 
against Hitler’s invasion.
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They accused Stalin of violating Socialist democracy and employing ruth less 
repression against suspects and even innocent persons.

They denounced Stalin’s great work Dialectical and Historical Materialism..
Thus we see the revisionist leadership of the CPSU attacking the 

whole life of Stalin.
In their hatred for Stalin the CPSU leadership went to the extent of falsifying 

CPSU history to place Stalin in a wrong position.
In their hatred for Stalin, they described Stalin as a ‘murderer’, ‘criminal’, 

‘gambler ’, ‘despol of the type of Ivan the Terrible ’, ‘greatest dictator in Russian 
history ’, fool ’, ‘idiot ’, etc.

Thus we see the evaluation of the role of Stalin by the present leadership of 
the CPSU has nothing to do with Marxism. .

Their hatred for Stalin reached such low depths as to bury his dead body.
Safe burial for the dead body of Stalin, Marxist - Leninist and television 

show for the dead body of Kennedy, the imperialist.
Marxist - Leninist Stalin a murderer.
The imperialist rulers of America -peace lovers.
This is the cruel logic of the revisionism of the CPSU leadership.
They attacked Stalin because they wanted to destroy his image as a great 

Marxist - Leninist, as an uncompromising anti-imperialist.
The attack of the CPSU leadership on Stalin is closely linked with their 

betrayal of Marxism - Leninism and it was done with a purpose.
It is significant to note that the vicious attacks of the CPSU leadership on 

Stalin were fully utilised by the reactionaries throughout the world to undermine 
confidence in Socialist democracy, in the Socialist system, in the whole 
international communist movement.

Thus we see the attack on Stalin by the CPSU leadership did great damage 
to the international communist movement; it served the interests of the imperialists. 
Building of Communism in the Soviet Union:
The state of the whole people, party of the entire people

The CPSU leadership has declared at its 22nd Congress that it will build 
Communism in the Soviet Union within 20 years, that their state is no more a 
state of the dictatorship of the proletariat, but a state of the whole people, and that 
the great C P S U is not a party of the working class but a party of the whole 
people.

These issues have aroused serious controversy within the international 
communist movement.
Building of Communism in U. S. S. R

With the great October Revolution the First Socialist state was established 
and the Soviet people began the task of building socialism in the U. S. S. R.

The replacement of capitalist society by socialist society is a great advance 
in the historical development of human society. Socialist society covers the 
historical period of transition from class to classless society. It is by going through 
socialist society that mankind will enter communist society.
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However, one cannot but see that socialist society is a society born 
out of capitalism and is only the first phase of communism. It is not yet a 
fully mature communist society in the economic and other fields. It is 
inevitably stamped with the birth-marks of capitalist society.

The practice of the socialist states teaches us that socialist society covers a 
very long historical period. Throughout this historical period the class struggle 
between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat continues and the question of ‘who 
will win’-the capitalist road or the socialist road- remains. Thus, till society enters 
the period of communism, the danger of restoration of capitalism persists.

The dictatorship of the proletariat has to put down the resistance of the 
overthrown capitalist classes, prevent the emergence of new capitalist elements, 
firmly deal with the political degenerates in the Government and party apparatus, 
struggle to replace the capitalist encirclement with the encirclement of socialist 
states, create abundance of wealth through socialisation of the industry and 
collectivisation of agriculture, and thus prepare the ground to go over from ‘each 
according to work’ to ‘each according to needs ’, remould human element and 
create a new man who will habitually work for the good of society, remove 
difference between physical and mental labour, difference between town and 
country and thus build a classless society when the state itself withers away.

These are the prescriptions of Marx and Lenin to build communism.
But the revisionist leadership of the C P S U which has betrayed Marxism - 

Leninism has arbitrarily fixed the first 10-year period to build the industrial 
prerequisite for communism and the next 10-year period to build full-scale 
communism.

It is significant to note that the plan of the C P S U leadership to build 
communism is not related to the eradication of difference between mental and 
physical labour, the difference between town and country, the building of a new 
way, but is related to the level of production with the American imperialists.

Classes still exist in Soviet society. Corrupt elements frequently appear both 
in Government and party apparatus in the Soviet Union. And the Soviet State is 
still threatened with the threat of intervention from the imperialist states. When 
such is the situation internally and externally, for the Soviet leadership to think 
of building communism is either an utopia or deception practiced by the C P S U 
leadership on the Soviet people and the world public.

If we look closely at some of the measures that the present leadership of the 
C P S U is taking, we will see that these measures are not intended to build 
communism but aimed at the restoration of capitalism in the Soviet Union.

Lenin and Stalin visualised greater and greater centralisation of industries 
for the completion of building socialism and going over to communism. But 
recently the C P S U leadership has begun to decentralise industries, has removed 
certain industries from its planned economy, and allow their production to be 
based on the purchase and sale in the open market.
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Stalin visualised state trading to cover all fields of economy to advance to 
communism. But recently the C P S U leadership has allowed the purchase and 
sale of individual peasants' [farm products] in the open market.

Stalin visualised the conversion of collective farms into state farms to advance 
to communism. But recently the C P S U leadership disbanded the government 
tractor and machine stations and sold them to individual collective farms.

Stalin visualised the abolition of commodity production to advance to 
communism but the present leadership of CPSU is actually increasing commodity 
production as the above measures suggest.

Marx and Lenin visualised the building of a new man inspired with high 
ideals ‘capable of working without remuneration in the interest of society to 
advance to communism. But the CPSU leadership has introduced profit, bonus, 
substituted material incentives for the socialist principle ‘from each according 
to his ability, to each according to his work which only when [ the difference in] 
the income of various sections of Soviet people, which will only increase motives 
for personal profit and selfish interests.

Thus we see all the above measures weaken socialism and in the process 
help in the restoration of capitalism in the Soviet Union.

The present CPSU leadership, instead of inspiring the people with 
revolutionary ideology, with proletarian culture, with proletarian internationalism 
is peddling bourgeois ideology, bourgeois liberty, equality, fraternity and humanity, 
inculcating bourgeois idealism, and metaphysics, and the reactionary ideas of 
bourgeois individualism, humanism, pacifism among the Soviet people and 
debasing socialist morality. Rotten bourgeois culture of the West is becoming 
fashionable in the Soviet Union.

Thus the CPSU leadership, through its various measures, is helping new 
capitalist elements to grow in the town and rich peasant elements to grow in the 
countryside.

It is significant to note that many of these measures were advanced and 
practiced for a very long time by Yugoslav Tito clique.

Recently , a very dangerous phenomenon has appeared in East European 
states. Many of them are building industries with foreign collaboration. Even the 
Soviet Union is negotiating with the Japanese imperialists for the joint exploitation 
of Siberian mineral wealth.

Thus we see that while shouting that it is building communism in the Soviet 
Union the CPSU leadership is actually taking steps to restore capitalism.

That is the reason why the bourgeois world, instead of being afraid of the 
construction of‘communism’ in the Soviet Union are showering praises on the C 
P S U leadership for its new measures. This should open the eyes of ail Marxist- 
Leninists as to the nature of‘communism’ being built in the Soviet Union.
State of the Whole People-Party of Entire People

State is an organ of suppression of one class by another.
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Dictatorship of the proletariat has to suppress the resistance of the overthrown 
classes, prevent the rise of the new capitalist'elements, resist the threat of 
imperialist intervention, build socialism, abolish the classes and build communism 
and when classes disappear, dictatorship of the proletariat disappears .
Lenin observed:

"The essence of Marx's teaching on the State has been mastered 
only by those who understand that the dictatorship of a single class is 
necessary not onlyfor every class society in general, not only for the 
proletariat which has overthrown the bourgeoisie but also for the 
entire historical period, which separates capitalism from classless 
society, from communism. ”

Thus it is clear that proletarian dictatorship is necessary for the working 
class for the entire period of building socialism and advancing to communism.

But the CPSU leadership has no use for this teaching of Lenin. They declared 
at the 22nd Congress that since socialism has finally, irrevocably, triumphed in 
the Soviet Union, antagonistic class contradictions have disappeared in the Soviet 
Union; that since the entire Soviet people accept the goal of communism, 
dictatorship of the proletariat is no longer necessary for the Soviet people, and 
‘transformed the state of the proletarian dictatorship into the state of the whole 

people. ’
Since all the people in the Soviet Union accept the party programme, the 

party cannot be a party of a single class, working class, but the party of the entire 
people.

Since class contradictions still exist in the Soviet society and since the external 
threat from the imperialist powers still exist, it is betrayal of the Soviet people on 
the part of the CPSU leadership to abolish proletarian dictatorship and transform 
it into the State of the whole people.

State canalways be a representative ofa particular class or classes, there cannot 
be a supra class state, the so-called people’s state. It is only the bourgeoisie who 
camouflage their state with the name People’s State to cover up their class rule. 
Engles said:

" free people’s state'was a programme demand and a catchword 
current among the German social democrats in the seventies. This 
catchword is devoid of all political content except that it describes 
the concept of democracy in a pompous philistine fashion. ”

Exactly the present CPSU leadership is using the 'People’s State’ to cover up 
the bourgeois state it is trying to build.

Similarly, a political party can represent a single class and there can be no 
supra class party. People’s party is a bourgeois term intended to cover the class 
nature of bourgeois parties.

As long as proletarian dictatorship exists there must be communist party of 
the proletariat to head this state and accomplish its historical mission of building 
communism.
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But the revisionist leadership of CPSU is converting the great CPSU into 
bourgeois party and it is using ‘People's Party 'to cover up this betrayal.

Even at the time of the 19th Party Congress of CPSU , Stalin noted 
degeneration and corruption that appeared in certain party and state organs. He 
warned of the 'corrupt elements setting their group interests higher than the 
interests of the party and the State', who forget that the enterprises entrusted to 
their charge are state enterprises, and try to turn them into their own private 
domain', people who ‘instead of safeguarding the common husbandry of the 
collective farms’ engage in filching collective farm property.

The CPSU headed by Stalin adhered to the dictatorship of the proletariat 
and the road of socialism and waged a staunch struggle against such forces of 
capitalism.

During the time of Khrushchov, and the present leadership, there has been a 
fundamental change in the state of the class struggle in the Soviet Union.

They have carried a series of policies serving which have given rise to new 
type of capitalistic elements in the town, and the rich peasant in the countryside.

The new bourgeois elements, who have usurped the leadership of the party 
and the state step by step and have formed a privileged stratum in Soviet society.

This privileged stratum is the principal component of the bourgeoisie in the 
Soviet Union today and the main social basis of the revisionists. The present 
revisionist leaders are the political representatives of the new Soviet bourgeois 
elements, particularly of its privileged stratum.

Members of this privileged stratum who have betrayed the revolutionary 
traditions of the Bolshevik Party, discarded the lofty ideals of the Soviet working 
class. They betray revolution and forbid others to make revolution. The sole 
concern is to consolidate their economic and political rule.

The old and new bourgeois elements, the old and new rich peasants and the 
degenerate elements of all sorts constitute the social basis of revisionism and 
they use every possible means to find agents within the Communist Party. The 
existence of bourgeois influence is the internal source of revisionism and 
collaboration with the imperialists is its external source.

The Soviet privileged stratum represented by the revisionists constitute only 
a small per cent of the Soviet population. Among the Soviet cadres, its numbers 
are also small. It stands diametrically opposed to the Soviet people, who constitute 
more than 90 percent of the Soviet population and to the great majority of Soviet 
people and Communists. The contradiction between the Soviet people and this 
privileged stratum is now the principal contradiction in the Soviet Union and it is 
an antagonistic contradiction.

We must not confuse the revisionist leadership of the CPSU and the privileged 
stratum taking to the capitalist road with the Soviet people and communist Party 
members. We are confident that the Soviet people, with the glorious tradition of 
revolutionary struggles will restore the Marxist concepts of the proletarian state 
and party.
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CPSU Leadership -
Ally of U.S. Imperialism for World Domination

What does the discussion of the great debate between Marxist - Leninists 
and modern revisionists represented by the CPSU leadership reveal?

Marxist - Leninists firmly adhering to the principles of Marxism - Leninism 
are valiantly fighting for the accomplishment of the tasks of the present epoch, 
advancing the cause of the national liberation struggles of the oppressed nations, 
advancing the cause of the revolutionary class struggles throughout the world, 
resolutely opposing the wars of aggression by the imperialists, the American 
imperialists in particular thus to achieve victory in the world social ist revolution.

Modem revisionists, represented by the C P S U leadership, have betrayed 
Marxism- Leninism, have betrayed the revolutionary struggles of the oppressed 
nations and classes and have taken to a class collaborationist policy all along the 
line serving the interests of the imperialists.

Unity with imperialists and opposition to the socialist camp;
Unity with the reactionaries and the imperialists in the backward countries 

and active opposition to the national liberation struggles;
Alliance with American imperialism and active opposition to Socialist China.
This in essence is the class collaborationist policy of the CPSU leadership 

and this policy is diametrically opposed to the interests of the world people.
In pursuit of this class collaboration policy, the revisionist leadership of the 

C P S U has become an ally of U. S. imperialism for world domination, for a . 
division of spheres of influence throughout the world as testified by their nuclear 
agreements, their confabulations in U.N. O, their recent talks at Glassborough 
with the U.S. imperialists.

Does such a characterisation of activities of the C P S U leadership mean 
keeping the Soviet Union out of the socialist camp? No, certainly not.

The CPSU leadership, which has embraced bourgeois ideology and which 
has been adopting steps for the restoration of capitalism in Soviet Union, if al lowed 
to have its own way will try to take the Soviet Union out of the socialist camp. A 
timely ruthless exposure of its betrayal alone will rouse the consciousness of 
Soviet people and Soviet Communists and help their resistance to this betrayal of 
the C P S U leadership. The international communist movement owes this 
responsibility towards the Soviet people. Any shielding of betrayal of C P S U 
leadership or any soft peddling of the exposure of the betrayal of the CPSU 
leadership will be a violation of international duty of the world communist 
movement and the interests of the Soviet people.

Thus we see the contradiction between Marxism- Leninism and revisionism 
of the C P S U leadership is an antagonistic contradiction.

In their pursuit of class collaboration, the C P S U leaders are following the 
footsteps of the old revisionists-Bernstein, Kautsky, Browder and Tito.

It was the Yugoslav Titoites who first advanced revisionist theories and went 
out of the socialist camp after the Second World War. They changed the proletarian 
character of the Communist Party. They took measures to change the socialist
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state into a bourgeois state. They took measures that help the process of growth 
of capitalist elements both in town and country. They openly took to the path of 
collaboration with U.S. imperialism.

It is significant to note that the CPSU leadership has begun to implement all 
the measures that the Yugoslav revisionists implemented in their country. They 
have taken over the mantle of revisionism from the Yugoslav revisionists and 
now they have become the leaders of modem revisionism.

It is the duty of all Marxist - Leninists to carry on irreconcilable fight against 
modern revisionism, represented by CPSU leadership. It is only such a fight that 
will help the Soviet people to see through the treachery and betrayal of the CPSU 
leadership. It is wrong to view this great fight of Marxist - Leninists against 
CPSU leadership as being anti-Soviet. It is the present leadership of the CPSU 
that is really anti-Soviet. Its measures for the restoration of capitalism, its attempts 
to convert the proletarian State into a bourgeois State and the proletarian party 
into a bourgeois party-all are really anti-Soviet. And this great fight is really in 
the interest of the Soviet people themselves.

It is true, compared to the present leadership of the CPSU the old revisionists 
of the Second International were mere pigmies. The CPSU leadership is using 
the highest prestige of the CPS U, which has been held in high esteem by all the 
Marxist - Leninists for many years, to coverup the essence of its revisionism and 
splittism and deceive those unaware of the truth. But the revisionism of the C P 
S U leadership has its own weaknesses also. It occurred in the land of Lenin and 
Stalin whose people and communists have got great traditions of revolutionary 
struggles and experience. And the fight against modem revisionism is taking place 
in the background of ever deepening crisis of world capitalism and growing class 
and communists have got great traditions of revolutionary struggles. In the face 
of these class struggles modem revisionism cannot succeed to deceive the Soviet 
people for long. The people and the Communists of the land of Lenin and Stalin 
will surely come forward and restore the unity in the socialist camp and repair the 
damage done by modern revisionism to the great cause of world revolution. The 
great ideological fight carried on by Marxist-Leninists against modem revisionism 
has already started yielding good results. The fall of krushchov is the first great 
victory against modem revisionism. It is the beginning of the end of it. Marxist - 
Leninists should not relax this great struggle. Faced with the prospect of complete 
isolation the present leadership of the CPSU, which is of Khruschov’s old cast 
cannot but remove him from his post and adopt supple tactics to carry on their old 
class collaborationist line, which is also doomed to fail. The continuation of this 
irreconcilable fight against modern revisionism represented by CPSU leadership 
and its class collaborationist policies alone will keep the Soviet Union within the 
socialist camp and will restore full unity in the socialist camp and the international 
communist movement.



I

New Deceptive Slogans and Anti-Revolution 
Policies of the C P S U Leaders

The present leadership of the C P S U which has stepped into the shoes of 
Khrushchov has been continuously trying to gain breathing space, using every 
means to blur the dividing line between Marxism - Leninism and revisionism and 
has been trying to halt the struggle against revisionism so that it can easi ly speed 
up the measures for the restoration of capitalism in the Soviet Union and spilt the 
socialist camp for more collaboration with U.S. imperialism for world domination. 
With this purpose in view the new leaders of the C P S U have been loudly 
chanting the honeyed words and phrases, such as ‘unity’, ‘unity of the socialist 
camp’, ‘unity of the international communist movement’ on so-called ‘common 
programme’,‘unity against the enemy’,‘unity against imperialism’, ‘united action 
on Vietnam’etc.,-all in their attempt to sap the militant will of Marxist - Leninists 
in fighting against modem revisionism and U.S. imperialism. Imperialism headed 
by U.S. imperialism is carrying on a death -bed struggle and it needs badly the 
services of modern revisionism in its vain attempts to save itself from its final 
doom. Revisionism has always been a social prop of imperialism. The new leaders 
of the C P S U are no exception. They in their attempt to deck themselves as 
different from Khrushchov to do better service to U.S. imperialism have been 
using a facade of‘unity’ slogans in order to conceal the essence of their continued 
pursuance of Khrushchov revisionist line. It is common with all moribund forces 
to take over such progressive slogans for their reactionary purposes. But what is 
the reality? The present C P S U leadership, along with Khrushchov, taking 
advantage of every concession given, seriously tried to create confusion in the 
ranks of the world Communists and came out against all the revolutionary 
principles of the militant revolutionary programme of world communist 
conferences of 1957 and 1960. It is they who came out against all revolutionary 
struggles and ganged up with U.S. imperialists and all the reactionaries of the 
world against the great People’s Republic of China, the base of the national 
liberation struggles, to isolate it from the fighting people and socialist countries. 
It is they who attempted to split the socialist camp and the world communist 
movement. The new leaders of the C P S U, who were forced to discard 
Khrushchov, did not change this basic line and took over Khrushchov’s revisionism 
in its entirety. In such a situation, how can there be any base for ‘ unity’ on ‘common 
programme ‘ and unity in the socialist camp when they doggedly pursue the anti­
revolutionary revisionist line?

The present CPSU leaders have repeatedly declared that the line laid down 
at 20th and 22nd Congress of the CPSU was, is and will be their "sole and 
immutable line in domestic and external policy". They expressed that there was 
not a shade of difference between them and Khrushchov on the questions of 
international communist movementand on China. In spite of some new gestures 
and new deceptive slogans the present CPSU leaders adopt the same 
collaborationist policy. The emergence of Khrushchov revisionism is not due
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to a few individuals and it is not an accidental phenomenon. It has deep social 
roots in the privileged stratum in the socialist society. Unless the Soviet people 
prevailed over and changed the whole course and the revisionist line, the new 
leaders in the interest of the privileged stratum continue to pursue the old 
revisionist line on all fundamental issues.

The new gestures and ‘unity’ slogans of the present C P S U leaders are 
intended to deceive the people and to serve U.S. imperialism. While criticising 
U.S. imperialism as the ‘aggressor’ and ‘war-monger’ they in one breath praise 
Johnson administration as ‘sensible’, ‘moderate’. While asserting that they, 
together with the people of the world, will oppose U.S. imperialist war, maintain 
close contacts, exchange information against with mutual understanding with U.S. 
imperialists revolutionary struggles. While asserting their support to national 
liberation struggles, they conspire with U.S. imperialists to organise U.N. Force 
for the suppression of these struggles and with the reactionaries of the newly 
independent countries against the democratic struggles. By offering ‘aid’ to 
Vietnam, they are trying to bring the Vietnamese question into the orbit of U.S. 
Soviet collaboration. With these dubious methods in pursuance of the 
collaborationist policy the new leaders of the C P S U have fallen in a predicament 
to explain the contradictions in their statements.

Thus, its call for unity of action is a clever camouflage for greater 
disunity, for greater disruption within the socialist camp and within 
international working class movement.

Struggle for International Unity 
of the Proletariat and the United Action

The history of the international communist movement was one of struggle 
by Marxism against opportunism and of struggle of Marxists to safeguard 
international unity of proletariat and to oppose the attempts by opportunists and 
revisionists to divide it. Marxist-Leninists uphold in the course of struggle against 
capitalism and imperialism in the course of world revolution, the international 
proletariat can defeat the enemy only through uniting the forces and uniting with 
all other forces that can be united. In the light of the changes in the balance of 
world power after the Second World War, Marxist - Leninists advanced the slogan 
of the international united front against U.S. imperialism, the main enemy of the 
world people. They stated that it has the unity of the international proletariat as 
its core and the unity of the proletariat and the oppressed nations as its base.

Marxism - Leninism teaches that international unity of the proletariat is a 
revolutionary unity, unity based on principle. Marx and Engels declared implicitly 
that "it is ... impossible for us to cooperate -with people who wish to expunge this 
class struggle from the movement ”. The great CPC and other Marxist - Leninists 
waged a long struggle against modern revisionism represented by C P S U 
leadership in order to uphold the unity of the international communist movement 
based on Marxism - Leninism and proletarian internationalism and broaden this 
united front against U.S. imperialism. Unity of Marxist - Leninists with 
revisionists, a unity based not on principle, will neither help the consolidation 
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of complete isolation, the 
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and broadening of the united front against U.S., imperialism nor help the anti­
imperialist struggles, as the core of the united front gets weakened. Only a 
principled struggle for unity strengthens the core of the united front. Lenin said.

“unity a great cause and a great slogan-but the workers cause 
requires the unity of the Marxists and not the unity of the Mat xists 
with the opponents and distorters of Marxism. ”
The present leadership of the CPSU continues its line of U.S. Soviet 

collaboration for world domination and continues to be the force mainly allied 
with U.S. imperialism. Opposition to or alliance with U.S. imperialism constitutes 
the hallmark for deciding whether a political force can be included in the united 
front against imperialism.

It is significant to note that, after this call for so-called “unity of action", the 
CPSU leadership has taken to the vilest slanders against Socialist China, to the 
worst falsifications of the actual state of affairs with regard to the cultural 
revolution in China, to open collaboration with the Indian and Japanese 
reactionaries against Socialist China, to open alliance with U.S. imperialism 
for world domination in opposition to the international working class 
movement and, in particular, in opposition to the People’s Republic of China.

The Communist Party of China is absolutely right in refusing to fall into the 
trap of the C P S U, in refusing ‘unity of action’ on the basis of the so-called 
"commonprogramme. "The CPC has rightly said., "there are things that divide 
us and nothing that unites us, things that are antagonistic and nothing that is 
common. ”

The very fact that the great C P C has repeatedly stated that they are ready to 
take united action with CPSU leaders if they really opposed U.S. imperialism 
and did go by actual deeds goes to show their urge for principled unity, for anti­
imperialists struggles.

A section in our Party views the whole issue from a different angle 
which is completely wrong.

They wrongly feel that the slogan of "united action ’ is given by the new C P 
S U leadership at a time when the socialist camp is seriously divided on several 
ideological-political issues as if the purpose is to bridge the gulf; and that it was 
given in connection with U.S. aggression on Vietnam in order to work out with 
the people’s republic of China a joint plan against aggression, which is not in 
consonance with facts. Everybody knows that the liberation struggle of Vietnamese 
people still continues only because it could withstand the opposition of CPSU 
leadership. When the international working class movement, particularly the great 
People’s Republic of China, has magnificently rallied to the cause of Vietnamese 
people, the C P S U leadership with its revisionist theories and practices has done 
everything possible to disarm, to disrupt and to sabotage the Vietnamese struggle. 
Failing in his attempt to isolate and put down to Vietnamese struggle Khrushchov 
even went to the extent of threatening ‘non-involvement’. Faced with the prospect 
of complete isolation, the new CPSU leadership adopted the policy of
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‘involvement’. Involvement or 'non-involvement’,- both serve the interests of 
the U.S. imperialists unless the policy of collaboration with US imperialists is 
completely reversed. When the Vietnamese struggle has been progressing 
victoriously against U.S. imperialists in spite of the C P S U leadership, with full 
cooperation of the People’s Republic of China and the world people, when it has 
become a rallying point for the unity of all anti-imperialists and all Marxist - 
Leninists, who are seriously interested in the decisive defeat of U.S. imperialism 
in Vietnam and when it has become a turning-point in the anti-imperialist struggles 
after many debacles, as in Congo and Dominican Republic due to their betrayal, 
the present leadership of the C P S U has advanced the slogan of ‘united action’ 
to cover its isolation from the struggling people and Marxist - Leninists of the 
world and to worm itself into the anti-imperialist front for further disruption. The 
attempt of the C P S U leadership to isolate Vietnamese struggle has failed. Vietnam 
has never been and will never be alone against U.S. imperialism. It has to be 
seriously noted that only when the stage of isolation of the C P S U leadership 
commenced, it has come out with such deceptive slogans. It is incorrect on 
the part of a section of our party to oppose the principled stand of the CPC 
and support the slogan of united action, through not as a slogan of immediate 
action.

Everybody knows that the present C P S U leadership has been doggedly 
pursuing the policy of close collaboration with U.S. imperialism. Its stand on the 
question of Vietnam is inseparable from its line of collaboration with the U.S. 
Facts prove the correctness of this proposition. Whenever the U.S. imperialists 
needed the help of the C P S U leadership in its ‘peace’ swindle in Vietnam, it 
readily responded in its own way. In January 1966 it proposed to the Democratic 
Republic of Vietnam to accept the U.S. conditions for peace. In February 1965, 
it forwarded Johnsons’ proposal for unconditional negotiations and carried on 
diplomatic talks with France violating the promise made to C P C. After a strong 
rebuff from the Democratic Republic of Vietnam, the C P S U leadership changed 
its tactics, publicly put forward another slogan that negotiations can be started 
after U.S. bombing is stopped. When these plots were foiled, it began to collaborate 
with Indian reactionaries and the Tito Clique, both the brokers of U.S. imperialism 
on the Vietnam question. The practice of the C P S U leadership was 
demonstratively proved that it is not interested in a decisive defeat of U.S. 
imperialism in Vietnam and, all along the line, at every step in the Vietnamese 
struggle, the C P S U leadership has been pursuing different strategic aims in 
opposition to the aims of the liberation struggle of the Vietnamese people. Even 
while giving military aid to Vietnam it goes on with its anti-China propaganda 
and maintains close contact with America, searching for more areas of co­
operation. The bitter experiences of this period show that the present C P S U 
leadership has completely transposed enemies and friends. In such a situation, to 
abandon the principled stand and take ‘united action’ with revisionist leadership 
will only whitewash it, help it in deceiving the people of the Soviet Union, of 
other Socialist countries and the world. It will be nothing but taking chances and 
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making experiments with the glorious struggle of the Vietnamese people which 
defied all plans of treachery and betrayal and has valiantly moved ahead.

A section of our Party, knowing fully well that the revisionist theories and 
practices have gone only to abet and encourage the American expansionists rather 
than in restoring real peace in Vietnam, knowing fully well that a host of steps 
and actions were deliberately perpetrated by the C P S U leadership ‘to damn the 
Chinese Communists as war-mongers and traitors to the cause of socialism’ and 
knowing fully well that in the present context the slogan of united action given by 
the C P S U leadership ‘reduces itself to one of scoring points and deceiving the 
gullible’, persists in upholding the deceptive slogan of the C P S U leadership as 
a slogan of future united action and in supporting the proposal for joint discussions 
between revisionist leaders and the leaders of the people of the Republic of China 
and Vietnam. Whether at present or in future, united action is possible and necessary 
between Marxist - Leninists and revolutionaries but not with anti-revolutionary 
revisionists. Any unprincipled unity will help to disrupt the struggles. Joint 
discussions between revisionist C P S U leaders and revolutionary leaders of China 
and Vietnam cannot strengthen the core of the anti-imperialist front against U.S. 
imperialism in Vietnam and the failure of the meeting will be a handle in the 
hands of imperialists and revisionists for impeding the Vietnam struggle itself.

The argument that united action in Vietnam should not have been refused in 
principle with the parties and states in which revisionists held the sway in the 
light of the concepts of united front, united action etc., is completely wrong and 
illogical. Such parties and states are not parties and states in general; they are 
communist parties and socialists states, which have to serve as the constituents of 
the core of the anti- imperialist front. Ideological and political struggles and a 
kind of sorting between Marxist - Leninists and revisionists is taking place in 
those parties and states. The condition for the united front is struggle against 
imperialism. If the people and communists in those states and parties are al lowed 
to be deceived and lulled in their vigilance against the revisionist leaders, it will 
only help the disruption of the anti-imperialist struggle. Such slogans of ‘united 
action’ which help the disruption of the struggle itself, are diametrically opposed 
to the very aims and principles of united front tactics. There is a wrong notion that 
there is only some misunderstanding and some mess created between the C P S U 
and CPC and that some facile notion of C P S U leadership has created that split 
in the socialist camp and communist movement and for that reason, a section of 
our party has gone to the extent of suggesting bilateral talks and abandonment of 
the ‘facile notions’ by the leaders of the C P S U to repair the split.

What is standing between CPS and C P S U and between the people and the 
communists in those states and parties on one hand and the Marxist - Leninist 
parties on the other is neither a mess nor a ‘facile notion’ -(of maintaining world 
peace in collaboration with U.S. imperialism without China)- held by the C P S U 
leadership. What is standing in between is the modem revisionism represented by 
the C P S U leadership and its policy of collaboration with U.S. imperialism for 
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world domination. This section of our party fails to understand that the peace 
sought to be maintained by C P S U leaders is a peace of the burial ground and 
they want to win that peace not only with the collaboration of U.S. imperialism 
but also against the great people’s Republic of China, against the struggling people 
of the world. Everybody knows that the main aim of the U.S. war plans is the 
destruction of the People’s Republic of China and the socialist camp, to be 
achieved after the suppression of the national liberation struggles-all this for world 
domination. When the leadership of the C P S U collaborates with U.S. imperialism 
and all reactionaries against China and dogmatically pursues the line what is it 
for if not for world domination? Only the revisionists, representing a privileged 
bourgeois stratum can pursue such an aim. The leading section of our party fails 
to see the revisionist depths of the C P S U leadership and their policy and supports 
the deceptive slogans and proposals of the C P S U leadership.

The damage done to the unity of the socialist camp and the international 
communist movement will be repaired and unity will be fully restored before 
long. But that can be and has to be done on the basis of principled struggle.

The Contribution of C P C
The CPC under the leadership of Mao, basing on the experience of the 

Great October Revolution, creatively applied Marxism- Leninism to the conditions 
of China, following the correct tactics of united front, following the correct 
tactics of struggle-and through a prolonged armed struggle, first liberating the 
countryside and finally liberating the towns, liberated 70 crores of population 
from age -long slavery and established people’s democracy and now through its 
cultural revolution is struggling for the strengthening of the dictatorship of the 
proletariat and completion of the socialist revolution.

With this rich experience of revolutionary struggle , C P C tried to correct 
the revisionist mistakes of the C P S U leadership through friendly criticism. 
When the C P S U leadership spumed this friendly criticism, and openly took to 
a class collaborationist line, the C P C had to begin an open ideological battle 
against modern revisionism represented by the C P S U leadership to preserve the 
sacredness of Marxism - Leninism . Its numerous articles exposing modem 
revisionism have greatly contributed to the enrichment of Marxism - Leninism 
in the present era.

People’s Democracy, People’s War, completion of the socialist revolution 
through the present cultural revolution, struggle for the accomplishment of the 
world socialist revolution basing on the national liberation struggles of the 
oppressed nations; an irreconcilable ideological battle against modem revisionism- 
this in essence is the thought of Mao, Marxism - Leninism of the present epoch, 
upheld by the Marxist - Leninists through out the world.

Marx and Engels developed their theories of scientific socialism in a 
period of growing industrial capitalism.

Lenin further developed Marxism applicable to the period of imperialism.
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Stalin developed Marxism - Leninism in building socialism in a single country 
encircled by capitalist states, and his struggle for creating mass communist parties 
throughout the world.

The thought of Mao is a further development of Marxism - Leninism 
applicable to the present era when imperialism is first disintegrating and the national 
liberation struggles have come to occupy a central place for the completion of the 
world socialist revolution.

Already recent world history has amply proved that wherever people have 
assimilated the experience of the Chinese revolution, and applied it to the concrete 
conditions of their country, there the revolutionary movements have won complete 
victory, or have made significant advances. And wherever the people have failed 
to assimilate the experience of the Chinese revolution, there the revolutionary 
movements have failed to make any significant advance or even counter­
revolutions have succeeded.
Consolidation of the International Communist Movement

It is the urgent task of all Marxist - Leninists to work hard for consolidation 
of the international communist movement to accomplish the tasks of the present 
period.

In the recent period the revisionist leadership of the C P S U by its efforts to 
impose its own programme on fraternal parties, by its blatant interference in the 
internal affairs of other parties, in the name of personality cult, by its splitting 
activities, has seriously disrupted the international communist movement and 
damaged the fraternal relations of the Communist Parties throughout the world.

In the course of the struggle against modem revisionism regrouping of Marxist 
- Leninists is taking place throughout the world.

There must be a common programme based on Marxism - Leninism for the 
general direction of the world communist movement in the present period. Such 
a common programme alone will help in the consolidation of the international 
communist movement.

‘A Proposal Concerning the General Line of the International Communist 
Movement', proposed by the C P C lays the proper basis for such a common 
programme for the world communist movement.

Fraternal relations between the various communist parties based on proletarian 
internationalism must be restored to achieve consolidation of the world communist 
movement. These relations must be based on the principle of solidarity, the principle 
of mutual support and mutual assistance, the principle of independence and equality 
and the principle of reaching unanimity through consultation.

It is the primary duty of the Communist Party in each country to acquire an 
accurate knowledge of the trends of the different classes in its own country through 
serious investigation and study, and to know how to apply the universal truth of 
Marxism- Leninism and integrate it with concrete practice of its own country, to 
evolve its own programme and tactical line based on Marxism - Leninism to achieve 
victory in its revolution.
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When the political line of a particular Party goes completely wrong, and 
when that party rejects the friendly criticism of brother parties, fraternal parties 
will have no other option except open criticism. This has been the practice of 
past history.

When the Third International was founded in 1919, Lenin had to criticise 
the programmes of many parties to put them on the correct track in the interests 
of the movement of the concerned country and in the interests of the international 
movement.

Today, the world communist movement is facing a similar situation. Many 
Marxist - Leninist Parties are evolving a struggle against modem revisionism. 
CPC, the leading detachment of the world communist movement, with its rich 
experience of revolutionary struggles, in its discharge of international tasks, is 
offering criticism of the activities of certain parties to help them correct their 
mistakes.

It is highly regrettable that relations between our party and the CPC 
have been greatly damaged recently.

Taking the strong language alone used by the CPC into consideration , we 
should not miss the essence of the criticism in the interests of our own Party. We 
must seriously try to self-critically examine our own work in the light of that 
criticism and speedily correct our mistakes. We must take speedy steps to re­
establish fraternal relations between our two parties.

We must recognise that the main danger to our movement comes from 
revisionism, both nationally and internationally. The long legacy of revisionism, 
the predominant petty-bourgeois atmosphere in the country, our work in united 
fronts in ministries, Parliament and Assemblies offer a continuous breeding 
ground for revisionism. We must resolutely combat revisionism in all its forms.

While combating revisionism, we must at the same time guard against any 
left- sectarian mistakes that may occur.

The world communist movement is at a turning point in its history. The 
international communist movement will deal a crushing blow to modern 
revisionism and before long achieve complete victory in the World Socialist 
Revolution.



AP PLENUM REJECTS THE

DOCUMENTS OF
ANDHRA COMMUNIST PLENUM

RESOLUTION OF THE ANDHRA COMMUNIST 
PLENUM

Andhra Communist Committee Plenum, after discussing the Central 
Committee Draft on International Ideological Discussions, has adopted the 
following resolution:

1. This Draft does not show a clear-cut way to the solution of the fundamental 
issues that are being faced today by the International Communist Movement and 
the Indian Communist Movement.

2. This Draft has not tried to expose the treacherous character of the Soviet 
Revisionist leadership, which has weakened and disrupted the International 
Communist Movement, the Socialist Camp, the National Liberation struggles 
and the world working class movements through its revisionist theories and 
practice and has thus become a counter -revolutionary force.

3. This Draft is trying to point out non-class reasons, without going into and 
examining the class roots of the Soviet revisionist leadership.

4. This Draft refuses to recognize the truth (the objective reality) of the 
Soviet revisionist leadershp’s effort to destroy the socialist system and to restore 
capitalism. This Draft refuses to recognize the effort of this leadership to convert
T.N.M.Trust Publication 7ft

NEO-REVISIONIST IDEOLOGICAL DRAFT
[The Andhra Communist Plenum was held in Palakole 
(West Godavari district in Jan 1968) as part of the 
internal debate organised by the CC, CPI (M) on the 
questions of International Communist Movement. This 
Plenum was a culmination at the State level of 
plenums at different - taluka and district - levels. 
It adopted a Resolution on the MADHURAI IDEOLOGICAL 
DRAFT OF THE CC, CPI (M) . Out of a total 231 delegates, 
158 voted for the Resolution while 52 against it 
and 8 remained neutral. Here is the Text. --EC]
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the Soviet State into an ordinary bourgeois state, and the Soviet Communist 
Party into an ordinary bourgeois Party.

5. Soviet revisionist leadership is functioning as the political representative 
of the new capitalist forces having special rights and as political representative 
of this privileged stratum.

6. Because it has acquired the character of the bourgeoisie, the Soviet 
revisionist leadership has been working as the enemy of Soviet people, 
of the socialist system, of the Socialist Camp and of the World Communist 
movement. It is working as an ally and friend of the imperialists, within 
the world communist movement and in the socialist camp.

7. The Soviet revisionist leadership which has betrayed Marxism-Leninism, 
has been implementing class collaborationist line with American imperialists on 
a world wide- scale against revolutionary movements, against Socialist China 
and against world working class movement, and thus joined hands with American 
imperialists for world hegemony and for division of spheres of influence.

8. This Draft refuses to see neither the decisive role of National Liberation 
struggles in the new epoch nor the truth that to make these national liberation 
struggles achieve complete success, People’s War is the only form and that there 
is no other way.

9. Vietnam Peoples’ Liberation struggle has advanced, fighting on the one 
hand against the aggression of American imperialists and on the other hand 
resisting the betrayal of Soviet revisionist leadership. Because of its disruptive 
role being exposed it is getting isolated. In order to enter into the ranks of 
Marxist-Leninists and in the ranks of National Liberation struggles, so as to 
carry on greater disruption, the Soviet revisionist leadership has come forward 
with deceitful slogans of “common theory”, “common programme”and “unity 
in action”. The Chinese Communist Party, reacting against this deceit, has 
correctly rejected these proposals. For the C.C. Draft to find fault with the 
Chinese Party on this question, this Plenum considers it to be totally wrong.

10. The Chinese Communist Party has carried a serious ideological and 
political struggle against Modern revisionism, rescued Marxism-Leninism and 
applied it to the conditions of the new epoch and thus developed it.

In the struggle that is being waged against imperialism and modern 
revisionism, the CPC is in the vanguard. Through the Cultural Revolution, it is 
strengthening proletarian dictatorship and is trying to enrich and complete the 
socialist revolution.

We consider the following as the essence of the Thought of Mao Tse-tung: 
Peoples’ Democracy; Peoples’ War; the struggle against Modem Revisionism; 
enriching and completing the Socialist Revolution through the Cultural 
Revolution.

Thus the Chinese People’s Republic is functioning as the Revolutionary 
Centre of World Communist Movement. The C.C Draft refuses to recognize 
this truth and reality.
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This Draft is not helpful to examine self-critically, the differences which 
have arisen between our Party and the Chinese Party and to correct the mistakes 
of our movement.

It is true that while fighting against Modem Revisionism, it is necessary to 
safeguard against Left Deviationist trends, but to say that left Deviation has 
become an immediate danger is totally wrong.

11. If, instead of trying to solve the ideological and political differences 
that have arisen in the Party through principled inner-party discussions and by 
adopting necessary measures for such discussions, one tries to solve the differences 
through organisational measures, it will only result in doing great harm.

The only way to solve the ideological arid political differences that have 
arisen in the Party is through thorough and complete discussions. At different 
levels it is necessary for the Party units to discussand implement the decisions of 
the Central and State Committees, in accordance with party forms. It is through 
conducting ideological and political discussions alone that differences can be 
solved.

But the C.C., has given its Draft to the press, even before it reached the party 
members. It has declared it as party policy, while it is still under discussion. It has 
refused to circulate differing views, for discussion. This Plenum considers these 
and similar steps taken by C.C. as totally wrong.

12. Therefore this Plenum rejects the C.C. Draft. This Plenum appeals to the 
C.C. Plenum to prepare a new Draft on the basis of the June 14th Letter of the 
Chinese Communist Party, and on the basis of its Nine Comments, and also keeping 
in view the criticisms that are voiced in the resolutions of the 3 comrades, Pulla 
Reddi, Nagi Reddi and Kolla Venkaiah. That new Draft along with differing 
notes and views are to be circulated among Party members for discussion and the 
Party Congress has to be convened for taking final decisions.



RESOLUTION SUBMITTED BY 
T.NAGI REDDY & C.PULLA REDDY 

TO THE ANDHRA PLENUM
|Held in Jan 19681

The C.C. Draft for the Ideological Discussion has come at a great turning 
point in the struggle of the international communist movement against world 
imperialism headed by the U.S. imperialists and against Modern Revisionism 
represented and practised by the revisionist leadership of the CPSU.

At the time of the Seventh Congress of our Party, when the Party Programme 
was being adopted, we did not discuss the various fundamental issues involved 
in the great international ideological debate. Even when certain aspects of this 
international debate having a direct bearing on certain issues of our Programme 
were discussed, at least these and the conflicting views about these issues, we're 
not separately formulated and discussed thoroughly to enable us to come to 
proper conclusions.

Beginning with the victory of the Great Chinese People’s Revolution, a 
new epoch of all round peoples struggles against decaying imperialism has been 
unfolding throughout the world, heralding a new epoch of rapid decay and 
disintegration of the imperialist system, heralding the eve of the complete victory 
of World Socialist Revolution.

But world imperialism headed by American imperial ism has been conducting 
ferocious last-ditch battles to drown the revolutionary struggles in blood and 
save imperialism from its inevitable doom.

Just at the time when imperialism is on the verge of complete collapse, 
when the world socialist forces are on the verge of complete success, when the 
forces of the international working class movement are conducting titanic class 
struggles against the dying forces of imperialism, Modern Revisionism, 
represented and practised by the present CPSU leadership, has raised its ugly 
head within the ranks of the World Communist Movement, with a host of 
revisionist theories and practices, to demoralise, disrupt and sabotage 
the international working class movement, to liquidate the revolutionary 
struggles of the oppressed peoples and nations and thus save the 
imperialist system from its inevitable doom.
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Beginning with the 20lh Congress of the CPSU, Modern Revisionism 
represented by the CPSU leadership has passed through various phases of 
development-its emergence, formation, growth and systematisation.

Now, Modem Revisionism, represented by the CPSU leadership, has been 
revealed as open betrayal of the revolutionary struggles, as open collaboration 
with U.S. imperialism for world domination.

Now, it is as clear as daylight that the Programme of the CPSU leadership is 
a Programme which opposes revolutions of the peoples sti 11 under the imperialist 
and the capitalist system, which opposes the carrying of revolution through to 
completion on the part of the people already on the Socialist Road. It is a revisionist 
Programme for the preservation and restoration of capitalism.

Marxist-Leninists throughout the world, especially the glorious CPC, had to 
conduct a merciless ideological battle against Modem Revisionism represented 
by the CPSU leadership. The forces of Marxist-Leninists regrouped 
themselves, both nationally and internationally, fought valiantly against 
this treachery and betrayal perpetrated by the CPSU leadership in the 
international working class movement, and the revolutionary struggles.

The revolutionary struggles of the oppressed peoples and nations, the 
revolutionary forces of the international working class movement, based on 
Marxism-Leninism had to withstand the repressive forces of imperialism and 
counter-revolution and, the deception and disruption practised by Modern 
Revisionism represented by the CPSU leadership, and inspite of certain defeats, 
made significant advances throughout the world.

In these struggles, Marxist-Leninists and the revolutionary forces of the world 
are getting consolidated, taking the initiative into their own hands, and are 
advancing in the struggle against imperialism and Modern Revisionism 
represented by the CPSU leadership.

Faced with the prospect of growing isolation from the ranks of the world 
revolutionary forces, from the ranks of the National Liberation forces, from the 
ranks of the Marxist-Leninists the revisionist leadership of the CPSU, has been 
parading a facade of “unity” slogans, to worm itself back into the ranks of the 
Marxist-Leninists, into the anti-imperialist front, for further disrupting this front, 
and thus to better serve the imperialists.

It is the duty of the Marxist-Leninists to ruthlessly expose the deceptive 
new slogans of the CPSU leadership, to rebuff their efforts to work themselves 
back into the ranks of the revolutionary struggles, in order to achieve victory in 
their struggle against imperialism and Modem Revisionism.

The consolidation and the further rapid advance of the World Communist 
Movement to accomplish the tasks of the new epoch is inconceivable without 
waging a principled and determined fight against this menace of Modern 
Revisionism, against the deceptive new slogans of “unity”, given by the CPSU 
leadership.
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It is at this stage of the struggle against imperialism and modern revisionism 
represented by the CPSU leadership, that our Party is discussing the various 
issues involved in the great international ideological debate.

We strongly feel that the C.C. Draft and the outlook expounded from time to 
time in various documents, particularly ‘the New situation and Party's Tasks ’, 
will not and cannot serve as an instrument in the hands of the Party to fight 
against Modern Revisionism and reorientate itself to the rising struggles in the 
Country in the present international revolutionary situation.

I. The depth of the treachery and betrayal of Modern Revisionism 
represented by the CPSU leadership towards the international working class 
movement.

At this stage of the struggle of the international working class movement 
against the imperialists and the deceptive and disruptive tactics adopted by Modem 
Revisionism represented by the CPSU leadership, the duty of every Marxist- 
Leninist Party is, not merely to oppose the revisionist theories and propositions 
of the CPSU leadership, but also to ruthlessly expose the devastating results of 
this policy in practice, the depth of the treachery and betrayal of the CPSU 
leadership towards the international working class movement, the crass nature of 
Soviet Revisionism and the class roots of Soviet Revisionism.

This Plenum meeting strongly feels that the C.C. Draft has completely failed 
in discharging this task.

(a) The policies of the CPSU leadership on peace, Peaceful Co-existence, 
Peaceful Economic Competition and Peaceful Transition-which have resulted in 
a line of compromise, conciliation and collaboration with U.S. imperialism for 
world domination, have been based on its description of the new epoch as an 
epoch of peaceful transition.

This anti-Marxist-Leninist description of the New Epoch made by the CPSU 
leadership, in practice, was merely a mask to cover up the aggressive nature of 
U.S. imperialism, to create illusions in the revolutionary forces about achieving 
peaceful transition to Socialism without gigantic battles, without heavy sacrifices; 
illusions about achieving victories without a fight. Thus, it was an attempt on the 
part of the CPSU leadership to sap the fighting will of the fighting forces and 
facilitate the aggressive plans of U.S. imperialism.

It is a deceptive cover through which the CPSU leadership carries its betrayal 
of national liberation struggles, the betrayal of world revolutionary struggles.

Instead of ruthlessly exposing this deception of the CPSU leadership, the 
C.C. Draft explains away as though the CPSU Leadership’s estimation of the 
New Epoch is due to an "erroneous definition ", “over-simplified formulas 
subjectively drawn, presenting utopian and false perspectives ", as though it is 
living in a "dream world in which imperialism has ceased to be the monster 
which has to be annihilated".

For the C.C. Draft to say that the CPSU leadership wrongly evaluated the 
New Epoch as an epoch of peaceful transition to Socialism because it 
underestimated the strength of imperialism still to resist the advance of the popular 
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forces, is not exposing the deception of the CPSU leadership, but only inventing 
an explanation for this deception.

Not only that: In this New Epoch of final collapse of imperialism and the 
final triumph of world wide victory of Socialism, the national liberation struggles 
have become the decisive force for the final destruction of imperialism. It is the 
imperative duty of the international working class movement to give all its support to 
NLM. It is sacred duty of the Socialist countries to give every kind of support- 
ideological, political, economic and military-to helpNLM to achieve complete success.

The C.C. Draft has failed to locate the NLM as playing the decisive role for 
the final destruction of imperialism.

Instead of this, the C.C. Draft has said that revolutionary combination of 
“Socialist diplomacy” and the “armed might of the Socialist Camp” as essential 
factors for the complete victory of National Liberation struggles.

This is akin to Suslov who said that “the duty of the Socialist countries to 
give to these countries political and diplomatic support and when necessary, to 
curb the imperialist aggressors by using the whole might of the Socialist System 
(Suslov Report- English P.38)

(b) The CPSU leadership has been dogmatically asserting that the basic 
contradiction between Socialism and Imperialism is almostthe only contradiction 
which determines the course of world revolution, while the other contradictions 
play a minor role in the development of world history.

This so-called understanding of the CPSU leadership on the question of 
contradictions was only a means for its advocacy of peaceful solutions for all the 
fundamental contradictions of the present epoch.

It was only a means to cover up the growing contradiction between the 
oppressed nations and imperialism, to negate the decisive role of the NLM in 
deciding the success of the world revolution which practical ly served the interests 
of imperialism, the U.S. imperialism in particular.

Instead of unmasking these pernicious effects of the theory of the CPSU 
leadership on contradictions, the C.C. Draft describes the theory of the CPSU 
leadership on contradictions as merely “wrong in theory and harmful in practice ’’ 
and that this wrong theory merely led to “serious opportunist mistakes”.

Not only that. The C.C. Draft finds an explanation for this “wrong theory” 
of the CPSU leadership and declares that this is due to a “totally erroneous and 
undialectical understanding, study and assessment of the contradictions ”.

In the recent period, the ever growing forces of NLM are seriously 
undermining the rear of the imperialist system, the U.S. imperialism with its 
3,000 military bases throughout the world is concentrating its main military 
strength in the continents of Asia, Africa and Latin America to drown NLM in 
blood. Thus Asia, Africa and Latin America have become the main theatre 
of war between the world revolutionary forces and imperialism. The 
struggle between these two forces is of decisive importance for the cause 
of World Socialist Revolution.
T.N.M.Trust Publication
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To say that the CPSU leadership does not see this reality, that it merely 
underestimates the role of NLM, is merely a refusal to see the treachery of the 
CPSU leadership.

(c) Practice has revealed that the sole aim of the peace policies of the CPSU 
leadership has been to come to an agreement with the greatest enemy of the 
peoples of the whole world-U.S. Imperialism.

To achieve this purpose, it disrupted the socialist camp betrayed the 
revolutionary struggles of the oppressed peoples, disrupted the anti-imperialist 
front, disrupted the unity of the international working class movement, the only 
key weapons in the hands of the
world peoples to defeat the war plans of the U.S. aggressors and preserve world 
peace.

Its nuclear agreements with the U.S. imperialists were merely intended to 
isolate China, to preserve the monopoly of USA and USSR over nuclear weapons.

Friendship with America-enmity with Socialist China- this in essence has 
become the peace policy of the Soviet Union.

Instead of exposing these pernicious manifestations of the policies of the 
revisionist leadership of the CPSU, the C.C. Draft explains that "the attitude of 
the Soviet leaders on the entire issue is based on the unwarranted premise that 
their collaboration with the Anglo-American imperialists is a greater guarantee 
for the preservation of peace ”.

So, the betrayal of one revolutionary post after another by the CPSU 
leadership, to purchase peace with America, is the result of a more “unwarranted 
premise

(d) The essence of the policy of peaceful co-existence practiced by the 
revisionist leadership has been allround peace with the exploiting classes 
throughout the world- peace between the oppressed people and oppressor nations, 
peace between the proletariat and the capitalists’, peace between the Socialist 
Camp and the Imperialist Camp even at the cost of revolution.

Thus, the policy of peaceful co-existence of the CPSU leadership is a negation 
of all revolutions throughout the world, and an allround cooperation and 
collaboration with the class enemy.

Its practice fully demonstrated that friendship with America is the heart and 
soul of the policy of peaceful co-existence of the CPSU leadership.

This great betrayal of all revolutionary struggles, and its global collaboration 
with U.S. imperialism is being painted by the C.C. Draft as though the CPSU 
leadership merely “tends to shield the aggressor”, “seeks to conceal the constant 
imperialist aggression, to appease the aggressor

Not only that. The C.C. says that “peaceful co-existence is of course an 
essential part of the Leninist foreign policy obligatory to every Socialist State

We think that this is not in consonance with Lenin, who said:
“Alliance with the revolutionaries of the advanced countries and 

with all the oppressed peoples against any and all the imperialists- 
such is the external policy of the Russian Revolution
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To say that peaceful co-existence policy of a socialist state is the "essential 
part of the Leninist foreign policy” is adding grist to the policies of the CPSU 
leadership on peaceful co-existence.

Instead of trying to analyse the class roots of the revisionist leadership of the 
CPSU, to understand its treachery and betrayal of the revolutionary struggles, to 
understand its collaborationist policy, the C.C. document tries to issue good 
conduct certificate to the CPSU leadership by saying that its “wrong” theories 
with “harmful effects” are merely due to “totally erroneous and undialectical 
understanding, study and assessment” of the new epoch and contradictions of the 
new epoch. This amounts to saying that the collaborationist policy of the CPSU 
leadership is not due to its betrayal of Marxism-Leninism, to its treachery and 
betrayal of the revolutionary struggles but merely to an undialectical understanding 
of the new epoch, as an epoch of peaceful transition.

But what is the reality? The revisionist leadership of the CPSU, exploiting 
the peace sentiments of the peoples of the world and the peace sentiments of the 
peoples of the S.U. in particular, introduces its treacherous policy of peace and 
peaceful co-existence to betray the revolutionary struggles and to serve the 
interests of the U.S. imperialists.

Lenin never tried to explain ‘peace’ policy of the revisionist leaders of the 
Second International as resulting form their wrong understanding of the situation. 
He said:

“The theory reduces itself to this and only to this, that Kautsky 
utilizes the hope for a new peaceful era of capitalism to justify the 
opportunists and the official Social Democratic parties who joined 
the bourgeoisie and repudiated the revolutionary, i.e. proletarian 
tactics during the present turbulent era not withstanding the solemn 
declarations of the Basle Resolution. ” (Lenin -Col lapse of the Second 
International.)
He declared:

“ the very thought of peacefully subordinating the capitalists 
to the will of the majority of the exploited, of the peaceful, reformist, 
transition to socialism is not only extreme philistine stupidity, but 
also downright deception of the workers, the embellishment of the 
capitalist wage slavery, concealment of the truth. ”

II. National Liberation movements.
(a) The growing National Liberation Struggles are breaking the base of the 

imperialist system. Imperialist rule has been overthrown in many colonial and 
dependent countries, and, in others it has suffered heavy blows and is tottering. 
This inevitably weakens and shakes the rule of imperialism in the metropolitan 
countries themselves.

Thus the National Liberation Struggles have become a powerful force in 
thwarting the war plans of U.S. imperialism for world domination and in preserving 
world peace.
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Thus, in the present era, the NLMs have got overall and decisive importance 
in deciding the course of the world socialist revolution.

Instead of seeing this, the C.C. Draft merely says that the intensification of 
the contradiction between the NLMs and imperialism "influences the course of 
all other contradictions."

We feel this characterisation does not fully bring out the decisive role of 
NLM in advancing the course of the world Socialist Revolution.

We have to bring this fact here, because, the C.C. in “New Situation and 
Party’s Tasks" has expounded certain wrong notions on this question.

(b) The C.C. Resolution says:
"The popular victories scored in a series of countries in Asia and the 

Middle East against the imperialists have become a cause ofpanic for the 
U.S. imperialists who began raising the pernicious slogan of ‘power 
vacuum " (Page. 15)

What is it that the C.C wants to convey by this?
According to the C.C. Resolution, the NLMs in Asia, Africa and Latin 

America threaten the imperialist system in Asia and U.S. imperialism shifted its 
centre of attack against the NLM to dominate the East with its "amendedglobal 
strategy and tactics ” “for its aggressive and expansionist aims in Asia. ” 
(Page 16)

So according to the C.C. Resolution, the NLM threatens the imperialist 
system in the East and the U.S. imperialists are attacking the NLM to 
achieve their domination in the East.

Is not this outlook similar to that of the CPSU leadership, who have been 
propagating the view that the NLM in Asia, Africa and Latin America have got 
only a geographical and regional significance?

But we firmly believe that what is at stake today in Asia, Africa and Latin 
America is not only the imperialist system in these parts but the very existence of 
the world capitalist system as a whole. The destruction or the preservation of the 
world capitalist system is today dependent upon the success or failure of the 
liberation struggles in these areas.

The U.S. imperialism rightly sees in NLM a threat to the whole world capitalist 
system, the biggest impedimentto their plans of world domination, and are fighting 
their last ditch-battles against NLM in connivance with the revisionist leadership 
of the CPSU to preserve the fast crumbling world capitalist system, and to achieve 
their world domination.

Further the C.C. Resolution says that the military strength of the Soviet Union 
under the present CPSU leadership and the Warsaw Pact are an effective force in 
resiting the war plans of U.S. imperialism to dominate Europe. TheC.C. Resolution 
says:

“In Europe, the Soviet Union has rebuilt its war-ravaged economy rapidly, 
broken the U.S. nuclear monopoly, outstripped the U.S. in the scientific and 
technological fields, manufactured atomic and hydrogen weapons including the 
ICBM and the anti missile-missiles, and proved itself to be more than a match to 
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the U.S in the defence and military sphere. The East European peoples' 
Democracies had succeeded in consolidating their revolutionary victories and 
had put their states firmly on the road to socialism and communism. U.S. 
imperialism also found that its aggressive NATO military alliance was effectively 
countered by the Warsaw Pact under the Soviet leadership. At the same time it 
was being faced with the mounting tide of the NLMforces that was threatening to 
further undermine the imperialist system in Asia. "

What an amazing statement! Leaving aside the question as to whether the 
East European Democracies have been placed firmly on the road to socialism and 
communism for future discussion, the C.C. Resolution wants the Party members 
to believe that the "U.S. imperialists then shifted their main centre of aggressive 
activities and sphere of expansion from Europe to Asia", because its plans for 
the domination of Europe were thwarted by the military strength of the Soviet 
Union and the East European Democracies.

To say the least, this is completely a travesty of truth.
The advocacy of peaceful transition to socialism by the CPSU leadership 

and Modem Revisionists of the European continent which sapped the will of the 
fighting sections of the proletariat. The active opposition of the revisionist 
leadership of the CPSU to all revolutionary struggles, the constant efforts of the 
CPSU leadership to come to an agrement with U.S. imperialism on all key 
issues oftheday, even at the cost of revolution, its nuclear agreements with U.S. 
imperialism, its constant secret negotiations with U.S. imperialists in the corridors 
of UNO, gave confidence to the U.S. imperialists about the readiness to 
collaborate with U.S. imperialism in suppressing NLM, and it was this that 
enabled the U.S. imperialists to shift their military concentration from Europe to 
that of Asia, Africa and Latin America to successfully carry its aggressive wars 
against the oppressed nations.

Instead of showing up this treachery of the CPSU leadership towards the 
NLM, the C.C. Resolution merely tries to show it up as an effective force in 
rebuffing the U.S. efforts to dominate Europe.

(c) The C.C. Resolution has further tried to reduce the significance of the 
PRC as against the aggressive war plans of the U.S. imperialists, to one of 
geographical importance. The C.C. Resolution says:

"What, according to the U.S. strategists, stands as the biggest stumbling 
block to their Asian expansionism and domination? .... They now treat PRC as 
the chief force standing against their expansionist aims in Asia."

So according to this, the U.S. imperialists are fighting for expansionism in 
Asia, and PRC as an Asian power is fighting the expansionist aims in Asia.

But the truth of the matter is, the U.S. imperialists are fighting for world 
domination while the PRC carrying through the behests of Lenin and Stalin is 
doing its utmost to help NLM to success heroically championing the cause 
of world socialism and valiantly fighting the aggressive war plans of the
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U.S. imperialists for world domination. Such is the world liberating mission that 
PRC is gloriously carrying on its shoulders.

Only prejudices can blind one not to see the world liberating mission of the 
PRC, that PRC, with its consistent struggle against U.S. imperialist plans for 
world domination, with its irreconcilable ideological battles against modem 
revisionism, with its self-less support to the revolutionary struggles throughout 
the world, is actually acting as the base of the world revolution.

(d) Soviet Economic Aid
The C.C. Draft describes Soviet economic aid to the backward countries in 

the name of the non-capitalist path, as aid to capitalists, to build capitalism in 
their respective countries.

This description is misleading, giving the impression as though Soviet 
Economic Aid to the backward countries plays an anti-imperialist role to resist 
imperialist pressures on those countries.

Practice has shown that Soviet Economic Aid has been used to build a so- 
called public-sector, subservient to the growth of monopoly capitalism, subservient 
to the penetration of American capitalism.

More and more Soviet economic aid is acquiring the character of aid to buttress 
reactionary governments as in Indonesia, Bolivia and India, as aid to create its 
own sphere of influence in the backward countries, as aid to gang up reactionary 
governments against PRC.

When this is becoming the growing character of Soviet Aid, to say that 
Soviet Aid is aid to build capitalism, is not to thoroughly expose the real features 
ofCPSU leadership.

(e) Peoples War
Recent history has amply proved thatNLMs faced with the armed intervention 

of the U.S. imperialists, faced with armed counter-revolution, are taking more 
and more to the path of people’s war inspired by the experience of the Chinese 
Revolution.

When this is becoming the main form of struggle, such expressions as, 
"the foremost thinkers, founders and leaders of Marxism-Leninism were always 
eager to find out ways and means to restrict, minimise and, if possible to avoid 
the bourgeois violence in the way of effecting the Socialist revolution, since 
peaceful transition is advantageous to the proletariat", or "Marx, Engels, Lenin 
and the foremost leaders ofthe world proletariat did strive to achieve the socialist 
revolution by peaceful means wherever and whenever such an opportunity did 
open before them without allowing it to be missed", would only emphasise the 
possibililities of peaceful transition and create illusions among the fighting ranks 
about peaceful transition, as has been done in "New Situation and Party’s Tasks".

(f) Intermediate Zone
The C.C. Draft has not discussed the significance of the intermediate zone. 

It is not for nothing.
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CPSU Leadership’s collaboration with U.S. Imperialism for world 
domination.

The C.C. Draft agrees that "the brankrupt revisionist line of the Soviet 
leaders is being glaringly seen and understood by "every intelligent student of 
politics in the world, let alone the Marxist-Leninists, as more and more a line of 
conciliation, compromise and collaboration between the two great powers the 
USSR and the USA, a line which objectively preserves and perpetuates the 
international status quo and as a line which summarily abandons the 
revolutionary class struggle of the proletariat. "

But the C.C. Draft has rushed to add that this collaboration is not for "sharing 
world hegemony with American imperialism and for the division of the spheres 
of influence in the world."
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In between U.S. imperialism and the socialist camp, the intermediate zone 
and the inter-imperialist contradictions in this area have got a particular 
significance in isolating U.S. imperialism.

In this context alone, we can understand PRC’s relations with France or 
Pakistan, which have yielded good results in isolating U.S. imperialism.

The revisionist leadership of the CPSU which opposed this line in the 
beginning, had to swallow its own words and try to develop its relations with 
France and Pakistan with its own ulterior motives.

The C.C. could not appreciate the attitude of PRC to Pakistan as it fails to 
understand the approach of PRC towards the intermediate zone.

Attitude towards the NLM has become an important line of demarcation 
between Marxist-Leninists and modem revisionists represented by the CPSU 
leadership.

And, it is on this question the revisionist leadership of CPSU has exhibited 
the worst features of betrayal of all revolutionary struggles.

True, sometimes the CPSU leadership pretends to be supporting the 
NLM and does give some limited help to them to justify themselves as 
communists in the eyes of the world public.

But, the essence of the policy of the CPSU leadership is total betrayal of the 
national liberation struggles one by one. Congo, Rhodesia, Dominian Republic, 
the Middle East- are all standing monuments to the great betrayal of the national 
liberation struggles by the CPSU leadership.

The C.C. Draft, instead of bringing out this through betrayal of the National 
Liberation struggles by the CPSU leadership, has dismissed its whole attitude on 
this question as one of neglect or underestimation of the national liberation 
struggles.

It is pertinent to remember that some of our C.C. leaders even as late as 1964 
have been singing praises to "disinterested, technical, industrial and economic 
aid liberally given by the Soviet Union  to the underdeveloped and 
newly liberated countries. ’’
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Then, why is this collaboration for?
According to the C.C. Draft, this collaboration is due to the CPSU 

leadership’s “facile notion of maintaining world peace in collaboration with the 
most aggressive U.S. imperialism. "

U.S. imperialists are conducting ferocious wars of aggression against 
oppressed nations throughout the world. It is arming itself to the teeth with 
deadly weapons to achieve world domination. It has created a huge war machine.

To think that the CPSU leadership really believes that it could preserve 
world peace in collaboration with such a power, is nothing but blindness to see 
the depth of the treachery of the CPSU leadership.

The global strategy of U.S. imperialism has been to grab and dominate the 
intermediate zone lying between the U.S. and the socialist camp, put down 
revolutions of the oppressed peoples and nations, proceed to destroy the socialist 
countries and thus to dominate the whole world.

Is not the CPSU leadership collaborating with U.S. imperialism in the 
accomplishment of these aims?

The CPSU leadership with its theory that ‘local wars lead to world 
conflagration’ has been trying to demoralise, disrupt and sabotage the NLM 
thus facilitating the wars of aggression of U.S. imperialism against struggling 
nations.

It has been helping the U.S. imperialism to use UNO as an instrument 
of suppression of peoples struggles.

With its teachings of peaceful transition, it is trying to sap the fighting will 
of the proletariat and thus help U.S. imperialism in preserving the capitalist system 
and the capitalist world.

The CPSU leadership is trying for peaceful restoration of capitalism in the 
Soviet Union which has been the dream of imperialism.

Both USA and USSR have come to an agreement to maintain their monopoly 
of nuclear weapons to blackmail the weaker nations.

The CPSU leadership has disrupted the socialist camp and International 
Communist Movement which is the fond hope of U.S. imperialism.

The CPSU leadership is ganging up with all reactionary powers to malign 
and isolate China, to build the so-called containment wall against China, which 
is in the forefront of the struggle against U.S. plans for world domination.

If these acts of the CPSU leadership are not acts of collaboration with U.S. 
imperialism for world domination, what else is it?

Both imperialism and the CPSU leaders are shouting about their collaboration 
for world domination.

Willey Brandit of Western Germany recently declared:
“We are by now doubly assured by the Soviet collaboration with U.S., started 

in Cuban crisis, followed by the Middle East now. "
“It is proved beyond any doubt that Soviet leadership will not dare clash 

with U.S. and the rest of the West. Now is the time to redivide the spheres of 
influence between U.S. and USSR in both Western Europe as well as Asia
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Gromyko declared in 1962:
" If there is agreement between N.S. Khrushchov, the head of the Soviet 

Government and John Kennedy, the President of the United States, there will be 
a solution of international problems on which mankind’s destinies depend. ’’

The revisionist leadership of the CPSU uses deceptive peace slogans to 
deceive the peoples of the world, the Soviet people in particular, to cover up its 
dirty collaboration with U.S. imperialism for world domination.

The CPSU leadership resorts to all "these subterfuges, sophistries and 
fraudulent falsifications" only in order to disassociate themselves from 
revolutionary struggles, to "conceal their desertion to the liberal policy i.e. to 
the bourgeoisie" to cover up their dirty deals with U.S. imperialism for world 
domination.

We are sorry to note that the C.C. Draft has fallen a prey to the deception of 
the CPSU leadership.

To sustain its wrong arguments, the C.C. Draft declares that to speak of the 
CPSU leaders’ collaboration with U.S. imperialism for world domination is 
"tantamount to nothing short of placing the Soviet Union outside the socialist 
camp."

Who is trying to place the Soviet Union outside the Socialist Camp?
It is the CPSU leadership, by its efforts to restore capitalism in the Soviet 

Union, by its efforts to transform P.D. (Proletarian Dictatorship) into a bourgeois 
state, by its efforts to transform CPSU from a party of the working class 
into a bourgeois party, by its class collaborationist policy, that is actually 
trying to take the Soviet Union out of the socialist camp.

A timely ruthless exposure of its betrayal alone will rouse the consciousness 
of the Soviet people and Soviet Communists and help their resistance to this 
betrayal of the CPSU leadership. The international communist movement owes 
this responsibility towards the Soviet people.

Any shielding of the betrayal of the CPSU leadership or any soft pedalling 
in the exposure of the betrayal of the CPSU leadership will be a violation of 
international duty of the world communist movement and the interests of the 
Soviet people.

The C.C. Draft by negating the naked fact that the CPSU leadership’s 
collaborating with U.S. imperialism for world domination and by asserting that 
such a characterisation amounts to placing the Soviet Union outside the socialist 
camp, is only trying to negate all the criticism it has made about the policies of 
the CPSU leadership in the previous chapters, to bestow some good intentions 
on the CPSU leadership for its collaboration with U.S. imperialism and lay the 
basis for a united front with the CPSU leadership.

7K Building communism in the Soviet Union -Transformation of P.D. into 
the so-called peoples state and the transformation of CPSU from a 
working class party into a party of the whole people
The C.C. Draft has characterised the decision of the present leadership of 

theCPSU to transform P.D. into a state of the whole people and the transformation
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of the CPSU into a Party of the whole people as negation of Marxism-Leninism 
on the question of P.D. and the proletarian character of the Communist Party.

The C.C. Draft has also admitted that “the resort to capitalist incentives and 
ideas ofpersonal profit, in the final analysis, paves the way for the restoration of 
a new type of capitalism and harms the cause of socialism and communism. "

But the C.C. Draft concedes the claim of the CPSU leadership that it is building 
communism when it says that “this danger is all the more so when the concept of 
material incentives is unduly emphasized in a socialist society at a stage which 
they claim to be full-scale construction of communism. ”

So the C.C. Draft’s complaint is that the CPSU leadership is unduly 
emphasizing the concept of material incentives at the stage of full scale 
constructrion of communism.

But, what is the reality?
As long as differences between town and country, between worker and peasant, 

between mental and physical labour remain, as long as a new man imbued with 
the spirit of selfless service to society is not created, as long as encirclement of 
the socialist state by the capitalist states remain, to think of building communism 
is an utopia. So the claim of the CPSU leadership that it is building communism 
in the Soviet Union is a hoax. The C.C. Draft fails to expose this hoax that the 
CPSU leadership is playing on the Soviet and world people.

Not only that. The practice of the Socialist states teaches us that the socialist 
society covers a very long historical period. Throughout this historical period, 
the class struggle between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat continues and the 
question of‘who will win’- the capitalist road or the socialist road remains. Thus 
till society enters the period of communism, the danger of restoration of capitalism 
persists.

But the present revisionist leadership of the CPSU, which has abandoned the 
principle of class struggle, both nationally and internationally, in the name of 
building communism is actually taking steps for the restoration of capitalism in 
the Soviet Union.

Their disbandenment of machine and tractor stations and selling that property 
to the collective farms, their introduction of free market, their decentralisation 
of certain industries and particular sectors of industry, their investment of greater 
power to the local managers of industries, their introduction of material incentives, 
profit motive and bonus system, their introduction of competition, are all against 
the teachings of Lenin and Stalin on transition from socialism to communism. 
They are steps that will lead not to the building of communism, but will definitely 
lead to the restoration of capitalism in the Soviet Union.

And recently a very dangerous phenomenon has appeared in the East European 
States. Many of them are building joint industries with foreign Western 
collaboration. Even the Soviet Union is negotiating with the Japanese capitalists 
for the joint exploitation of Siberian mineral wealth.

It is pertinent to remember that all these measures of decentralisation, 
competition, profit motive, free market- were measures that Lenin and Stalin 
QI ’ ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------————
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adopted to use them to revive capitalist relations to a certain extent under the 
vigorous control of P.D. before going to the full scale construction of socialism.

But to-day these steps are being introduced by a revisionist leadership 
which has adopted bourgeois ideology and which is following a policy of 
collaboration on a global plane, and these steps have given rise to new type of 
capitalistic elements both in town and countryside.

It is pertinent to remember that the revisionist Tito clique in Yugoslavia 
adopted the very same measures long before the revisionist leadership of CPSU 
adopted them.

The new bourgeois elements, who have usurped the leadership of the party 
and the State step by step, have formed a privileged stratum in Soviet society.

This privileged stratum is the principal component of the bourgeoisie in the 
Soviet Union to-day, and the present revisionist leaders are the political 
representatives of the new bourgeois elements, particularly of the privileged 
stratum.

Thus we see that while shouting that it is building communism in the Soviet 
Union the CPSU leadership is actually taking steps to restore capitalism.

That is the reason why the bourgeois world, instead of being afraid 
of the construction of ‘communism’ in the Soviet Union are showering 
praises on the CPSU leadership for its new measure.

This should open the eyes of all the Marxist-Leninists as to the nature of 
communism’ being built in the Soviet Union.

The C.C. Draft, instead of exposing the ugly fact that the CPSU leadership, 
under the guise of fake communism, is actually taking steps for the restoration of 
capitalism in the Soviet Union, that new capitalist elements have already appeared 
in the Soviet society, says that material incentives "in the final analysis 
pave the way for the restoration of a new type of capitalism ”, as though 
the danger is only in the distant future and not in the present.

STATE OF THE WHOLE PEOPLE AND PARTY OF THE WHOLE 
PEOPLE.

Keeping in line with its policy of restoration of capitalism in the Soviet Union, 
the revisionist leadership of the CPSU is taking steps to transform P.D. into a 
bourgeois state in the name of state of the whole people.

State can always only be a representative of a particular class and there 
cannot be a super class state. It is only the bourgeoisie who camouflage their 
state with the name ‘People's State’, to cover up their class rule. Engels said:

"free peoples state was a programme demand and a catchword 
current among the German Social Democrats in the seventies. This catch word is 
devoid of all political content except that it describes the concept of democracy 
in a pompous philistine fashion."

Exactly the present CPSU leadership is using the people’s state to cover up 
the bourgeois state it is trying to build.
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Similarly, the deceptive term ‘Party of the whole people ’ is a mask to cover 
up the efforts of the CPSU leadership to change the proletarian character of the 
CPSU into a bourgeois party.

The C.C. Draft while opposing the decisions of the CPSU leadership to change 
the proletarian character of P.D. and CPSU, it does not expose that the CPSU 
leadership, in the guise of 'State of the -whole people ’ and 'Party of the whole 
people ’ is actually trying to convert the Soviet State into a bourgeois state and the 
Communist Party into a bourgeois party.

Because the present CPSU leadership is the privileged bourgeois stratum 
representing the new capitalist elements in the Soviet Union, it doggedly pursues 
its line of collaboration with U.S. imperialism for world domination.

The C.C. Draft refuses to see this ugly development.
Ofcourse this does not mean that the cycle of restoration of capitalism in the 

Soviet Union is already complete, or the efforts of the CPSU leadership in this 
direction are going to succeed.

The privileged bourgeois stratum in the Soviet Union, represented by the 
present revisionist clique, represents only the new capitalistic elements, 
constituting a small percentage of the Soviet population. It is diametrically opposed 
to the overwhelming majority of the Soviet people, to the great majority of the 
Soviet cadre and the Communists.

The contradiction between the Soviet people and this privileged bourgeois 
stratum is now the principal contradiction inside the Soviet Union and it is an 
irreconcilable and antagonistic class contradiction.

It is our firm conviction that the great Soviet people, the great Soviet 
Communists, who have long traditions of revolutionary struggles, will, before 
long see through the vile attempts of the revisionist leadership of the CPSU at 
restoration of capitalism in the Soviet Union, resist their attempts, discard their 
revisionist theories and practices and preserve socialism in the Soviet Union.

But confidence in the strength of the Soviet people to preserve socialism 
should not blind us to the ugly fact that the present revisionist leadership of the 
Party, which has temporarily usurped the leadership of the Party and the State, is 
attempting to restore capitalism in the Soviet Union.

It is the duty of the International Communist Movement towards the Soviet 
people to mercilessly expose this treachery of the present CPSU leadership.

The C.C. Draft, by refusing to take up this sacred task and by asserting that 
the CPSU leadership is not trying to restore capitalism in the Soviet Union, is 
only helping the present revisionist leadership of the CPSU to further deceive the 
Soviet people and the peoples of the world and successfully carry through their 
restoration of capitalism in the Soviet Union.

V. The class roots of revisionism in the CPSU leadership
Lenin always taught us that "the inevitability ofrevisionism is determined by 

its class roots in modern society".
Now the C.C. Draft has admitted that the CPSU leadership is following 

a revisionist line.
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Then, what are the class roots of revisionism in the CPSU leadership?
As noted above, the old and new bourgeois elements, the old and new rich peasants 

and the degenerate elements of all sorts constitute the social basis for revisionism in 
the CPSU leadership. The existence of bourgeois influence is the internal source of 
revisionism and collaboration with imperialism is its external source.

But the C.C. Draft refuses to analyse the class roots of revisionism of 
the CPSU leadership.

Then the legitimate question arises at to how the C.C. leadership, has come 
to the conclusion that the leadership of the CPSU is revisionist without going into 
its class roots.

In the same breath they say that they do not accept the view that new 
capitalistic elements have grown up in the Soviet Union and that the present 
CPSU leadership represents these new capitalist elements.

Lenin said:
"Everybody agrees that opportunism is not an accidental thing, 

not a sin, not a slip, not the treachery of individual persons, but the 
social product of a whole historical epoch. "

Revisionism either of the Soviet brand or of Yugoslavia brand or of the brand 
of the capitalist countries or revisionism of the revisionist leaders of the Second 
International-all of them are a prop of bourgeois ideology.

One cannot draw a distinction between the Tito clique and the present CPSU 
leadership.

The only difference is that while the Tito clique is working for these aims 
from outside the socialist camp, the Soviet revisionist clique is working for the 
same aims from inside the socialist camp. Their class roots and class nature are 
one and the same.

The CPSU leaders have been shouting from their house-tops that they and 
the Tito clique are ‘not only class brothers ’ but 'brothers tied together-by the 
singleness of the aims confronting us ’ that they are ‘reliable andfaithful ally' of 
the Tito clique, that they and the Tito clique ‘belong to one and the same idea 
and are guided by the same theory. ’

The CPSU leaders are vociferously shouting about their identity with the 
Tito clique. It is really curious on the part of the C.C. leaders to draw a distinction 
between the Tito clique and the CPSU leadership.

Characterising the opportunism of the revisionist leaders of the Second 
International, Lenin said:

"Advocacy of class collaboration, abandonment of the idea of 
socialist revolution and revolutionary methods of struggle, adaptation 
to bourgeois nationalism, losing sight of the fact that the borders of 
nationality and country are historically transient, making a fetish of 
bourgeois legality, renunciation of the class viewpoint and the class 
struggle, for fear of repelling ‘the broad masses’ of population



Documents of the Communist Movement In India

(meaning the petty bourgeoisie)-such doubtlessly, are the ideological 
foundations of opportunism. " (Zenzn-COLLECTED WORKS- 
Vol.21,P.35)

Does not this description fully fit in with the opportunism and revisionism of 
the CPSU leadership?

Are the theories and practices of the CPSU leadership on War and Peace, 
Peaceful Co-existence, National Liberation Struggles and on Peaceful Transition 
to Socialism any way different from those of Kautsky and Co.?

Characterising the theories and practices of Kautsky, Lenin said:
“Kautsky takes from Marxism what is acceptable to the liberals, to 

the bourgeoisie- and discards, passes in silence, glosses over all that 
in Marxism which is unacceptable to the bourgeoisie (the 
revolutionary violence against the bourgeoise for the latter’s 
destruction). That is why Kautsky, by virtue of his objective position 
and irrespective of what his subjective convictions may be, inevitably 
proves to be a lackey of the bourgeoisie. " (Proletarian Revolution 
and Renegade Kautsky.)

Does not Lenin’s description of Kautsky exactly apply to the present 
revisionist leadership of the CPSU?

Have not the Soviet revisionist leadership with their class collaboration 
theories with their opposition to revolutionary struggles, with their efforts to restore 
capitalism in the Soviet Union sold themselves, body and soul to bourgeois 
ideology and are acting as the ‘lackey’s bourgeoisie’?

The C.C. leaders argue that the revisionist leadership of the CPSU should 
not be treated as an ally and agent of imperialism, because according to the C.C., 
the revisionist leadership ofthe CPSU is part and parcel of the socialist system, a 
part and parcel of the Soviet people.

With its polices of class collaboration, with its policies of undermining 
socialism, how are we to equate the CPSU leadership with the Soviet people who 
are genuinely interested in the preservation of socialism and destruction of 
imperialism?

Lenin has said:
“Actually the fact that the opportunists formally belong to workers' 

parties, does not by any means remove the fact that, objectively, they 
are a political detachment of the bourgeoisie, channels of its influence, 
its agents in the labour movements. " (Lenin -Against Revisionism- 
P.263)

Does not this description apply to the CPSU leadership? Are not the 
CPSU leaders, with their line of class compromise, conciliation and 
collaboration on a global plane acting as the agents of the world bourgeoisie, 
as the agents of American imperialism in the socialist camp and the 
international working class movement?

97



Lenin said:
"The crisis that was created by the Great War has torn off the 

coverings, has swept away the conventions, has exposed the abscess, 
that has long been ripe, has revealed opportunism in its role of ally of 
the bourgeoisie’’. (Lenin-Against Revisionism-P.273)

The growing crisis of world capitalism, the raging national liberation struggles 
throughout the world, the gigantic class battles against imperialism, have all 
‘torn off the coverings’ of the CPSU leaders, have torn off die mask of 
‘communism’ which they have been donning so far and showed them up as nothing 
but allies of the bourgeoisie within the socialist camp.

Our love for the Soviet people, our solicitude for the Soviet people, should 
not hide the fact that Modem Revisionism represented by the CPSU leadership is 
today acting as the enemy of the socialist camp as a counter-revolutionary force 
inside the international working class movement.

It is the duty of all Marxist-Leninists to carry on an irreconcilable fight against 
the menace of this Modem Revisionisim. It is only such a fight that will help the 
Soviet people to see through the treachery and betrayal of the CPSU leadership.

Modem Revisionism is occurring in the background of ever deepening crisis 
of world capitalism and growing class struggles. In the face of these class struggles, 
Modem Revisionism can not deceive the Soviet people for long.

The great ideological fight of the Marxist-Leninists against Modern 
Revisionism has already started yielding good results. The fall of Khrushchov is 
the first great victory against Modem Revisionism. It is the beginning of the end 
of it.

The continuation of this irreconcilable fight against Modern Revisionism 
represented by the CPSU leadership and its class collaborationist policies, alone 
will unite the socialist camp and international communist movement based on 
Marxism-Leninism.

We are sorry to note that the C.C. Draft, instead of helping in this irreconcilable 
ideological fight against the revisionism of the CPSU leadership is laying the 
basis for a united front with the CPSU leadership in the name of the unity of 
socialist camp.
VI. Irreconcilable battle against revisionism of the CPSU leadership or, united 

front with the CPSU leadership-Unity of Action in Vietnam.
We believe the central theme of this document is that inspite of ideological 

differences between Marxist-Leninists and the revisionist leadership of the CPSU, 
united front with the revisionist leadership of the CPSU, is the immediate task in 
order to achieve success in the struggle against imperialism.

To carry through this idea, the document puts forth even more wrong ideas 
before the Party. The C.C. Draft says:

"A look at the present world communist movement and the socialist 
camp would convince anybody that it is sharply divided, and it is plunged 
into a serious crisis - a crisis that have virtually paralysed the initiative of
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the world communist forces in successfully resisting and rebuffing the 
offensive let loose by the world imperialists-chiefly the U.S. ”

So the C.C. Draft sees only crisis and paralysis in the socialist camp, an 
“unity in action against imperialism between different socialist states whose 
state and Party leaders have come to hold diametrically opposed views on a 
series of ideological-political issues of the day” becomes the immediate and 
imperative need.

This is the guiding principle in this document.
But ‘crisis ’ and paralysis' in the camp of the international working class 

movement, in the camp of socialism- Is it true?
The International Communist Movement tried to correct the revisionist errors 

of the CPSU leadership through the 1957 and 1960 conferences.
The CPSU leadership, including Khrushchov, taking advantage of every 

concession given, seriously tried to create confusion in the ranks of the world 
communists and came out against all revolutionary principles of the militant 
revolutionary programme of the World Conferences of 1957 and 1960. They openly 
came out against all revolutionary struggles and ganged up with U.S. imperialists 
and all the reactionaries of the world against the great PRC, the base of the NLM, 
to isolate it from the fighting people and the socialist countries.

Marxist-Leninists, who understood the betrayal of Marxism-Leninism by the 
CPSU leadership, inspite of initial confusion, regrouped their ranks, both nationally 
and internationally and resolutely fought back the treachery, betrayal and splitting 
activities of the revisionist leadership of the CPSU.

Inspite of the betrayal of the CPSU leadership, its sabotage, its open 
collaboration with U.S. imperialism, the national liberation struggles against 
imperialism have continued to advance. It is in this period that liberation struggles 
have spread in the continent of Latin America and they are taking more and more 
to the path of armed struggle. The national liberation struggles have made 
significant advances in South East Asia.

In particular, the people of Vietnam have scored spectacular successes in 
their national liberation struggle, in bogging down the American imperialism ina 
bottomless pit.

Peoples Republic of China has scored great victories in industrial and 
agricultural production, in its Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution, in achieving 
atomic weapons to match the American imperialists and these successes of PRC 
have gladdened the hearts of all freedom loving peoples.

The advancing national liberation struggles have sharpened the crisis of world 
capitalist system, have increased the crisis of American imperialism in particular. 
The American people themselves, especially the Negro people have begun to 
fight the policies of U.S. imperialism.

The advance of the national liberation struggles has not only thrown U.S. 
imperialism into a crisis, but also they have led to a crisis in revisionism of 
the CPSU leadership.
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In actual life, in the fields of battle, the line of the CPSU leadership was 
being more and more exposed as a line of class collaboration, as a line of 
collaboration with U.S. imperialism for world domination.

Faced with the prospect of complete isolation from the ranks of revolutionary 
forces, from the ranks of the liberation struggles, from the ranks of Marxist- 
Leninists, the CPSU leadership had to throw out Khrushchov from power and a 
new set of leaders, the present leaders, had to be placed in power.

The present CPSU leaders following the same old Khrushchovist 
collaborationist policies had to invent new deceptive and honeyed slogans like 
'unity of the socialist camp', 'Common Programme’, 'common ideology’, ‘unity 
of action in Vietnam ’, 'unity against the common enemy ’ and etc.

The C.C. Draft fails to see the general advance of the revolutionary struggles, 
inspite of certain defeats in certain sectors, the growing cirisis in the camp of 
revisionism. It sees only crisis and paralysis in the camp of socialism.

That is why the C.C. Draft readily catches the deceptive slogans of the CPSU 
leadership and puts forth the idea of united front with the CPSU leadership.

THE DECEPTIVE SLOGANS OF THE CPSU LEADERSHIP
As the forces ofNLM and revolutionary forces advance, imperialism 

headed by U.S. imperialism has been carrying on a Death bed struggle 
for its existence and it badly needs the services of Modern Revisionism 
in its vain attempt to save itself from its final doom.

In their vain attempt to deck themselves as different from Khrushchov to do 
better service to U.S. imperialism, the new CPSU leaders have been raising a 
facade of ‘unity’ slogans in order to conceal the essence of their continued 
pursuance of Khruschov’s revisionist line. All moribund forces take to such 
progressive slogans for their own reactionary purposes.

The CPSU leaders shout for ‘united action’ on the basis of the so-called 
'common programme ’ and 'common ideology ’.

But it is the revisionist leadership of CPSU who have completely betrayed 
Marxism-
eninism, the common ideology of all Marxist-Leninists, and the revolutionary 
principles of the common programme of the Communist Parties, unanimously 
agreed upon by the 1957 and 1960 Conferences.

The CPSU leaders, disregarding the common programme of the world 
Communist movement, have been telling time and again that the line of the class 
collaboration‘adopted at the 20,h and 22nd Congresses of the CPSU “was, is and 
will be the only immutable line in the entire home and foreign policies of the 
Communist Party and the Soviet State

The common ideology of all Marxist-Leninists is Marxism-Leninism, while 
the common ideology of Modern Revisionism is bourgeois ideology.

The common programme of the Marxist-Leninists is revolutionary struggle 
for the final destruction of imperialism, for the success of the world socialist 
revolution, while the common programme of modern revisionism represented by
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the CPSU leaders is the preservation of the imperial ist system and active opposition 
to world socialist revolution.

Therefore the antagonism between Marxism-Leninism and modern 
revisionism represented by the CPSU leadership is a class antagonism, between 
the proletariat and the bourgeoisie; it is the class antagonism between the socialist 
and the capitalist roads, between the line of opposing imperialism and the line of 
surrendering to it. It is an irreconcilable antagonism.

UNITED ACTION AGAINST ‘THE COMMON ENEMY’.
The new leaders of the CPSU incessantly cry for ‘united action’ against ‘the 

common enemy’ inspite of ideological and political differences.
In the struggle against capitalism and imperialism and in the course of world 

socialist revolution, the international proletariat can defeat the enemy through 
uniting its own forces and uniting with all other forces that can be united.

In today’s world situation, the U.S. imperialism is the common enemy of the 
whole world. United front against U.S. imperialism has the unity of the 
international proletariat as its core and unity between the international proletariat 
and the oppressed nations as its foundation. It means uniting closely with the 
masses of the people, who constitute over 90% of the world’s population, 
uniting with all the political forces subject to U.S. aggression, control and 
interference or bullying, and making use of every possible contradiction, all for 
the purpose of isolating U.S. imperialism, the main enemy of the peoples of the 
whole world to the maximum extent and dealing it the hardest possible blows. 
This is the way to mobilise all the positive factors conductive to world revolution 
for the achievement of victory in the peoples revolutionary struggles in every 
country.

In the contemporary world, opposition to or alliance with U.S. imperialism 
constitutes the hall-mark for deciding whether or not a political force can be 
included in the united front against the United States.

Can the CPSU leadership, judged by its actions, be included in the united 
front against U.S. imperialism?

While they sometimes criticise U.S. imperialism as ‘aggressor’ and ‘war 
monger’ in the same breath they praise the Johnson administration as ‘sensible’ 
and ‘moderate’, they declare that ‘there are sufficiently broad areas for co­
operation’, and behind the scenes they are stepping up their secret diplomacy and 
their deals with the United States.

The programme of the CPSU leadership is alliance and collaboration with 
U.S. imperialism to dominate the world.

Sometimes they deceive the people with their verbal attacks on U.S. 
imperialism. These verbal attacks meet the needs of U.S. imperialists and the 
revisionists themselves. They have to give an appearance of opposing the U.S. 
imperialists to hoodwink the masses and sabotage revolution. Otherwise they 
could not play this deceptive role and that would not be to the advantage of U.S. 
imperialism. Minor attacks in wordsand major help in deeds-such is the way the 
new leaders of the CPSU serve U.S. imperialism.
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Thus its call for unity of action is a clever camouflage for greater disunity, 
for greater disruption within the socialist camp and within the international working 
class movement.

Such being the case, can the CPSU revisionist leadership have a place in 
the united front against U.S. imperialism? Is U.S. imperialism the common 
enemy for both Marxist-Leninists and the Modern Revisionists represented 
by the CPSU leadership?

The CPC is absolutely right in refusing to fall into this trap of the CPSU, in 
refusing ‘unity of action' on the basis of the so-called common programme. The 
CPC has rightly said, “there are things that divide us and nothing that unites us, 
things that are antagonistic and nothing that is common. "

It is wrong on the part of the C.C.Draft to find fault with the CPC’s 
stand on this question.

UNITY OF ACTION ON THE QUESTION OF VIETNAM.
The very fact that the great CPC has repeatedly stated that they are ready to 

take united action with CPSU leaders, if they are really opposed to U.S. imperialism 
and did so by actual deeds, goes to show their urge for principled unity for anti­
imperialist struggle.

The C.C. wrongly thinks that the slogan of ‘unity of action’ is given by the 
new CPSU leadership at a time when the socialist camp is seriously divided on 
several ideological political issues, that this slogan was given in connection 
with U.S. aggression in Vietnam, and that this slogan would bridge the gulf in the 
socialist camp, and to work out a joint plan of action with PRC against U.S. 
aggression in Vietnam.

But, this is not in consonance with facts.
When Khrushchov was in power, the revisionist leadership of the CPSU 

openly sided with U.S. imperialism and opposed and undermined the revolutionary 
struggle of the Vietnamese people. With their declaration, that any local war would 
lead to a world conflagration, they tried to frighten and intimidate ail peoples 
engaged in revolutionary armed struggle; they openly refused to support and 
aid the Vietnamese people in their anti-U.S. struggle. When the struggle became 
acute, their policy was one of‘disengagement’. In July, 1964, they indicated the 
desire of the Soviet Government to resign from its post as one of the two Co- 
Chairmen of the Geneva Conference. Soon after -wards, when the U.S. imperialism 
engineered the Bac Bo gulf incident, Khrushchov went so far as to concoct the 
slander that the incident was provoked by China.

The liberation struggle in Vietnam continued and grew intensity in opposition 
to the policy of the CPSU leadership. World revolutionary forces magnificiently 
rallied to the cause of Vietnam.

The liberation war in Vietnam is Victoriously progressing against U.S. 
imperialism inspite of the CPSU leadership’s betrayal, with the full support of 
PRC and the world people. It has become a rallying point for all anti-imperialist 
forces and all Marxist-Leninists who are genuinely interested in a decisive 
defeat of U.S. imperialism in Vietnam. It has become a turning point in the 
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anti-imperialist struggles, after certain debacles as in Congo and Dominican 
Republic due to the betrayal of the CPSU leadership.

The CPSU leadership, which has so far done everything to disarm, to disrupt 
and sabotage the Vietnamese struggle, has now come forward with the slogan of 
‘united action’, to cover up its own isolation from the struggling people and 
Marxist-Leninists of the world, and to worm itself back into the anti-imperialist 
front for further disruption.

‘Involvement’ or ‘non-involvement’ of the Soviet Union-both serve the 
interests of the U.S. imperialists.

The stand taken by the CPSU leadership on Vietnam, is inseperable from its 
general programme of collaboration with U.S. imperialism for world domination.

In 1965, the Soviet leaders directly transmitted to the North Vietnamese 
Government, the preposterous peace conditions of the U.S. imperialists demanding 
the North Vietnamese Government not to support the liberation struggle in the 
South and that the attacks on the cities in South Vietnam should be stopped.

\ At that time, they proposed to the CPSU to help the U.S. "to find a way out 
of Vietnam."

In February 1965, it forwarded Johnson’s proposal for unconditional 
negotiations, and carried on diplomatic negotiations with France.

When the North Vietnamese Government refused to accept this proposal, 
they again proposed negotiations, if bombing of North Vietnam was stopped.

When these plots were failed, they began to collaborate with the Tito clique 
and Indian reactionaries, both brokers for U.S. imperialists’ peace overtures.

While pretending to be supporting the Vietnamese struggle, they have 
been continuously conducting secret negotiations with U.S. imperialism 
about the Vietnamese issue.

They have been cooperating and collaborating with U.S. imperialism and 
coming to an agreement with them on every issue of the day.

They allowed the U.S. imperialists to use Moscow Radio to denounce Socialist 
China as standing in the way of peaceful settlement of the Vietnamese issue.

Its help to Vietnam is being used to malign Socialist China and to carry the 
most slanderous campaign against the cultural revolution of China.

The limited help that the CPSU leadership is peddling to Vietnam should 
not blind us as not to see the real aims of the CPSU leadership in Vietnam.

This limited help to Vietnam is not against the wishes and interests of the 
U.S. imperialists. They are openly declaring that "eventually an agreement 
might be contrived involving the Soviet troops in North Vietnam...... while
American troops remain in South Vietnam" and that "one of the paradoxical 
advantages of more direct Soviet military involvement should be the establishment 
of a direct American-Soviet bargaining relationship in this area. "

The actions of the Soviet leadership amply demonstrate that it is not interested 
in a decisive defeat of U.S. imperialism in Vietnam.

As a matter of fact, the strategical aims of Vietnam liberation war are 
diametrically opposed ‘to those’ of the CPSU leadership.
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While the Vietnam war aims at a decisive defeat of U.S. imperialism, the 
sole of the CPSU leadership is to bring Vietnamese issue into the orbit of U.S. - 
Soviet collaboration.

WHY THESE DECEPTIVE SLOGANS
The class collaboration policy of the CPSU has been fully exposed.
To cover up their growing isolation, to cover up their collaboration with 

U.S. imperialism for world domination, it wants to worm itself back into the 
ranks of Marxist-Leninists to confuse, deceive, corrupt and disrupt them, to work 
itself into the ranks of the national liberation struggles for further disruption, to 
stop the open polemics which are relentlessly exposing their real class character, 
to deceive the Soviet people for some more time to complete the process of 
restoration of capitalism in the Soviet Union and lastly to bring the Vietnamese 
issue into the orbit of U.S. Soviet collaboration.

Taking into consideration these diabolical aims of the CPSU leadership, the 
CPC has rightly rejected any united action in principle with the CPSU leadership 
on the Vietnamese question.

To abandon the principled stand and take united action with the revisionist 
CPSU leadership will only white wash its collaboration policy, and help it in 
deceiving the Soviet and world people. It will be nothing but taking chances and 
making experiments with the glorious Vietnamese struggle which has advanced 
in opposition to the treachery and betrayal of the CPSU leadership.

The global strategy of U.S. imperialism is, the destruction of PRC and the 
socialist camp to be achieved after the suppression of the national liberation 
straggles, all for world domination. The CPSU leadership collaborates with U.S. 
imperialism in this global strategy for world domination. Only revisionism, 
representing the privileged bourgeoise stratum can pursue such an aim.

The C.C. Draft fails to see the revisionist depths of the CPSU leadership, 
falls a prey to the deceptive slogans and proposals of the CPSU leadership.

The C.C. Draft, while noting that the line of the CPSU leadership in Vietnam 
'7s disappointing and is not what is rightly expected of a leading and mighty 
Socialist State”, that the CPSU leadership "takes hesitant, halting and 
compromising steps " and "makes repeated attempts at restoring some kind of 
peace in Vietnam in compliance with U.S. aggressors ", that it has tried to isolate 
China and “pressurise it into submission and a host of similar steps and actions 
deliberately perpetrated by them to damn the Chinese Communists as War-mongers 
and traitors to the cause of socialism” still supports the call of the CPSU leadership 
for ‘unity of action in Vietnam’.

The C.C. Draft holds the view that CPC should not have rejected a united 
front action with the CPSU leadership on principle. The Draft says that this is 
against the concept of united action and untied front.

What the C.C. Draft forgets is that these states and parties are not states and 
parties in general. They are Communist Parties and Socialist States, which have 
to serve as the constituents of the core of anti-imperialist front. Ideological and 
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political struggles and a kind of sorting between Marxist-Leninists and the 
revisionists is taking place in these parties and states. The condition for the united 
front is, the struggle against imperialism. If the people and Communists are allowed 
to be deceived and dulled in their vigilance against the revisionist leaders, it will 
only help in the disruption of the anti-imperialist struggle. Such slogans of‘united 
action’ which help the disruption ofthe anti-imperialist struggle, are diametrically 
opposed to the very aims and principles of united front tactics.

Joint discussions between the CPSU leaders and the revolutionary leaders of 
CPC and Vietnam will not strengthen the core ofthe anti-imperialist front against 
U.S. imperialism in Vietnam and the failure of the meeting will be a handle in the 
hands of imperialists and revisionists of disrupt the Vietnam struggle itself.

To sustain their unprincipled support to the unity call ofthe CPSU leadership, 
the C.C. leaders are putting forth certain absurd arguments.

The Draft argues that “North Vietnam is fighting alone against U.S. 
aggression” and as such united front with the CPSU leadership is an imperative 
duty.

The liberation struggles being waged against U.S. imperialism throughout 
the world, the American peoples struggle against American intervention in 
Vietnam, the great solidarity campaign in support of the Vietnam struggle 
spreading throughout the world are powerful factors of support to the Vietnam 
liberation struggle.

The great PRC, short of direct intervention, has been giving every kind of 
help to the fighting forces in Vietnam. The CPC had declared time and again that 
they would directly intervene whenever North Vietnam demands it.

Recently North Vietnam comrades have declared that they have been allowed 
to use Chinese mainland as the rear for the Vietnam struggle.

It is true the Vietnam people are shouldering the main brunt of the struggle against 
U.S. imperialism in Vietnam. But it is not true to say that they are fighting alone.

Another argument that the C.C. leaders put up is that the CPC stand in Vietnam 
is against the experience of anti-fascist front in 1935.

Here the C.C. leaders forget three pertinent factors.
At that time Communist Parties had completely demarcated themselves 

ideologically, politically and organisationally from the Social Democratic Parties 
and as such united front between such parties could not confuse the masses about 
their aims and identity.

But now such a demarcation between Communists and Revisionists- 
ideologically, politically and organizationally is taking place and it is yet to be 
completed.

Struggle against Fascism was the pre-condition for any force to be included 
in the front. But when CPSU leadership is an ally of U.S. imperialism it cannot 
have a place in the united front against U.S. imperialism.

At that time the united front slogan had been given by the Communist 
Parties to build a genuine united front, and in the process of struggle to 
isolate the vacillators.
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But now the unity call is given by the CPSU Leadership to deceive the Soviet 
people and world people to cover up its collaboration with U.S. imperialism for 
world domination.

Curiously enough, the C.C. leaders argue that judged by the experience of 
our united front tactics with regard to the Dangeite revisionists, the CPC stand on 
unity call is wrong.

How far our tactics are correct, is a subject matter to be seriously discussed. 
But to transplant our experience to the question of Vietnam, where mil itary strategy 
between great powers is involved, is absurd.

To sustain their support to united front with the CPSU leadership, the C.C. 
Draft even bestows certain anti-imperialist character to the CPSU leadership. 
The Draft says:

"Thus, instead of an irreconcilable struggle-economic, political, 
ideological and military-as the main form and content of struggle between 
the two systems, a regular hunt for discovering areas of even wider 
cooperation and collaboration with the U.S. is on by the revisionist 
leadership of the Soviet Union. The fundamental aspect is to be relegated 
to the subordinate and secondary position while the cooperation and 
collaboration aspect is thrust to the forefront. "

So the complaint of the C.C. Draft against the CPSU leadership is not that it 
has become the agency of imperialism but merely that its anti-imperialist role is 
occupying only a secondary position.

But how are we to reconcile this with Lenin’s description of revisionism as 
“the lackey of the bourgeoisie ", as “vehicle of bourgeois influence ”, as “agency 
of imperialism ”?

No amount of solicitude for the Soviet people, for the Vietnamese people’ 
will hide the ugly fact that the C.C. Draft seeks united front with the revisionist 
leadership of the CPSU in the so-called common struggle against ‘the most hated 
and immediate enemy.

The C.C. Draft thinks that differences on ideological and political issues 
should not come in the way of united action with the revisionists.

But Lenin said that “the fight against imperialism is inseparably bound up 
with the fight against opportunism. ”

What is standing between CPC and CPSU leadership, between Marxist- 
Leninists and the Modem Revisionists represented by the CPSU leadership is 
neither a mess nor a facile notion (of maintaining world peace in collaboration 
with U.S. imperialism without China)- held by the CPSU leadership. What is 
standing in between is, Modem Revisionism of the CPSU leadership and its pot icy 
of collaboration with U.S. imperialism for world domination.

Unity of the socialist camp and unity of the international communist movement 
is the cherished goal of ail Marxist-Lininists.

It is the revisionist leadership of the CPSU that has disrupted the unity of the 
socialist camp and the unity of the international working class movement.
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The history of the international communist movement is one of struggle by 
Marxism against opportunism and revisionism, a history of struggle by Marxists 
to safeguard the international unity of the proletariat and to oppose attempts by 
opportunists and revisionists to divide it.

Marxism-Leninism teaches us that the international unity of the proletariat 
must be based on principle and its achievement demands resolute and unequivocal 
struggle against revisionism and opportunism.

Lenin said:
"Unity is a great thing and great slogan. But what the workers 

cause needs is, the unity of Marxists, not unity between Marxists and 
opponents and distorters of Marxism. "

Unity of socialist camp, unity of the international communist movement will 
be achieved in bitter struggle against imperialism and modern revisionism 
represented by the CPSIJ leadership.

Unity of the socialist camp and unity ofthe international communist movement 
“is moving and will move”, “is proceeding and will proceed” against the modem 
revisionism represented by the CPSU leadership and it will be a victory over 
them.
VII. The contribution and Role of CPC

The Chinese Revolution is a great epoch making event, ranking next only to 
that of the Great October Revolution. This is the first peoples revolution that took 
place, breaking the shackles of colonial and semi-colonial system. It has heralded 
the era of final collapse of imperialism and the victory of world socialist revolution.

The glorious CPC under the leadership of Comrade Mao, basing itself on the 
experience of the Great October Revolution creatively applied Marxism-Leninism 
to the Chinese conditions, and following the correct tactics of united front and 
prolonged armed struggle, first liberating the country- side and finally the towns, 
liberated 70 crores of Chinese population from age long slavery, established 
peoples democracy under the dictatorship of the proletariat and now through its 
great Proletarian Cultural Revolution, is strengthening the dictatorship of the 
proletariat, and struggling for the completion of the socialist revolution.

With this rich experience of revolutionary struggle, CPC tried to correct the 
revisionist mistakes of the CPSU leadership through friendly criticism. When 
the CPSU leadership spurned this friendly criticism, and openly took to a complete 
class collaboration line, the CPC began an open ideological fight against modem 
revisionism represented by the CPSU leadership to preserve the sacredness of 
Marxism-Leninism.

Its numerous articles exposing Modern Revisionism have greatly contributed 
to the enrichment of Marxism-Leninism in the present era.

People, Republic of China, adhering to the principles of Marxism- 
Leninism, if firmly fighting the aggressive expansionist war plans of U.S. 
imperialism. PRC is in the forefront of the struggle against the global strategy 
of U.S. for world domination.
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these facts, facts of

VIII. Consolidation of the International Communist Movement
Consolidation of all Marxist-Leninists throughout the world, is the urgent task 

facing the world communist movement to accomplish the tasks of the present epoch.
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PRC, faithfully implementing the behests of Lenin, is helping the national 
liberation struggles, the revolutionary struggles with all the means at its command- 
ideological, political, economic and military.

The PRC is acting as the base of the world revolution.
We are sorry to note that the C.C. Draft refuses to see 

reality.
The whole historic role of CPC in the present era, has been reduced into one 

single sentence that “CPC has rendered yeoman service to the world working 
class and communist movement in fighting against this menace of Modern 
Revisionism and in defence of Marxism. "

In the same breath, the C.C. Draft adds that “there have been certain dogmatic 
manifestations in individual parties and on individual propositions, precepts and 
actions, ” and that “there also exist certain dogmatic and left-sectarian trends in 
some parties on certain issues connected with the revolutionary movement of the 
proletariat"- all this keeping in view CPC and other parties that agree with its 
line.

But we firmly believe that CPC is acting as the beaconlight of the 
world communist movement.

Peoples Democracy, Peoples War, completion of the socialist revolution 
through the cultural revolution, an irreconcilable ideological battle against Modem 
Revisionism-this is the essence of the thought of Mao-Marxism-Leninism of the 
present epoch, upheld by Marxist-Leninists throughout the world.

Marx and Engles developed their theories of scientific socialism in a period 
of growing industrial capitalism.

Lenin further developed Marxism, as applicable to the period of imperialism.
Stalin developed Marxism-Leninism, while building socialism in a single 

country encircled by capitalist states and in his struggle for creating mass 
communist parties throughout the world.

The thought of Mao is a further development of Marxism-Leninism applicable 
to the present era, when imperialism is fast disintegrating and the national liberation 
struggles have come to occupy a central place for the completion of the world 
socialist revolution.

Already, recent world history has amply proved that wherever the people 
have assimilated the experience of the Chinese revolution and applied it to the 
concrete conditions of their countries, there the revolutionary movements have 
won complete victory, or have made significant advances. And, wherever the 
people have not assimilated the experience of Chinese revolution, there the 
revolutionary movements have failed to make any significant advance or even 
counter- revolutions have succeeded.



There must be a common programme based on Marxism-Leninism for the 
general direction of the world communist movement in the present period. Such 
a common programme alone will help in the consolidation of the international 
communist movement.

“A proposal concerning the general line of the International Communist 
Movement", proposed by the CPC lays the proper basis for such a common 
programme for the world communist movement.

Fraternal relations based on proletarian internationalism must be restored 
between the various constituents of the world communist movement.

These relations must be based on the principal of solidarity, principle of 
mutual support and mutual assistance, the principle of independence and equality 
and the principle of reaching unanimity through consultation.

It is the primary duty of the Communist Party in each country to acquire an 
accurate knowledge of the trends of the different classes in its own country through 
serious investigation and study and know how to apply the universal truth of 
Marxism-Leninism and integrate it with the concrete practice of its own country, 
evolve its own programme and tactical line based on Marxism-Leninism, to 
achieve victory in its revolution.

When the political line of a particular party goes completely wrong, and 
when the party rejects the friendly criticisism of brother parties, fraternal parties 
will have no other option, except open criticism. This has been the practice of 
past history.

Marxist-Leninists are evolving in struggle against Modem Revisionism. CPC, 
the leading detachment of the world communist movement, with its rich experience 
of the revolutionary struggles, in its discharge of international tasks, is offering 
criticism of the activities of certain parties to help them correct their mistakes.

It is highly regrettable that relations between our Party and CPC have been 
greatly damaged recently.

It is not true to say that the CPC first started publicly criticising our Party 
Programme and Political Line through its press and radio.

We know that there were certain basic differences on our Programme, between 
our Party and CPC, even at the time of our Calcutta Party Congress.

But it was unfortunate that these differences were not properly formulated 
and thoroughly discussed inside our Party before the Party Programme was 
adopted at the Calcutta Congress.

But CPC did not attack our Party till 1967, till "New Situation and Party’s 
Tasks ” appeared.

From 1964 to 1967, on many occasions, some of our leading comrades of the 
P.B., have been criticising CPC sometimes publicly, sometimes inside our Party, 
on many issues affecting us and the CPC.

The differences between our Party and CPC relating to the Indian situation 
should be patiently discussed, try to come to correct conclusions, and thus bridge 
the gulf between our Party and CPC.
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It is with this spirit, that we offer the following points for the consideration 
of the Party:

1. GROWING COMPRADOR NATURE OF
THE MONOPOLY CAPITALISTS IN INDIA.

After 1958-59, the economic dependence of our country under the present 
Government is growing apace.

Majority of our industries, both in the Public and Private sectors, especially 
the industries of the collaborating big business are completely foreign 
oriented. They are dependent for their existence, on foreign imported 
machinery, spare parts, raw material, and technical know-how.

Of late, establishment of joint industries, with foreign imperialist 
investments is becoming the predominant feature of our industries wherein 
the western capitalists have come to dominate.

Because of the growing economic crisis, the rapid decline of the 
purchasing capacity of the overwhelming majority of our population, 
we see a rapid shrinkage of internal market due to which the Indian big 
business is forced to try for external market in col laboration with foreign 
imperialists.

Because of the above reasons, the collaborating big business, is 
acquiring a marked comprador nature depending more and more for 
maintaining its profits on imports and exports.

Instead of seeing this growing comprador nature of the big business, the C.C. 
Resolution on Differences with CPC, says that the comprador bourgeoisie occupies 
only a minor place in India, and that it is the “industrial bourgeoisie -which, to­
day has emerged as a powerful force holding the leading position in the new 
state and Government, and not the comprador element ”.

While at the time of the Seventh Congress, our Party Programme spoke of 
‘contradictions and conflicts that do exist between the Indian bourgeoisie 
including the big bourgeoisie and foreign imperialism” and that these conflicts 
should be utilised for practical purposes, in “New situation and New Tasks”- the 
C.C. Resolution speaks of growing contradictions between big business and the 
imperialists.

It says:
“The economic and political crisis that is enveloping the country, no 

doubt sharpens the basic contradiction between the big bourgeois-landlord 
alliance and rest of the democratic classes and masses. At the sometime 
the fissures, conflicts and contradictions between the big bourgeoisie and 
imperialists are not only not ruled out, but in fact they do also grow and 
find expression." (P.56)

We are not able to understand one point. When “the economic crisis deepens 
and the pressure of the imperialists increases the danger of greater and greater 
concessions to the imperialists by the big bourgeois-led government, allowing 
the foreign monopolists to make still bigger inroads into our economy and political
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life, becomes more serious " as the same resolution says, how do the conflicts and 
contradictions between the "collaborating big bourgeoisie and foreign 
imperialists ” grow and find expression?

Experience has proved beyond any doubt that, however the Indian big business 
may try to utilise the inter-imperialist contradictions, however much they try to 
counterpose Soviet aid to the Western aid, the Indian big business is rapidly 
going down on an inclined plane towards a more and more surrendering policy 
vis-a-vis the Western imperialists. Devaluation, liberalization of imports and 
exports policy in favour of the foreign imperialists-all go to show that the Indian 
big business is acquiring more and more a comprador nature.

But the C.C. Resolutions are showing the industrial base of the Indian big 
bourgeoisie as a powerful factor in its resistance to imperialist pressure.

What the C.C. forgets is that the big business in our country is big business 
of a colonial country. The big business in a colonial country, because of its close 
links with feudalism and its collaboration with foreign imperialists, cannot 
withstand foreign imperialist pressures unlike the industrial bourgeoisie of a 
developed capitalist country.

Forgetting this aspect, the C.C. in "New Situation and Party’s Tasks ” says 
that “every concession and each step of surrender" should not be equated with 
“final surrender”. But do not continuous surrenders, after sometime, change the 
qualitative nature of surrenders?

To sustain its wrong evaluation about the strength of the Indian big business 
to resist foreign imperialist pressures, the C.C. in “New Situation and Party’s 
Tasks " speaks of “big socialist investments, especially from the Soviet Union, the 
offers of still larger aid and the other trade and economic relations developed 
between the Soviet Union and the Indian big bourgeoisie" as "important factors 
to reckon with " and that "at least in the immediate future, may even acquire 
added vigour against increasing U.S. pressures and Stave of Economic Crisis. ” 

We completely disagree with this evaluation of the roleof Soviet aid in Indian 
economy. Experience has proved that Soviet aid is aid to a public sector, 
subservient to monopoly interests, subservient to foreign imperialist penetration. 
It is becoming an instrument to cover up the abject surrender of the collaborating 
Indian bourgeoisie.

This is a departure from the understanding of the Programme.
The Programme says:

“Despite assistance of key importance from the socialist countries, despite 
the increase in trade with the socialist countries, despite the fact that 
the Indian capital has grown in volume, the most glaring fact of our economic 
life is that the country’s economy as a whole is in many respects precariously 
dependent on Western assistance and particularly U.S. assistance. ” (Para.26) 

We feel that in the face of the growing economic crisis in India, in the face of 
growing world capitalist crisis, in the face of the American pressures, the abject 
surrender of the collaborating big business is rapidly growing and the comprador 
nature of the collaborating big business is becoming the principal character.
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2. FORMAL INDEPENDENCE
The whole economic policy that the present Congress Government has 

followed has resulted in the growing dependence of the Indian economy and the 
internal and external policies of the Indian Government on foreign imperialism 
especially U.S. imperialism.

Our Rupee is tied to the American dollar. Our imports and exports are 
dependent upon the wishes of the World Bank and the U.S. imperialists. Our 
Budget and Five-Year Plans are dependent upon loans from World Bank and U.S. 
imperialism. Our industries depend on foreign supplies of machinery, Spare 
parts, raw materials and technical know-how. Our military hardware is dependent 
on foreign imperialist supplies. Our rationing is dependent upon food supplies 
from America. Because of this dependence and its dependence for more and more 
loans from U.S. imperialists, the surrender of the Indian Government is rapidly 
growing.

The same surrender we can see in the foreign policy of the Indian Government, 
as seen in its policy towards American aggression in Vietnam, in its opposition to 
national liberation struggles in its stoppage of trade with Cuba and North Vietnam 
and in its pronounced anti-communist policies.

The so-called non-alignment policy of the Indian Government has become a 
big hoax and it is becoming a part of the global strategy of U.S. imperialism, an 
instrument to suppress national liberation struggles in the East and an instrument 
to build an anti-China axis in alliance with other reactionary powers subservient 
to U.S. imperialism.

In this connection we want to remind our C.C. that there was large opposition 
to characterising the foriegn policy of the Indian Government “to be within the 
broad framework of non-alignment and opposition to world war, ” in our 
programme adopted at the Seventh Congress.

Sometimes the Indian Government appears to take independent positions 
different from that of America. Such efforts are becoming more and more efforts 
to cover up its surrender to U.S. imperialism, as in the Middle East Crisis to keep 
up its image of independence, to deceive the Indian and world people, and thus 
better serve the U.S. imperialism. Surrender to U.S. imperialism is becoming 
more and more real, while independence of the country is getting more and more 
formal.

The C.C. Resolutions issued from time to time say that the revolutionary 
movement is weak, that the rule of this government is no threatened and, as such 
the Indian big business has no need to surrender to U.S. imperialism.

This is a very superficial view of things. The growing economic crisis, the 
crisis of the ruling party, the growing discontent of the masses, the growing world 
capitalist crisis, the growing crisis of the U.S. imperialism in particular, and 
resultant U.S. pressures, are acting as real causes for the growing surrender of the 
Indian Government to U.S. imperialism.
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3. BREAKING MONOPOLY OF POWER OF THE CONGRESS
Our Party Programme has given the tactical slogan of participating in 

provincial ministries, "to bring into existence governments pledged to carry out 
a modest programme of giving immediate relief to the people. "

The Party Programme visualised such non-Congress Governments at the 
provincial level as governments "which give immediate relief to the people and 
thus strengthen the mass movement. "

Now in “New Situation and Party’s Tasks” the C.C. describes the coming 
into existence of a number of non-Congress Governments as "breaking of the 
Congress monopoly ofpower at the hands of several opposition parties. ”

This is really a very astounding statement.
Parliament, central cabinet, provincial assemblies and ministries, Presidents 

and the central nominated Governors, the administration, the military, police jail 
and judiciary, are all part and parcel of the bourgeois-landlord constitution pledged 
to the preservation of the bourgeois-landlord system of exploitation.

From our experience, we know that the provincial assembles and the 
provincial ministries have no real power to effect any basic change affecting 
the life of our people. Every Act and Bill is to be assented by the President 
who is the nominee of the Congress. And today the bourgeois-landlord 
constitution is still administered by the Congress Central Cabinet.

When such is the case, how the non-Congress provincial governments, with 
no real power to affect any basic change, which are directly under the thumb of 
Congress nominated Governors, which are part and parcel of the bourgeois­
landlord constitution under the Congress rule, are breaking the monopoly of 
Congress rule is beyond our comprehension. Is it not against the teachings of 
Lenin who said that bourgeois parliaments are mere talking shops, are brothel 
houses where fraternity, equality, and brother-hood are cheaply sold?

Nay, the formation of the non-Congress Governments is almost raised to the 
level of dual power in the country.

Look at the following evalution in "New Situation and Party's Tasks. "
“If it is a question of some sort of Truce’ that is being proposed between 

the central government and the non-Congress governments, one can 
understand it and decide one’s attitude to it. It is so because the ruling party 
in power at the centre has ceased to be that strong, powerful and holding 
monopoly way as to frontally and immediately challenge the opposition 
parties and their non-Congress Governments in eight states; the opposition 
parties, too, have not acquired the requisite strength and necessary mass 
sanctions to frontally and immediately challenge the authority of the central 
Congress Government. Both mark time, avoid head-on conflicts for the 
present, and move cautiously and with circumspection in formulating and 
practicing the respective Governmental policies.” (P.65)

How many atrotious statements in one sentence?
We are supposed to believe that the non-Congress Governments-the DMK in 

Madras, the Swatantra in Orissa, the Janasangh dominated Government in U.P.,
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the landlord Government in Haryana or the Kerala and Bengal Governments where 
we are supposed to be playing the key role-are acquiring the ‘requisite strength 
to ‘frontal!ly’ challenge the central authority.

It appears that the two waning camps-the Congress Central Government and 
the opposition non-Congress Governments at provincial level, are marking time 
and are in a period of truce.

Does not this mean that half of the country is under a form of dual power one 
at the Centre and another at the Provincial level?
4. CENTRE-STATE RELATIONS

After the general elections, with the establishment of the Congress 
Government at the Centre and the formation of non-Congress Governments in a 
number of states, it istrue that the conflicts between the centre and the states on 
various issues have increased. We have to utilise these conflicts in the development 
of the democratic movement.

But in “New Situation and Party’s Tasks” the C.C. tries to exaggerate these 
conflicts between the centre and the states.

"New Situation and Party's Tasks " says:
"The struggle these non-Congress Governments will have to carry on in 

defence of states ’ autonomy and the rights of the people belonging to different 
nationalities is essentially democratic and progressive in content and will go a 
long way in influencing and strengthening the wider democratic movement with 
its ultimate object of replacing the big bourgeois-landlord set up by a People is 
Democratic order. It would be a grievous mistake to under-rate it. "(P.40)

It further says:
"The second important manifestation of the developing political crisis, 

which has come to the front with the election results, is what is now-a-days 
frequently and commonly talked off as centre-state relations. ” (P.47) 

It further says:
"In other words, the crisis that has gripped the capitalist path of development 

in India has now projected itself into the political superstructure, namely the 
Federal Structure of the Indian Union. A stage is reached when the struggle from 
the economic sphere has passed into the political sphere. ’’ (P.49)

The meaning of these statements is too clear. It tries to portray that the whole 
present political crisis is being reflected in the Centre-State relations. Such an over­
emphasis of the Centre-State confl icts will only divert us from developing the struggles 
of the basic masses basing ourselves on the economic and political crisis.

5. THE ROLE OF KERALA AND BENGAL UNITED FRONT 
GOVERNMENTS IN THE PRESENT DAY SITUATION.

We joined these united front governments when the people voted down the 
Congress and voted for anti-Congress coalition.

Judged by the results, we have to make a painful reappraisal of the correctness 
of joining such governments in coalition with parties with a definitely reactionary 
class character, inspite of the popular verdict of the masses against the Congress.
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Even if we joined such governments we should have no illusions of affecting 
any real basic change in the present structure.

As Communists, our work in the ministries while trying to give some 
immediate rel ief to the extent possible, should help the masses to see through the 
complete ineffectiveness of these Assemblies and Ministries, raise their 
consciousness and thus 'prepare them for an irreconcilable battle for the over­
throw of the bourgeois-landlord system. ’

Have these two Governments been ‘instruments’ of struggle to mobilise the 
people on an All-India scale for an assault on the bourgeois-landlord government 
on the basis of an alternative programme?

To say the least, the experience of the past 10 months has proved that the 
achievements, their work, and their programme have not been able to make any 
appreciable impact on the All-India situation to mobilise the people on the basis 
of an alternative programme,even to the extent we could make with the Kerala 
Government in 1957.

Even in the concerned provinces, we have so far failed to place an alternate 
programme on the floor of the Assemblies, differentiating our Party from all 
other parties.

Any attempt on our part to bring forth basic alternative programme on any 
basic issue would have really shown the reactionary nature of our coalition 
partners, but we are afraid to bring forth any such programme because the 
hodge-podge coalitions would have broken to pieces considering the reactionary 
elements with whom we are sailing to-day.

Not only that. We have so far failed to unleash any big mass struggle 
on any basic issue.

Our whole work in these ministries is overwhelmed by agitation on food.
And even on the food issue, while there has been some attempt at 

internal procurement from the richer sections, our struggle against rising 
prices, and black- market has been at a very low ebb.

On the other hand, the whole campaign of the Party has been not to mobilise 
the people against the food policies of the Central Government, against hoarding 
and blackmarket, but to convince the people that we are not responsible for the 
existing distress of the masses, but the central Congress government.

Instead of rousing the masses for struggle against the food policies of the 
Central Government, the hoarder and black- marketeers, we give some calls, 
just stop them the moment a petty vague promise of a few bags of rice from 
the centre is made. The pity is we ourselves have begun to participate in hunger 
strike, even at the gates of Indira Gandhi-which have only helped to divert 
the attention of the masses from the real struggle.

We cannot hide the fact that the distress of the masses is growing, the 
dissatisfaction of the masses is growing, and we seethe repressive machinary of 
the government and the police is being used against the struggling people 
inspite of our wishes and opposition.
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Of course, our comrades in Bengal did try to make a demarcating line to 
some extent from the other parties and made some advances in the form of the 
gherao agitation of the workers, distribution of the banzar lands, taking over 
the management of the British Tramway Company- unlike our admitted failure 
in Kerala.

But taking the growing crisis, the growing distress, and the possibilities 
into account, our achievements fal 1 short of the expectations of and hopes raised 
with the formation of the ministries.

Not only that. In Andhra, in the wake of the Telengana struggle, even 
though we were in the opposition, we could then mobilise the masses on many 
political and economic issues-issues like linguistic province, Nagarjunasagar 
project, banzar lands-could take them to the level of political struggle and force 
the government to bow before the will of the people.

But, because our Party had no clear-cut perspective of the path of the struggle 
and failed to reorientate our work to reach that perspective, the invasion of 
revisionism in the subsequent period could destroy many of those achievements 
and we lost our bearings and we are still struggling to regain the lost initiative.

We only wish that this experience should not repeat itself again in Kerala 
and Bengal, which are our strongest bases to-day.

To-day the Party as a whole is lacking a clear-cut perspective of the path of 
our revolution towards which all our struggles must be directed.

We feel that, instead of our governments being used to unleash big mass 
struggles, mass agitations are being subordinated to the existence and continuation 
of the ministries.

We doubt the sagacity of our continuance in the ministry after the dastardly 
plan of October 2nd conspired by Ajoy Mukherjee and his oepn denouncement 
accusing us as welcoming Chinese invasion, and our own inability to force the 
ministries to take drastic steps and bring the much needed relief to the suffering 
masses.

In this connection, we must remember the intensity of the peoples’ struggles, 
the continuity of the struggles, their spread from province to province, drawing 
every class affected by the policies of the government, leading to open 
confrontation wih the government forces, leading to bloody clashes, on the crest 
of which a verdict against the Congress could be obtained at the subsequent 
polls.

To-day, the crisis is deeper, the distress of the masses is deeper and wider, 
and the popular forces including our Party are in more advantageous positions 
both in the Assemblies, Provincial ministries and Parliament. But the mass 
struggles that have unfolded in the post-election period are nothing in a comparison 
with the pre-election battles.

Has the participation of the left forces in the so-called united front 
governments in partnership with known reactionary forces and the revisionists 
been a fillip to the mass struggles against the bourgeois-landlord government?

T.N.M.Trust Publication 116



How true was Lenin when he said:
"The experience of alliances, agreements and blocks with the social 

reform liberals in the West and liberal reformists (Cadets) in the 
Russian Revolution, has convincingly shown that these agreements 
only blunt the consciousness of the masses, that they do not enhance 
but weaken the actual significance of their struggle by linkingfighters 
with elements who are least capable of fighting and most vacillating 
and treacherous. Millarandism in France -the biggest experiment in 
applying revisionist political tactics on a wide really national scale- 
has provided a practical appraisal of revisionism that will never be 
forgotten by the proletariat all over the world. ”

(Lenin-Against Revisionism- P. 116)
We feel, the Party has to seriously think whether our work in the united 

front ministries together with bourgeois sectons and revisionists has not resulted 
in blunting the edge of the peoples struggles against the policies of the bourgeois­
landlord government.
6. PATH OF OUR REVOLUTION

We are not only failing to unleash mass struggles on an extensive scale in the 
present period, we feel also, that the Party is working without a clear-cut 
perspective of the path of the Indian revolution.

We feel that, the rich experience of the Chinese revolution and the recent 
experience of the liberation struggles in the backward countries have shown that 
peoples war, prolonged agrarian armed revolution is the only path left open to 
all the backward countries for social emancipation. We feel that, the path of 
peoples war, taking our own particular objective conditions in our country into 
consideration, is the only path of our revolution.

The terrain of our country, the geographical conditions of our country, the 
areas suited to such forms of struggle, should be properly studied and selected, 
the whole party should be educated and reorientated to such forms of struggles.

The mass struggles of the basic agrarian classes should be conducted in 
various parts of the country, which will finally lead to the path of peoples war.

But we feel at present, our Party has not paid any thought to this question.
Various CC documents and recent B.T.Rs articles on Naxalbari reveal, a 

quiet different perspective of the path of our revolution.
These documents and articles are counter-posing, winning the majority of 

the people, building strong mass organisations, building a strong, well-organised, 
revolutionary Party to the tactics of armed struggle in those areas, where the 
course of struggle and the repression let loose by the reactionary forces bring it 
on the agenda for the further advance of the struggle.

The question is often posed in our press and resolutions, as between those of 
armed-struggle-walls, the ultra-revolutionaries, and those who want to mobilize 
the majority of the people behind the party before thinking of any armed struggle. 
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We categorically say, that in all backward countries, winning the majority of 
the people, building mass organisations and Party building is closely linked with 
the armed struggle.

Of course, we do not mean to say that such a struggle could be started 
tomorrow. The whole point is, the Party has no perspective of this and no conscious 
preparation towards this direction- political, organizational, ideological-is being 
under-taken.

Now, due to Naxalbari and Chinese criticism, the CC says that it stands by 
the 1951 tactical line. Having sit tight over that line, for the last 15 years, without 
any thorough discussion on the point at any level of our party till this time, the 
CC’s statement on this question merely surprises us.

So far, we have no perspective of Peoples War. The whole perspective 
expounded in the hitherto CC documents is long legal and illegal work, 
parliamentary work coupled with mass agitation and mass struggles to a limited 
extent, and endlessly remain waiting for an insurrection taking place in our 
industrial centres, which will thence lead to the socio-political emancipation of 
the country. Repeated assertions about winning the people, building the mass 
organizations, building the Party-unrelated to armed resistance-gives us this 
impression and nothing else.

Is such a perspective possible in a backward country like India, even with its 
marked industrial growth compared with other backward countries? Certainly 
not. On the other hand if we wait for such a development to take place, we will 
only be faced suddenly, with the fate of the Indonesian Communist Party.

As we have said earlier, the CC does not have the perspective of a prolonged 
armed struggle as the strategic weapon of the Indian revolution. On the other 
hand, the CC is holding out that, the fate of our Party and the course of the 
struggle will decisively depend, on our work in the Kerala and Bengal united 
front governments.

"New Situation and Party's Tasks " says:
"Hence it is imperative that our Party realizes that its immediate future, in 

no small way depends on how it plays its worthy part in running the two state 
governments of Kerala and West Bengal." (P.67)

It further says:
"Since the fortunes of the entire Party, at the present stage of 

development, are closely linked with the successful running of these 
ministries and the role our Part throughout the country will have to be 
mobilised to back the agreed programmes of these two non-Congress 
ministries and see that they are earnestly implemented. " (P.67)

And what is the aim of this successful running of these ministries?
“It is this struggle of the democratic parties and groups in different 

legislatures and among the people, in Parliament and in states with non­
Congress democratic governments that alone can pave the way for 
consolidating and widening the unity achieved by the democratic forces and
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open the-prospects, of realizing the slogan of a non-Congress democratic 
government at the centre. "(P.79)

All the above preachings give one meaning and only one, i.e., not the mass 
struggles of the basic agrarian masses, a prolonged armed struggle leading for 
a change of government at the centre, but Parliamentary struggles, especially, 
successful work of the non-Congress governments, is the key to the establishment 
of a non-Congress democratic government at the centre.

What a wishful thinking! UF governments of Bengal and Kerala leading to 
the establishment of a non-Congress democratic government at the centre. What 
will the Indian army in the hands of the central government, in the hands of the 
bourgeois-landlord government be doing? Sitting with folded hands, silently 
looking at this Melodrama of basic change of government at the centre.

Successful running of the Bengal and Kerala UF governments have come to 
occupy such a central place in the programme of the whole party, that the CC 
Resolution describes these two as instruments of struggle in the hands of the 
people. Nay, recently Com. E.M.S. as reported in the press has said “that they are 
instruments of future revolution”!

Lenin gave the general strike as a strategic weapon of the proletariat to achieve 
its socialist revolution in the industrially developed countries.

Mao gave peoples war as a strategic weapon of the peoples of the backward 
countries, to achieve their social and political emancipation.

Our CC is offering its crative contribution-the UF governments of Kerala 
and Bengal -as strategic weapons for the social and political emanicaption of the 
Indian masses!

Look at the following sentence in “New Situation and Party’s Tasks”:
“In clear class terms, our party s participation in such governments is 

one specific form of struggle to win more and more people and more and 
more allies for the proletariat and its allies in the struggle for the cause of 
Peoples Democracy and at a later stage for socialism.. "(P. 70)

UF governments of Bengal and Kerala-leading to Peoples Democracy 
and socialism-could anything beat this?

7. SELF -DETERMINATION
Our Party has not yet found time to decide its attitude to self-determination 

for the various nationalities inhabiting this country. At the Party Congress in 1964, 
the Party leadership promised to study this problem and soon take decision on 
the mater.

Meanwhile, Kashmir, Mizo, Naga, Sikkim, Bhutan-language issue and 
various border conflicts between states, all cry for immediate solution. The Party 
has no definite line on these questions, basing on self- determination. Events 
passing are over our heads without our effective intervation.

But it appears that the CC is yet to “take immediate steps to see that our Party 
studies the problem, formulates the question, takes initiative in the matter” to 
intervene in the situation effectively.
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Three years are not sufficient for the CC to decide its attitude on this question!
But in the meantime, due to the compulsions of the international situation, 

CPC decides in favour of self-determination for Kashmir, a state lying on its next 
door, and we find fault with it for the same.

We don’t decide our own attitude, and we don’t want others also to 
take a definite stand!

8. UNITED FRONT WITH THE REVISIONISTS
We broke from the Dange revisionist clique when we found them acting as 

lackeys of the Indian bourgeoisie within the Indian Communist Movement.
The Seventh Congress of our Party at Calcutta was the beginning of the 

break with revisionism of Dang and Co.
But we are alarmed at the developments that are taking place in the post­

election period.
There is no use now to compare our Calcutta Programme or our practice of 

the pre-election period with the Bombay Programme or the pre-election practice 
of the revisionists.

The Bombay Programme of the revisionists is dead and gone, and 
none could resurrect it.

During the election period itself, and after the elections the Dange revisionists 
have completely changed their Programmatic slogans and their practical line of 
action.

From their press, it is quite clear now, that the revisionists.
- Characterise this government as a government dominated by big business­

landlords.
- that this is an independent government, increasingly subjected to American 

pressures, the independence being threatened by US imperialism.
- that the non-Congress governments are democratic and are instruments of 

struggle for national democracy.
On all these points, on Naxalbari and on the question of unity of action in 

Vietnam-our line is almost in line with that of the revisionists. And both of us are 
united in the governments of Kerala and Bengal.

Thus we see the demarcating line between us and the revisionists getting 
blurred.

Are not these tactics of united front with the revisionists helping them to 
reinstate themselves in the eyes of the public? Any how we feel that the battle 
against the revisionist theories and practices and unity with them in class 
organizations or on agitational issues are policies which are to be carefully selected 
and implemented.

Before the elections, the revisionists were rapidly getting isolated from the 
masses and were being more and more exposed as agents of the ruling Congress 
party.

But unity with the revisionists in the ministries is harming the cause of 
exposing them as the agents of the bourgeoisie among the working class and 
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helping the revisionists to get out of their isolation. We must make a distinction 
between, the issues on which we have to give an irreconcilable battle against the 
revisionists and the issues on which we could unite with them to our own 
advantage. This is all the more necessary when the revisionists are not yet 
completely exposed among the people as the agents of the bourgeoisie within the 
working class movement and when the demarcation between the revisionists 
and our Party is not yet complete before the public eye.

Instead of this, “New Situation and Party’s Tasks" makes the sweeping 
statement, “Our Party, while ready to have unity of action with the right communist 
party on all issues affecting our people, in all mass and class organisations, in 
the functioning of the non-Congress democratic state governments, and in its 
work in the different Legislatures and Parliament, will have to conduct a principled 
and uncompromising struggle against revisionism and all its manifestations in 
our country. "

Shorn of all verbiage, this is nothing but paper struggle against revisionism 
and united front with them in practice, which works only to the advantage of the 
revisionists.

It is not correct to say that “there is not one single basic question connected 
with the Indian revolution on which we and the revisionists do not diametrically 
oppose each other” as the CC Draft claims. This is not the truth. On the other 
hand we have begun to move closer to them.

We think that the CPC is essentially correct on all these points and it has 
discharged its international duty in pointing out how the Party is slipping into 
wrong channels. We should not be carried away by the strong language used. We 
must take the essence of the criticism and self-critically examine our Programme 
and the present Political Line of the Party.

Of course, while fighting against revisionism, we should guard ourselves 
against left mistakes.

But the CC Draft has almost posed it as the immediate danger 
threatening the whole Party.

Not only that. Comrades who differ from this document are being looked 
with suspicion and a tendency is growing inside the Party to pounce on such 
comrades even for trivial matters, with disciplinary actions.

We must face the naked fact that there was no complete ideological and 
political unity inside the Party when our Party was formed. There were sharp 
differences even at that period. They were being expressed on various occasions 
in the subsequent period also. Now they have taken a serious turn. The CC must 
conduct a patient and dispassionate discussion on all the fundamental issues 
concerning our Programme and tactical line and present policy. This is the only 
course to unite the Party- politically and ideologically and take the movement 
forward.

Instead of adopting such a course, our CC assuming that there is already 
‘bed-rock ideological political- unity’ inside the party is trying to settle political 
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—ideological differences inside the Party through organisational methods without 
patient discussions at various levels to achieve maximum unity.

We must recognise the fact that the issues of difference inside on Party- the 
death of the betrayal of the CPSU leadership, the class roots of revisionism inside 
the Soviet Union, the class nature of Soviet revisionism, acting as the agency of 
imperialism inside the socialist camp and the International Communist Movement, 
the dire necessity of an irreconcilable battle against Modern Revisionism 
represented by the CPSU leadership, the leading role of CPSU in the International 
Communist Movement at the present time, the thought of Mao-Marxism- Leninism 
of the present epoch, the method of peoples war as the only weapon in the handle 
of the people of the backward countries to achieve their emancipation- are 
issues that are being debated internationally and that this debate is going to continue 
for a long time to come.

When such is the position , for the CC to settle these issues through 
organisational methods, will only fan up discontent in the ranks and will 
only lead to further disruption of our Party.

Such methods, have already resulted in disruption in Naxalbari and U.P., 
which have only gladdened the hearts of the revisionists.

The Indian Government is going more and more into the grip of American 
imperialism and the revisionist leadership of CPSU. It is the CPC and PRC that 
are in the forefront of the struggle against U.S. imperialism and Modern 
Revisionism represented by the CPSU leadership.

Our Party must be an active partner in this powerful current against U.S. 
imperialism and Modern Revisionism.

We feel that the CC Draft, instead of helping this current will only take 
away our Party from the powerful current of struggle against US imperialism and 
Modem Revisionism and lead the Party eventually to united front with Modern 
Revisionism represented by the CPSU leadership, thus doing irreparable damage 
to our own cause and the cause of the International Communist Movement.

It is pertinent to remember at this time, that some of our CC leaders have 
been propagating the view that it was a ‘‘welcome attempt and a great 
contribution by the leaders of the CPSU at its 2O‘h Congress to reassess the 
mighty forces for peace and against war" (A contribution to Ideological Debate- 
P.38) , and that ‘‘while not for a moment forgetting the responsibility in this 
regard of other communist parties, particularly parties like that of China, We 
Rightly except the lead from the Great CPSU, which alone can play a decisive 
ROLE IN THE REUNIFICATION OF THE INTERNATIONAL COMMUNIST MOVEMENT TO DISCHARGE 
its tasks”. (P.9 Ibid)

We are sorry to note that the CC Draft has not yet completely broken from 
this understanding.

We feel the ways and the forms that the CC has adopted to conduct the 
discussions on the international ideological issues are entirely wrong.
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Having given a draft to the Party members for discussion the CC has released 
the draft to the press. Before the Party members could discuss and give the final 
shape to the draft, the CC has declared that the draft would be the official line of 
the Party even during the period of discussion.

Calcutta Party Congress had enjoined the CC to conduct ‘dispassionate 
discussions’ on the internationial ideological issues. We feel the CC has taken 
these decisions contrary to the mandate of the Party Congress.

To add to this, our Provincial Committee, by a majority vote, has asked the 
right to place an alternative document to the CC Draft for the discussions of the 
Party members. But the CC has refused this request. The CC has refused to place 
the alternative document sent to the CC, with the specious argument that there is 
no requisite strength for the alternative document inside theCC to allow for such 
a procedure.

Even the request of our PC to allow comrades with dual membership to 
explain their view in both the Committees has been refused by the CC.

With such decisions, we feel the CC has tried to restrict the freedom 
of the Party comrades to freely discuss the draft and we feel that all 
these decisions are entirely wrong.

Taking all these developments into consideration, the issues concerning the 
international debate, Party Programme, our tactical line, the differences between 
our Party and CPC, should be thoroughly discussed at all levels inside the Party, 
alternative documents of the different comrades should be placed before the Party 
members for discussion. Our Plenum, wants the CC Plenum to take steps to cal) 
the Party Congress as soon as possible to take final decisions on all the above 
issues.

This Plenum strongly feels that only by such broad-based discussions 
dispassionately conducted and the calling of the Party Congress to take final 
decisions, full unity of the Party-ideological, political, organisational-could be 
restored inside the Party and thus take the movement forward.



RESOLUTION SUBMITTED BY 
KOLLA VENKAYYA

TO THE ANDHRA PLENUM
[Jan,1968]

1. The Dange clique, with the aid and abetment of the leaders of the CPSU, 
who are preaching and implementing modem revisionism, betrayed Marxism- 
Leninism and the Indian Communist movement. Basing on the writings of CPC, 
which is fighting modern revisionism and applying Marxism-Leninism to the 
conditions of the New Epoch, the Marxist-Leninists in India united and held 
their 7lh Party Congress in Calcutta and declared to be the real heirs of the 
Communist Party of India (CPI). In the absence of favourable conditions for a 
full-fledged discussion on the ideological questions, the 7lh Congress in its 
Declaration appealed to the Party members and sympathisers to “continue their 
efforts to achieve unity in the CPI by applying Marxism-Leninism in a correct 
way.” In another resolution , the 7* Congress directed the CC to organise a 
ful I fledged discussion on the ideological questions, and to conduct the discussions 
in a dispassionate manner.

The Dange group betrayed the Communist movement which has been fighting 
the repression and oppression of the Government. While uniting and advancing 
against this Dange group, the 7lh Congress adopted a Programme and some other 
resolutions regarding tactics. After the General Elections, the CC passed “New 
Situation and Party’s Tasks”. This resolution went a step beyond the Party 
Programme and stipulated a political line for the Party. Either in the 7th Congress 
or after, the leadership of the CC did not place the ideological issues implied in 
the Party Programme and tactical decisions for a separate discussion. Our Party 
as a whole had no occasion to discuss these issues in the light of the views expressed 
by fraternal parties. Now the CC has prepared a draft on ideological questions 
and released it for inner party discussions.

2. Proletarian theory of Marxism-Leninism is the basis for the unity of the 
party of the working class. This is a complete and integral theory with international 
character. The future of the Communist Movement in our country depends on our 
discussions which have to be carried on, keeping in view the theories and practices 
and thus coming to a correct understanding. Revolutionary theory is a guide to 
action; practice not based on correct theoretical understanding is blind. Theory 
that has no relation to practice is dogma. For a very long time, we have been
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discussing only some issues of controversy with the Dange group and some other 
national questions. We have not discussed these ideological questions which shook 
the entire world communist movement. Only by having a full-fledged discussion 
and arriving at correct understanding on these questions, will we be able to 
understand the correctness or otherwise of our Party Programme, our tactics and 
our practice. Then only our Party can get consolidated as a contingent of the 
international Communist movement.

3. The CC has described the draft as one of explaining “Modern revisionism 
as the main danger to the International movement at present” (Page 52). The CC, 
in the draft has openly criticised the CPC for saying that tactics of unity in action 
with the leaders of the Soviet Party are wrong and for its rejection in practice. In 
this draft the CC has described the Party.Programme and the tactical line it is 
pursuing, as “the bedrock”'of party’s Political unity and that they are 
unquestionable (Page.3). It describes CPC’s open criticism of these after General 
Elections as interference in fraternal affairs and appeals to party members to 
guard against any such outside interference and “jealously defend its independence 
and its independent political line” (Page 52). The CC in its draft declares that 
sectarian and dogmatic tendencies manifesting in the form of demanding 
rediscussion of Party Programme and political line are arising and that conducting 
merciless fight against these tendencies is the elementary duty of every 
Communist (Page.53). The CC has made these exhortations in the name of 
"Internationalism" and “Democratic Centralism”. But these do not create a 
conducive atmosphere for proper discussions.

4. The CC in its draft explains only its difference and some differing aspects 
with modern revisionism on ideological questions and that, too, in its own way. A 
great debate was conducted against modern revisionism on New Epoch and 
ideological matters relating to it. The CC draft accepts that "the Chinese 
Communist Party has rendered yeoman service to the world working class 
movement and Communist movement in fighting against this menace of modern 
revisionism and in defence of Marxism-Leninism "(Page.35). But along with the 
modern revisionist arguments on ideological questions, the CC did not straightly 
place the arguments of that Party which had done “yeoman service” before the 
Party members while discussing various other arguments. Only while making 
“unity in action” as a “serious point of dispute” in the ideological debate the 
argument of CPC was presented by the CC, that too, in its own way. This does 
not help ideological discussion. The arguments of modern revisionists and 
invaluable views of Marxist-Leninists on the ideological issues that shook the 
Communist movement and the views of CC on these two points must be placed 
before the Party members clearly and unequivocally and in such a way that the 
Party members can understand them all easily. Then only the Party members will 
be able to play their role in the ideological discussions. The CC draft does not 
aim at it. This is not useful for that purpose.

The task of all the Party members including the CC is to thoroughly discuss 
and understand the important issues connected with the working class theory 
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which is the basis for the unity and internationalism of the working class party 
and thus correct the present state of affairs; the discussion and consolidation has 
to be done through a Party Congress.

The CC draft is not only not useful for the purpose but also the understanding 
expressed in the draft on issues like Communist movement and our tasks, New 
Epoch and the tasks of Marxist-Leninists, fundamental contradiction, unity in 
action, relations among fraternal parties, is wrong and harmful. We cannot but 
say that the understanding expressed in the draft is close to that of the Soviet 
leadership and that it is confusing Party members. An analysis of the various 
issues will make it, clear.

Present Day International Communist Movement -Tasks
With the victory of the Chinese Revolution under the leadership of the 

proletariat and the establishment of Peoples’ Government the national liberation 
struggles and peoples’ struggles began to surge forward like waves. The world 
imperialists, headed by the US imperialists, began to wage criminal last- ditch 
battles. Exactly at this criticial juncture modem revisionism raised its ugly head 
in the international communist movement. The leadership of the CPSU which 
played an important role in the world communist movement began to propagate 
and implement revisionist theories. This line expressed itself in all the national 
liberation struggles such as Congo, Algeria, Angola, Dominican Republic, South 
Vietnam and Laos. It expressed itself clearly in its actions against China and 
Albania and their Parties and in its economic policies towards socialist countries. 
Marxist-Leninists are combating Soviet leaders’ propaganda of war being not 
fatalistically inevitable and their denouncing of national liberation movements. 
The revisionists in capitalist countries are carrying in line of the Soviet leaders 
and supporting their collaboration with the US imperialists and their unity with 
reactionaries and all such things openly. Consequently the communist movement 
has to face many difficulties. Unless the Marxist-Leninists fight the treacherous 
theories and betrayal of the Soviet leadership, they cannot advance even a single 
step forward. The Communist Party of China under the leadership of Com. Mao 
Tse-tung prepared a General Line concerning the world Communist Movement 
and placed it before the CPSU and the international Communist movement on 
June 14,1963. The CPC in its General Line warned against making no distinction 
between enemies, friends and ourselves and leaving the fate of humanity to 
collaboration with the US imperialists. They made it clear in the General Line 
that those who denounce the national liberation movements are fully defending 
the monopoly capital and that the World Socialist Revolution depends on the 
outcome of national liberation struggles. They further clarified that the attitude 
towards these struggles “is an important criterion for differentiating those who 
want revolution from those who do not, and those who are truly defending world 
peace from those who are abetting the forces of aggression and war.” The 
preparation of this document is a historic event in the world Communist movement. 
It is a call for the international Communist movement to discharge its historic 
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responsibility towards the national liberation struggles and for principled unity in 
the international Communist movement. The Communists rose to the call. The 
Soviet leadership in its open letter rejected it as a “slander” and as an easy way of 
winning popularity among the people of Asia, Africa and Latin America. 
Continuing these controversies the Soviet leadership began to split and disrupt 
the anti-imperialist struggles, socialist camp, movement and the Communist 
Parties.

Marxist-Leninists of all countries under the leadership of the CPC 
surmounting the difficulties, are united by combating the class collaborationist 
theories, policies and betrayal of the leadership of the CPSU and began to 
discharge their historic responsibilities towards national liberation movements 
and people’s movements. Wherever the Marxist-Leninists were united and waged 
struggle against modern revisionism, in those countries they achieved spectacular 
victories. Among national liberation struggles that are overcoming the revisionist 
betrayal and advancing forward, the Vietnam struggle is a turning point. The 
daily expanding national liberation strugglesand people’s struggles in Asia, Africa, 
and Latin America are creating terror among the American imperialists and 
reactionaries who were already horrified with the Vietnamese struggle. Modern 
revisionism is in a hopeless position to save them. This is a heartening and 
encouraging situation for all the Marxist-Leninists in the world.

So far the leadership of the CC has made no effort to make our Party a partner 
in the great international ideological struggle of the world Marxist-Leninists against 
modern revisionism and make our Party join its hands with the national liberation 
movements. The leadership of the CC did not give importance to the ideological 
issues which are shaking the international Communist movement.

What is it that the leadership of the CC and their draft tell about the favourable 
conditions created by the struggle against modem revisionism conducted by the 
world Marxist-Leninists? The central leadership and the Central Committee are 
not happy over the present favourable situation.

The CC in its draft says that "the world Communist Movement is sharply 
divided, its unity disrupted and it is plunged into a serious crisis. ” The CC did 
not refer to the date and time of the crisis they imagine. When compared to the 
situation existing before the 1964 Calcutta Congress did the Indian Communist 
movement go forward or backward? When compared to the situation existing 
before the CPC’s proposal concerning the general line of June 14, 1963, did the 
international Communist movement achieve unity and development of the Marxist- 
Leninists or not?

Whether the unity of that day has got distructed; is in a crisis? And is it going 
backward? It is not proper to confuse the Party, taking into consideration only the 
propaganda launched by the reactionaries and revisionists and the presents day 
difficulties. The document of the CC hides the fact that the present situation is 
far better than that of past four years or even ten years. Inspite of revisionist 
betrayal Vietnam is advancing, three fourths of Laos and 60 per cent of Burma
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are already liberated. The national liberation struggles are expanding throughout 
all the backward countries. They have spread to Thailand, Malaysia, Philippines, 
Bolivia and such other countries. The national liberation forces in Indonesia 
have overcome the fascist terror and are advancing inspite of the propaganda 
regarding its total collapse. In this connection the initiative shown by the Marxist- 
Leninists in mobilising the national liberation forces is commendable. The CC’s 
presentation of this situation as a “sad state of affairs,” whatever the reasons may 
be, is not true to the reality. The CC’s presentation of the present situation as "a 
crisis that has virtually paralysed the initiative of the world Communist forces in 
successfully resisting and rebuffing the offensive let loose by the world 
imperialists," (P.9) is nothing but denying the unity and victories achieved so 
far by the Marxist-Leninists and the national liberation struggles all over the 
world under the leadership of the CPC. The CC in its draft, while believing 
that "modern revisionism had been and does still remain the main danger to 
the World Communist movement ” also emphasises that "there have been 
certain dogmatic manifestations in individual parties and on individual 
propositions, precepts and actions ” (p.9).

The draft clearly says that the modern revisionist theories as advocated and 
practised by the leadership of the CPSU are "the main cause for this sad state of 
affairs. ” But what are the dogmatic manifestations in individual parties and on 
individual propositions and precepts and actions? How and in which parties do 
they express themselves? Are they the causes for the “sad state of affairs” though 
secondarily? How far do they contribute to present conditions? Is there any 
difference between those modem revisionist theories which are the “main cause” 
for the “present situation” and the modem revisionism represented by the Soviet 
leadership? The CC draft does not answer these questions in a straight forward 
way. The CC makes it clear that "the consolidation and further rapid advance of 
the world Communist movement is inconceivable without waging a principled 
and determinedfight against this menace of revisionism in all its manifestations 
and conducting sustained struggle in defence of Marxism-Leninism and the 
principled unity of the International Communist Movement ” (P.9)

The principled struggle against modern revisionism is meant by the CC only 
as a theoretical struggle against modern revisionism. By “principle unity’ in the 
international communist movement is meant only the unity achieved in the 
theoretical struggle against modern revisionism. Modern revisionism, and its 
representatives, Soviet leadership, beginning with the ideological betrayal went 
to the extent of betrayal in practice, beginning with the political betrayal went to 
the extent of betrayal in organisational matters and travelled further and further 
along this line. The CC draft insists that only an ideological struggle has to be 
conducted against this line and that only is the ‘principled’ line. But, whatever 
the reasons, may be, the CC’s insistance is not recognising the danger of modern 
revisionism at the present stage. This method of struggle will be one of hiding 
the danger and betrayal of modern revisionism. That is why Marxist-Leninists 
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under the leadership of CPC declared that the struggle for fulfilling the tasks in 
the New Epoch and struggle against modern revisionism should be conducted 
through to the end.

The modern revisionists are continuing their conspiracies to split and disrupt 
the world communist movement and the Soviet camp. Marxist-Leninists are 
uniting against this and discharging their historical responsibilities. The effect of 
this struggle is seen on the Party members and people in the countries under 
influence of Soviet revisionist leadership. They are coming forward as against 
the Soviet revisionist leadership and other revisionist leading cliques. In the present 
circumstances, in the name of‘principled struggle’ to limit struggle against modem 
revisionism only to a theoretical one does not help either national liberation 
struggles or the Partiesand the people in the socialist countries under the leadership 
of Soviet revisionists, but only harms them. In the name of‘principle unity’ to 
make the Marxist-Leninists confine only to theoretical struggle does not help the 
parties and the people in the socialist countries under the leadership of the Soviet 
revisionists to come out of the revisionists’ grip, but only hinders this process.

It should not be forgotten that the majority of the people and the Party members 
in the socialist countries under the influence of the Soviet leadership, believe in 
Marxism-Leninism. Modern revisionism is the main obstacle for their coming 
forward. Modern revisionism will use all in its capacity to see that they do not 

• come out of it. In the name of ‘principled unity’, reducing the struggle against 
revisionism only to an ideological struggle, establishing contacts with the 
revisionist leaders in the socialist countries will harm the interests of not only 
the people and the parties of those countries, but also the interests of the world 
communist movement, national liberation struggles and other revolutionary 
struggles. This makes no distinction between the Marxist-Leninist Parties and 
the revisionist parties.

“Principled ideological struggle” against modern revisionism and principled 
“struggle for unity” with modern revisionism- this is the line the CC Draft 
expresses. By virtue of the position the modem revisionists occupy in the Socialist 
camp, the line of the CC boils down to ideological struggle against and unity in 
practice with the modern revisionists, i.e., the line of struggle and unity regarding 
modem revisionism.

Whatever high-sounding words like “determined fight” against modern 
revisionism “in all its manifestations” the draft may express, such a line will 
make the struggle against revisionism nominal and unity with it real. This line 
will lead to making no distinction between revisionists and Communists and 
confuse the fighting people.

This line is against the teachings of great Marxist-Leninists that the 
contradiction between Marxism-Leninism and modern revisionism is an 
antagonistic one and by waging struggle against modem revisionism, Communists 
are discharging their historical responsibilities.
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New Epoch: Tasks of Marxist-Leninists
In the face of distortion of the New Epoch by the Soviet leadership, their 

policy of confusing the world communist movement and national liberation 
struggles and pursuing the policy of class collaboration, the CPC with its 
invaluable experience came forward to resist the line. The CPC prepared the 
general line and placed it before the CPSU and the world communist movement 
on June 14th, 1963. Various parties discussed this general line.

Rejecting the CPC’s proposal concerning the General Line, the CPSU 
expressed certain ideas in its open letter. The Soviet leadership expressed in its 
open letter that the changes brought al 1 over the world in the New Epoch, "changes 
in the balance offorces, new opportunities for the movement. ” (p. 18) brought to 
fore, the "problems of strategy and tactics of the world working class movement 
and national liberation movement". It also declared that its own general line was 
the solution for all these problems.

The C.C. draft does not clearly express its opinion on the "new opportunities " 
preached by the modern revisionists. It does not explain their concrete 
manifestations. Rejecting the CPC’s arguments, the Soviet leaders in their open 
letter said that it was meaningless to reject completely the method of negotiations 
and agreements as a solution for problems arising inevitably out of the relations 
amongcountries. They also said that if this method of solution was rejected, then 
wars would never come to an end (P.30). The C.C. does not clinch whether this is 
the way of avoiding wars between the two systems. The C.C only says that the 
"co-operation and collaboration aspect is being thrust to the forefront by the 
Soviet leadership" (p.33). The Soviet leadership in its open letter expressed that 
it is a matter of the C.P.C’s belief, not to believe imperialists in any affair and 
that they would certainly deceive but, it was a “matter of reasonable estimations” 
(p.30). Only according to this, the open letter said, that the “U.S. stick to its word 
in Cuba” and that they were “fulfilling their promises”. In this open letter, the 
Soviet leadership talked of “new opportunities.” But what is the understanding 
of our CC on these “new opportunities”? What does the draft explain? The C.C. 
draft warns that if “one were to proceed on several possibilities of averting war 
and establishing durable peace, and on that basis weave out theories and workout 
tactics, one is bound to end in grief’ (P.17). The draft says that "there were 
powerful imperialist forces with economic political and military resources " and that 
the Marxist-Leninists should base themselves on these “realities” (p. 17). But the 
C.C. does not specify the “several opportunities” which are imagined by it.

The C.P.C. explained that the New Epoch created opportunities for the national 
liberation movements and peoples’ struggles. The C.C. draft does not say where 
it differs from the C.P.C’s argument. The draft does not explain why the Soviet 
leadership, which “came to reasonable estimations was keeping its promises to 
the W.S” and whether what the C.P.C. said was only a matter of its own belief? Or 
is it a theory based on relations of the New Epoch and which is necessary for the 
present stage? The C.C. draft refuses to say this. If the C.P.C. is not able to see
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the “new opportunities” which the C.C. imagines, atleast that should have been 
clearly stated. The C.C. does notexpress its opinion regarding the responsibilities 
of Marxist-Leninists towards the national liberation struggles which play a special 
role as against the war schemes of imperialists and for the advance of the world 
socialist movement at the present stage.

Definition of New Epoch
The C.C. draft says that "the definition of the New Epoch should not be 

based on utopian formulae, subjectively drawn " (p.8). According to their own 
definition of the new Epoch, the CC draft defines the "forces of revolution " as 
"the countries that have already come under the socialist system, the proletarian 
revolutionary movements in the advanced capitalist countries, the national 
liberation movements, andforces in the newly liberated and colonial countries, 
of the widespread popular movements against war and in defence of world peace " 
at present (p.8). The C.C. draft does not clearly say whether the Indian 
Government is one among the forces in the newly liberated countries. The Soviet 
leadership places the Indian Government in the anti-imperialist peace zone and is 
propagating it. The leadership of our Party is preaching that the Indian Government 
did not join its hands with imperialism. Whatever may be the difference between 
both the estimations, the C.C. draft does not say whether the Indian Government 
is one in the list of these “forces of revolution”. The C.C. does not clarify whether 
the Soviet leadership, representing modem revisionism, is one among the forces 
of revolution. It only says that imperialism can be defeated if these forces of 
revolution could stand united.

Modem revisionists reject the special role of national liberation struggles in 
the New Epoch and in the present stage in thwarting the war schemes of imperialists 
and in accomplishment of Socialist revolution. Marxist-Leninists chalk out their 
tasks by having this special role in their view. This is precisely the difference 
between the Marxist-Leninists and modern revisionists. It is precisely from here 
that the modern revisionists, betrayal and splitting activities start. The C.C. draft 
sidetracks this. The C.C draft preaches "a revolutionary combination of socialist 
diplomacy, calculated to isolate the most reactionary imperialist groups with 
the use of the armed might of the socialist camp, ” when the imperialists resort 
to aggression and bloodshed (p.9). The socialist countries under the influence of 
the Soviet revisionist leadership are using their diplomatic relations for improving 
friendly relations with U.S. imperialism, which has become the main enemy of 
the people of the world, and with those reactionary groups in those countries 
where the national liberation movements are advancing. This is clear to every 
student of politics. The leadership of the C.C. is not unaware of the Soviet 
propaganda that the C.P.C. is attempting to force the Soviet and U.S. into a war, 
that the U.S. imperialists had shifted their military concentration from Europe to 
Asia and their conspiracies of encirlement of Chinese People’s Republic and that 
the Soviet revisionist leadership is provoking border clashes with China 
mobilising their armies to the Chinese borders. What does it mean when the C.C.
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Draft hides these facts and preaches the revolutionary combination of socialist 
diplomacy with the armed might of the socialist camp? The C.C. Draft says that 
the unity of the revolutionary forces should be one that can defeat the imperialists 
and that “unity in which the ruling parties of the socialist countries render all 
forms of aid” against imperialist aggression and intervention (p.9). But it is well 
known that the obstacle to this unity is modern revisionism and the Soviet 
leadership which represents it.

The Soviet leadership joining hands with the enemies of the world people, 
U.S. imperialists and all reactionaries, and utilising the U.N. for diplomatic 
relations betrayed the people of Congo, Dominican Republic, Vietnam and Arab 
countries. The history of present day struggles has proved that the struggles 
conducted in alliance with modern revisionists could not strike and defeat 
imperialists. What does it mean, when the C.C. draft preaches for such unity in 
which the parties under the influence of Soviet revisionist leadership also could 
give all forms of aid?

The Soviet revisionist leadership also expressed the same thing, of course, 
in different words. The Soviet revisionist leadership rejecting the C.P.C’s proposal 
concerning the General Line said in its open letter as follows: "Today, the 
world revolution advances in the form of consolidation of the socialist camp, 
proletarian revolutionary struggles against capitalist countries, continued 
national liberation struggles, strengthening of economic and political 
independence of newly liberated countries in Asia, Africa and Latin America in 
opposition to aggressive schemes, people's struggles against monopoly capitalists 
etc. One should not be counterposed against the other. All should be directed 
towards a single aim-elimination of imperialist rule ”. The open letter criticised 
the CPC for its alleged counterposing of national liberation struggles toothers. 
It also criticised the CPC for believing in national liberation struggles as the 
decisive force in the New Epoch. The open letter theorised that, among the anti­
imperialist revolutionary forces, it is the international working class and its 
creation, the world socialist camp, that could play the decisive role (p.53). The 
meaning is very clear; they want to subject and subordinate the national liberation 
struggles to their strategy and tactics. This is precisely the controversy in the 
world communist movement. The open letter oftheCPSU saying that "it is the 
struggle for averting nuclear war which is crucial among the tasks facing the 
anti-imperialist forces," counterposed this to others and revealed its plan for 
unity with reactionaries and collaboration with the U.S. They have regarded the 
Indian Government as a “revolutionary force” fighting imperialism and tried to 
pit it against the Chinese People’s Republic. It is helping by all means and 
befriending the reactionaries in backward countries. This is precisely the 
controversy regarding the New Epoch. Then, which is anti-imperialist and which 
is not? In the name of “averting nuclear war” and directing all struggles as 
against imperialism, is it correct to subordinate the national liberation struggles 
and thus water them down? Or is it correct by surmounting al I obstacles to continue 
national liberation struggles which play adicisively role in thwarting imperialist
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war machinations and in advancing the world socialist revolution? The C.C. has 
thought it irk-some to express its opinion clearly in the draft over this controversial 
issue. The C.C. Draft stands away from this controversy. The Soviet leadership 
in its open letter explained away the national liberation struggle according to 
their own strategy.

It said: “Marxist-Leninists always emphasise this great significance of 
national liberation movements and its feature. If it wants to achieve proper 
victories, it should have firm friendship and cooperation with the world socialist 
system which is the main force in the anti-imperialist struggle " (p.56).

In his report of 15lh February, 1964, on “struggle for solidarity of the world 
communist movement, ” Suslov said, "unity of the revolutionary forces is the basis 
for victory in the anti-imperialist struggle ” (p.37)

He proposed that in order to combat imperialist aggression, socialist 
countries extend their political and diplomatic aid in their full capacity, to 
the newly liberated countries (Ibid P.38).

There is no difference between the Soviet leaders’ proposal of “firm 
friendship” and the C.C’s draft explanation of the “unity of revolutionary forces”. 
There is no difference between the “political and diplomatic aid”, preached and 
implemented by Suslov and “Combination of socialist diplomacy with the use of 
armed might.” The difference is only in words. The C.C. draft refuses to raise the 
question, whether the national liberation struggles have any special role to play 
in defeating the imperialist war plans.

Marxist-Leninists note that in the New Epoch and at the present stage the 
national liberation struggles have got a special role to play in thwarting the 
imperialist war plans, in defeating their strategy and in achieving the world 
socialist revolution. Only the modem revisionists reject this. What does it mean 
when the CC draft bypasses these struggles which have special significance and 
preaches such unity to defeat the imperialists? The CC is counterposing the 
“revolutionary forces” which it imagines and their “unity” to the national liberation 
struggles which have special significance at the present stage. This is nothing 
but rejecting the role played by the Korean war, Vietnam struggle and other 
national liberation struggles in defeating the imperialist war plans. The draft 
intends indirectly to tell that the national liberation struggles against U.S. 
imperialism have no special significance and they cannot achieve victories till 
such “unity” is achieved through skilful methods preached by them. The father 
of modern revisionism, Khrushchov, vainly attempted threaten about the fate of 
the Vietnamese struggle if he gave it up. His heirs tried to force a compromise 
with the U.S. imperialists by showing the difficulties which might arise if they 
would not combine their forces with it. The leadership of the CC and the CC draft 
do not have such confidence in the national liberation struggles as in the military 
might and diplomatic strength of modem revisionists.

The draft has more confidence in the unity in which the parties under the 
revisionist leadership could render all help against imperialism rather than anti- 
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imperialist struggles. The draft formulated that the struggle “for unity against 
imperialism is inseparable from the struggle against modern revisionism (p.9) 
The meaning is very clear. The CC thinks that the struggle against modem 
revisionism should be such in which the ruling parties in the socialist camp 
could render all forms of practical aid, including direct military, intervention to 
the anti-imperialist struggles. The CC’s idea is that during Marxist-Leninists 
struggle against modem revisionism and the revisionist leadership of the ruling 
parties in the socialist camp, it should be seen that those parties would not with 
hold their help to the anti-imperialist struggles. The CC rejects to note that the 
very struggle against revisionism would help the parties to overcome these 
respective revisionist leaderships and help to discharge their respective duties 
and achieve unity.

Modem revisionism and the Soviet revisionist leadership stand at the helm 
of the socialist countries and parties under its leadership. Thus it also becomes 
part of the “forces of revolution”, defined by the draft. The Soviet leadership is 
tied up with Indian Government and such other reactionary forces. What does it 
mean when the CC draft links the struggle for unity “in which the Soviet leadership 
and the parties in the socialist countries under its leadership would not withhold 
practical and military aid to the anti- imperialist struggles” with the struggle 
against modern revisionism? Is it not conducting the struggle against modem 
revisionism in a way subjected to and subordinated to the acceptance of the 
Soviet leadership, so that it may not withhold its help to these struggles? Is it not 
subjecting and subordinating the struggle against revisionism to the acceptance 
of the Soviet leadership which rejects the special role of the national liberation 
struggles, and vainly tries to disrupt them by all means? This is nothing but 
subordinating the struggle against revisionism to the whims and fancies of modem 
revisionists in the name of unity. The CC may think that this “unity” is possible 
if the struggle against revisionism is carried out as a “principled” ideological 
struggle. It may also think that it is a revolutionary skill.” But all this leads 
to unity with revisionism and the betrayal of national liberation struggles.

In this connection it is necessary to remember some of Lenin’s formulations. 
He warned us in his book “Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Capitalism" as 
follows: “If the struggle against imperialism is not made inseparable from that 
against opportunism it is bogus and humbug. They are the most dangerous who 
refuse to understand this."

The great Lenin’s warning is invaluable: precisely by having this warning in 
their views, Marxist-Leninists are carrying the national liberation struggles by 
linking them with struggle against modern revisionism, and achieved great 
victories. The Soviet leadership called its attempt for unity with the reactionary 
forces and such other heterogeneous forces as a struggle for unity. What is meant 
by struggle for unity? The CC draft decides to combine the struggle for unity 
with the struggle against revisionism. This is against the great Lenin’s method 
and makes the anti- revisionist struggle nominal and waters down the national 
liberation struggles.
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If we notice the CC draft’s criticism of modem revisionism in the context of 
the New Epoch, we can understand what sort of struggle it preaches. The draft’s 
understanding of modern revisionism is that it underplays certain salient features 
of the Epoch, while exaggerating certain other aspects and paints a period of 
more or less peaceful transition to socialism has set in (p.7). The CC thinks that 
it is due to erroneous ideas that the revisionists hide the fact that the rule of 
monopoly capital is still continuing in the advanced capitalist countries, that 
militarisation is growing in those countries, that “modem revisionism builds a 
dreamland in which imperialism hasceased tobeone whichhas to be annihilated?” 
And the C.C. concludes that with these dreams modem revisionism is disrupting 
unity and undermining the national liberation struggles. Such are the mistakes of 
revisionism according to the C.C. So it can be clearly said that the understanding 
of the draft regarding the New Epoch and the responsibilities of Marxist-Leninists 
in this Epoch is not only mistaken but is close to the understanding of the Soviet 
revisionists.

Modern Revisionism: C.C’s Estimation
The revisionist theories of “peaceful co-existence”, “peaceful economic 

competition”, and “peaceful transition” started by the Soviet leadership in the 
20lh Congress were developed and are being implemented as a political and 
organisational line. What does the CC draft tell us about this? It describes that 
the trio “with every passing day are being renderd in to a fully worked out line 
of class conciliation and collaboration on a global plane” (p.33). This is what the 
C.C. tells about international and class collaboration policies of Soviet revisionist 
leadership. The draft may delight itself that it has satisfied the Party members 
by saying that it has described the Soviet revisionist policy as being rendered 
into a fully worked out class collaborationist party. But it is not “by each passing 
day”, that it becomes “fully worked out line of class conciliation and collaboration 
on a global scale”. It would have been good if the CC explained how many days 
should be passed for it to become a fully worked out line? This is not the straight 
and unequivocal method of expressing its opinions to party members by the CC.

By hiding things it may have some temporary advantages, but it does harm to 
the movement rather than contributing to it. The CC tells in a roundabout way 
that the class collaborationist policy of the Soviet leadership which represents 
modern revisionism is only being rendered into a fully worked out line with every 
passing day and that it is not a fully worked out line as yet. These are against 
realities. It is impossible to hide the fact that the Soviet leadership is conniving 
with the US imperialists and helping them at every step in their conspiracies 
regarding Congo, Vietnam, West Asia, monopoly of nuclear arms, isolating China 
and all other international issues. The CC only intends to create an opinion that 
the policy of the Soviet leadership which represents modem revisionism is not a 
fully worked out line of class collaboration as yet.

In this connection one more important aspect must be studied. The CC Draft 
says that “the Soviet leadership is seeking to relegate the struggle against the 
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imperialists to a secondary position,” and thrusting cooperation with the US 
imperialists to the forefront (p.33). The CC describes their line as a bankrupt 
revisionist line. “Cooperation and collaboration” with the imperialists, particularly 
the US imperialists, the main enemy of the world, is unthinkable for the communist 
world even as a secondary one. Negotiations over controversial issues and 
compromises that are useful for the revolutionary movement are different things. 
It is impossible to hide the fact that the Soviet revisionist leadership has become 
a complete ally of US imperialism. This is the understanding of the Marxist- 
Leninists. To reject this the CC Draft adopts another roundabout way. It tells us 
that according to its criticism, the Soviet Union has not become an ally of US 
imperialism. The CC Draft is utilising the name of the Soviet Union to help the 
betrayal ofthe leadership in the same way as the Soviet leadership tries to cover 
up its betrayal by utilising the name ofthe Soviet Union. The imperialists in their 
persuit for word domination are trying to isolate the Chinese Peoples’ Republic 
which stands in their way, are building up military encirclement around China, 
trying to suppress the national liberation struggles and disrupt the Socialist world. 
The Soviet leadership also is conniving with the US imperialists and other 
reactionaries and has concentrated against China. What else is this if not for 
sharing the domination ofthe world? And the CC Draft clearly tells that their 
criticism does in no way imply that the Soviet Union is working for sharing 
world hegemony with US imperialism. And thus the CC’s Draft rejects to accept 
the betrayal ofthe Soviet leadership and obstructs those who fight it. The draft 
propagates that the acceptance of this is tantamount to placing the Soviet Union 
outside the Socialist camp. This is clearly giving a place to the Soviet leadership 
in a roundabout way. The Soviet leadership is conniving with U.S. imperialism 
for sharing world hegemony on the one side and is taking quick stepstorestore 
capitalism on the other, in order to strengthen its own base. Thus the Soviet 
leaders are trying to remove the Soviet Union from out of the Socialist camp. 
The world Marxist-Leninists are discharging their international responsibilities 
by exposing this before the Soviet people and the Soviet Party. The leadership of 
our Party and the CC Draft are standing in their way by trying to cover up the 
betrayal. For this they are using the name of the Soviet Union. There can be no 
worse anti-internationalism than this.

Only with this understanding the CC Draft tells us that the policies of the 
Soviet leadership are “right opportunist policies”, that the aggressive activities 
of the imperialists will grow in future and that peoples’ movements will be 
damaged. It means, according to the draft, that the policy of the Soviet leadership 
has not yet become a fully worked out class collaborationist policy, that they are 
only poisonous ideas and that these revisionist ideas cause serious damage to the 
world communist movement. Thus it bypasses the real issues, while stating that 
they accept the role played by the CPC in the struggle for the advancement of 
the working class and the communist movement. The Draft hides the fact 
that it has rejected the essence of the CPC’s line. The CC might have
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thought that since the struggle chalked out by the Draft is confined only to 
the ideological struggle, it automatically becomes a criticism against the 
Chinese Party. Now let us analyse the various aspects.

ON THE ISSUE OF FUNDAMENTAL CONTRADICTIONS
It has to be said that the CC has erred in its analysis of this issue. The general 

line of the internationial communist movement should be based on the sum total 
of the actual conditions and on the analysis of the fundamental contradictions in 
the contemporary world. Otherwise, besides being of no helpto the world Socialist 
revolution and the world Communist movement it will harm them. It is here that 
Marxism-Leninism and alien ideologies struggle and this is not just a difference 
in words.

Is the general line preached by the Soviet leadership based on the analysis of 
the fundamental contradictions or not? Are the ideas propagated in this context 
correct or not? What is their end result? What is the Marxist-Leninist 
understanding? Presently these are the important issues in debate. The General 
Line proposed by the CPC has examined all these issues and shown the way.

The CC Draft has said that the Soviet leadership accepts the fundamental 
contradictions; but accepting the fundamental contradiction in words is not enough. 
They have to be understood from the class point of view. Whether the Soviet 
leadership is doing it this way or not is the real issue. The CC Draft has not 
intended to clearly state its stand on this issue. It has reduced the dispute to be 
one of a minor issue. It gives out that in treating the contradiction between the 
socialist camp and the imperialist camp as “almost the only contradiction,” by 
the advocacy of “pet methods” for the solution of all the fundamental 
contradictions (p. 10), modem revisionists are covering up the class essence of 
the contradiction between the camps of imperialism and socialism. They refuse 
that there is no difference between this contradiction and the one between socialist 
and imperialist Governments. This is an important issue under dispute. The CC 
has not at all touched upon this.

The CPC from a class analysis of the fundamental contradictions has given 
the slogan of broad UF with the Socialist countries and the international working 
class as its core against imperialism and reactionaries headed by US imperialism. 
At a time when the US imperialists are subjecting the intermediate zone between 
the Socialist camp and US imperialism to aggression and grabbing, the CPC had 
made it clear that the international working class should utilise inter-imperialist 
contradictions for “uniting all forces that can be united.” It laid down that 
cooperation and collaboration with US imperialism is wrong. The General Line 
proposed by the CPC explained the contradictions and pointed that these national 
liberation struggles play a decisive role in the present stage in blowing up the 
war plans of imperialism and in achieving world socialism.

The Soviet leadership has rejected all these points. The Soviet leadership, 
while cooperating with US imperialism, ridiculed the Chinese Government for 
its relations with France and with Pakistan, which were maintained with a view
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to utilising the inter-imperialist contradictions. It argued that to ask them, not to 
maintain relations with the US is ill-intended. In the name of “anti-imperialist 
peace front”, the Soviet leadership, enlisting Indian Government and such other 
reactionary forces in it, has been giving all sorts of aid to them as against national 
liberation movements. It reveals its real face, when besides lending aid to the 
Suharto regime, the Soviet Ambassador lavishes praises on it. The Soviet 
leadership paints the national liberation movements as of regional significance. 
The C.C Draft has refused to state its opinions either on these disputed aspects or 
on the class content of contradictions, on the question of which is its principal 
aspect, and on the related intermediate zone and the attitude towards the national 
liberation movements. The CC Draft is not prepared to go deep into these important 
points of dispute.

The CC Draft has said that Marxist-Leninists understand that the contradiction 
between imperialism and oppressed nations has got accentuated and assumed the 
acutest form culminating in the outburst of national liberation movements and 
that it is “influencing the course of all other contradictions” and that it has 
become “the focus of all contradictions” (P.9). This may be their understanding, 
but not the understanding of the Marxist-Leninists. Marxist-Leninists understand 
that the contradiction between imperialism and oppressed nations is the principal 
contradiction for this entire stage that the various types of contradicitions in the 
contemporary world are concentrated in the vast areas of Asia, Africa and Latin 
America that this principal contradiction leads to a surge of national liberation 
struggles. When they are unable to dispute this, it is incorrect to attribute their 
understanding to Marxist-Leninists. To understand well what the C.C thinks about 
the fundamental contradiction, one has to examine the CC resolution on “New 
Situation and Party’s Tasks.” Narrating the national liberation struggles in the 
period primarily before 1950, it included Vietnam with them, saying that a “glance 
at the continents of Asia, Africa and Latin America would convince anybody 
how powerful national liberation struggles have become a pronounced feature 
of our time” (p. 10). TheCC resolution then concluded that this contradiction 
got intensified, surmounting the dangled imperialist economic aid (P.11-12). 
The CC resolution has described that “a concrete study of international 
developments during this decade would more clearly reveal” that this 
contradiction “has assumed a particularly acute and sharp character” (p. 13). The 
CC resolution has concluded that “at the present stage of international 
developments, Vietnam has become such a focal point of all world contradictions: 
(p. 13). This means that Vietnam has become the focal point of world contradictions, 
while the principal contradiction has got accentuated. This is not how the Marxist- 
Leninists all over the world understand. They understand that the vast areas of 
Asia, Africa and Latin America constitute the focal point of all the contradictions. 
It is true that Vietnam has become a crucial one in the national liberation struggles. 
Its specific significance lies precisely in the fact that it withstood the betrayal of 
modem revisionism.
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The method which the CC has adopted to study the fundamental contradictions 
is not the correct one. It is not studying the real situation. It is only the interpretation 
of their view, in terms of class contradictions. This would be more clear if we see 
one more aspect. The April resolution has said that “the central theatre where 
all the fundamental contradictions and conflicts are sharply focussed, has now 
shiftedfrom Europe, where they were concentrated in the first post-war decade, 
to Asia today " (p. 14). While saying that it has lead to the change in the theatre of 
military activities, the CC Draft explained at length- the Chinese revolution and 
national liberation struggles and in addition to these “the Soviet Union has proved 
itself to be more than a match to the US in the defence and military sphere ”, the 
European People's Democracies had put their states fairly on the road to 
Socialism and Communism", and “the NATO military alliance countered by the 
Warsaw Defence Pact under the Soviet leadership all these as reasons for the 
change. Will American imperialism leave Europe to forces which have surpassed 
its own military strength and shift its military target to Asia just because China 
has become a hard nut to them? Is this the reality? This simple doubt of a 
layman did not strike the CC. The CC is not bothered about as to which 
contradiction led American imperialism to shift its target. Do they mean to say 
that American has shifted its target only in accordance with the principal 
contradiction and that the Soviet leadership in the world and the Chinese 
Government in Asia have become hurdles to American imperialism? The way 
that the CC studies the fundamental contradictions itself is wrong. The study of 
the fundamental contradictions should be as to decide a general line and policy 
but not to defend our own understanding in their name. This erroneous 
understanding does manifest in the CC Draft. The soviet leadership has spread 
certain wrong ideas in support of its policies. They have begun to remove the 
class content of the contradiction between imperialism and the Socialist camp 
and to differentiate this with the contradiction between the imperialist Governments 
and the Socialist Governments to reject the other fundamental contradictions 
and propagate that the contradiction between different social systems will get 
resolved through “peaceful economic competition, and that the contradiction 
between the proletariat and the capitalists and that the contradiction between 
the oppressed nations and imperialists will get resolved without revolution The 
CPC in its General line has warned that these erroneous ideas would inevitably 
lead to wrong and dangerous policies (p.9).

The CC Draft says, “this totally undialectical understanding, study and 
assessment of the contradictions has landed the revisionists in opportunist 
mistakes”. This is nothing but interpreting the deeds of the modern revisionists 
in an inverted way. The Soviet leadership did not formulate its general line with 
a class understanding of the fundamental contradictions. They have formulated it 
from their own thinking. And now to defend it, they have been circulating certain 
wrong notions about contradictions. The history of the Communist movement 
has proved that erroneous ideas lead to dangerous policies. The revisionist 
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mistakes pointed out by the CC Draft are only some of the wrong ideas that they 
are propagating. The C.C. Draft does not mention in all these the key point, which 
discards the class content of the contradiction between different social systems. 
Did the “mistakes” pointed out by the draft lead to the dangerous policies, or 
not? How will the undialectical understanding lead to “mistakes”? The CC does 
not answer these questions. This would mean supporting the general line of the 
Soviet leadership, while saying that it is wrong “in principle” on the question of 
contradictions. Its attitude in the study of contradictions is clear from its evasion 
to touch upon the intermediate zone and the responsibilities to be discharged 
towards the national liberation movements.

This will be more clear if we examine the understanding of the CC regarding 
the class contradictions in India.

India is a backward country. It remained under the direct rule of the 
imperialiststill 1947. The big bourgeoisie compromised with imperialism and 
since 1947 is wielding state power. This situation would not eliminate the 
contradiction between imperialism and the Indian nation as a whole and between 
imperialism and the national bourgeoisie, as well. It is accepted by one and all 
that as the crisis deepens, this contradiction is getting intensified.

TheCC which said that the economic crisis in the countiy has been projecting 
itself into a political crisis and that the contradiction between the Government 
and the people gets accentuated in its resolution on “The New Situation and the 
Party's Tasks" of April 1967, also stated as follows:

“At the same time, fissueres and conflicts between the big bourgeoisie and 
the imperialists are not only ruled out, in fact they do also grow and find 
expression " (p.56). There is no relation between the Programme and what the CC 
is now telling in this resolution. It did not stop there. In the same resolution, the 
CC has shown how the contradiction between the Indian Government and 
imperialism is getting accentuated in this way:

"Did we not find that during the last two or three years there arose serious 
differences and conflicts between the Indian Government and US imperialism, on 
a number of questions such as the Indo-Pak War, the fertilizer deal, Indo-US 
educationalfoundation, terms and conditions for food aid, the rupee devaluation 
and the tightening of US and other foreign credits, etc? " This explanation is 
contrary to the facts. It gave fu 11 opportunities for American intervention in our 
educational sector. The Indian Government stopped its trade with Cuba and 
Vietnam, faithfully carrying out the US directives. To show these examples 
asserting the developing contradiction between the Government of India and 
imperialism only gladdens those none those other than the Government of India. 
This resolution also said that “as the US offensive increases such conflicts are 
bound to increase". The CC intends to assert that the contradiction between the 
big bourgeoisie and imperialism and that between the Government of India and 
imperialists gets accentuated while the general crisis of capitalism is in the 
third stage and when the country is facing an economic and political crisis!
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The CC explained in the following manner as to how the contradiction between 
imperialism and the democratic movement influences the class contradictions 
within India and the significance of its utilisation by the big bourgeoisie.

"This tendency of utilising the contradiction between the Socialist 
and imperialist camps at least in the immediate future, may even acquire 
added vigour because of their efforts to defend themselves against 
increasing US measures and their eagerness to stave off the economic 
crisis. Big socialist investments, particularly from the Soviet Union, the 
offers of still larger aid, and other trade and economic relations developed 
between the Soviet Union and the Indian bourgeoisie are important 
factors to reckon with. "

"It would be wrong to satisfy ourselves and rest content with the idea " that 
"what proves strong and real is the collaboration of the big bourgeoisie with 

foreign monopoly capital and not the friendly ties with the Socialist states, 
since the big bourgeoisie is capable of severing the latter at any hour it chooses. 
This is an over simplification par excellence ” (p.57-58).

What is means is clear. It is the view of the CC that in the near future our big 
bourgeoisie will more and more utilise Soviet economic aid against American 
imperialism, that it is wrong to think that the big bourgeoisie can break at its will 
the relations that are established in this process and that we should maintain our 
relations with the Indian Government keeping in our view the Soviet economic 
aid and the relations that are established.

This is not the way to study the fundamental contradictions from the calss 
point of view. This cannot help in our study of the fundamental contradictions in 
our country and formulate our line and tasks. The CC is circulating certain wrong 
ideas to support its arguments.

It cannot but be said that the method adopted by the CC in the study 
of the fundamental contradictions in the national and international spheres 
and the explanations it has offered are wrong.

War and Peace
The CC Draft criticises modem revisionism for formulating that war is not 

inevitable, that the laws of social development are changed due to technological 
progress and advance of nuclear weapons and criticises it as giving up Marxism- 
Leninism. The CC Draft attempts to convince us that modem revisionism commits 
this mistake as they fail to understand the real nature of the imperialists and as 
they “proceed on several possibilities of averting ward and establishing durable 
peace” and on that basis the Soviet leadership and modem revisionists “weave 
out their theories” and that they did not have any other motive (p. 17). This is 
nothing but propagating the love for an enduring peace of the Soviet revisionist 
leadership in the name of criticising their theories.

The CC Draft preaches that "new possibilities have certainly arisen " for 
averting a new world war and establishing an enduring peace, and that “these 
possibilities can be translated into realities " by uniting and strengthening all the
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forces of peace and democracy that can be united”, “and that they do not fall 
victims to either pacifist illusions....or the class collaborationist utopias. " This 
is nothing but supporting the Soviet leadership in the name of peace unity with 
reactionaries in backward countries. The importance of the NLMs did not strike 
the CC and it is not recognising that these are shattering the imperialist war plans. 
In the name of criticism, this is to propagate the good intentions of the Soviet 
leadership, sidetracking the real issue, and defending their general line.

The CC Draft criticises the Soviet leadership for concluding a treaty with 
the American imperialists to maintain their monopoly of nuclear arms as an 
outlook that emanates from a “non-class and right-opportunist understanding" 
(p.20). Modem revisionism is not without its class basis. It is an agent of the 
reactionary capitalist class. This is nothing but an attempt by the CC to cover up 
the class nature of the Soviet revisionist leadership.

It is manifest in the CC Draft that while being a sovereign nation, it is 
wrong to take protection from a fraternal state against imperialist nuclear weapons 
(p.20). This is a wrong argument.

The CC Draft teaches that the attitude of the Soviet leaders regarding China 
on the issue of nuclear weapons “is based on an unwarranted premise ” that 
"their collaboration with the Anglo American imperialists is a greater guarantee 
or the preservation ofpeace for the outlawing of the use of atomic weapons, and 

for averting a thermonuclear war” (p.20). Whether the attitude of the Soviet 
leaders is based on “unwarranted premise” or not is one thing. But, to speak the 
truth, whatever the CC might tell in the name of criticism, none else can make 
better propaganda for the Soviet leadership than the CC Draft. American 
imperialists and all reactionaries are making preparations for a military 
encirclement of China. When the Soviet leadership is joining hands with them, 
should the Marxist-Leninists lay it bare or propose to propagate the good intentions 
of the modern revisionists? This is the problem. It is the betrayal of their 
responsibilities if Marxist-Leninists cover up the modem revisionists betrayal in 
any form.

The Chinese Party is making it clear that while making efforts to avert world 
war and establish peace on the one hand, the revolutionary forces on the other 
should muster all their energies and prepare to repulse if the imperialists force a 
world war. The CC Draft has completely left out this point.

Likewise we also know that the Soviet leadership and the CC Of CPC are 
expressing completely divergent views on what happens if the world war comes. 
The Soviet leadership writes that if a world war breaks out, it develops into a 
nuclear war, that nuclear weapons do not distinguish between Socialism and 
imperialism, that the entire humanity will be annihilated and that this land will 
turn into a graveyard. Instead of developing hatred among people against world 
war, they intend to create fear and scare them. Contrary to this the Chinese Party 
asserts that it is imperialism, and not the Communists who start a world war. It 
said: Socialist revolutions were victorious in the Soviet Union after the first world



covering up and

war and in many other countries after the second world war. Similarly if a third 
world war occurs, imperialism and capitalism will be rooted out and it is wrong 
to say that humanity will be annihilated. It said that world war is not an inevitable 
necessity for the success of Socialist revolutions but the revolutions will certainly 
be victorious if world war occurs. It said in such a war one third of humanity 
might be lost, but on the ruins of capitalism, humanity would build a very great 
new society, and thus the CPC gave confidence to the people. The CC Draft has 
completely skipped off to give its opinion on the bankrupt formula of Soviet 
leadership, which scares the people and leads to compromise with imperialism 
and on the formula of the Chinese Party which imbues the people with confidence 
in the future and prepares them to fight imperialism.

Peaceful Coexistence
Modern revisionists and the Soviet leadership are 

encouraging the aggressive acts and the interventions of American imperialists 
in the name of peaceful coexistence. Socialist foreign policy is opposed to 
imperialist aggression and supports national liberation movements and proletarian 
revolutions. In the respite between the Socialist and imperialist camps, the Socialist 
world should utilise peaceful coexistence to strengthen the national liberation 
movements. Peaceful coexistence should be subordinated to the needs of the 
Socialist camp and the national liberation movements.

The CC Draft while criticising that the modern revisionists are making 
peaceful coexistence the general line of Socialist foreign policy, covers up the 
above point and makes peaceful coexistence the important component of Socialist 
foreign policy (p.23). The Soviet revisionist leadership joined hands with 
aggressive imperialism and reactionaries and betrayed the Socialist camp. They 
are joining hands with evil forces to isolate China, which criticised their policy 
as betrayal. Covering up all this, the CC says that the Soviet revisionist leaders 
are laying exclusive emphasis only on some aspects of the policy of peaceful 
coexistence and that they are following opportunist methods to put up with the 
blatant aggressive acts of imperialism (p.23). The draft depicts that these happened, 
because the Soviet revisionist leaders think that real peaceful coexistence is 
possible with US imperialist rulers (p.24). This is nothing but propagating the 
good intentions of the modern revisionists. The CC preaches that "peaceful 
coexistence is obligatory to Socialist states", even when the imperialists are 
commiting acts of aggression and intervention (p.24). Rejecting the idea that 
peaceful coexistence should be subordinated to the resistance against the 
imperialist aggression, the CC tells that they should be “combined”. There is no 
difference between this and what the Soviet leadership is practicing, except in 
words. This is one way of condemning the help being rendered by the Chinese 
Party to national liberation struggles.

Forms of Transition to Socialism
The Soviet revisionist leadership and modem revisionists began betraying 

the revolutions under the slogan of peaceful transition.
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The CC Draft which has intended to make a scientific analysis of the forms 
of transition, stressed the need and the desire of the Communists to utilise the 
opportunities for peaceful transition. In the course of its explanation, the CC, 
Draft quotes from what Lenin has said in his analysis: “that the only programme 
of international social democracy must be recognition of civil war, though violence 
is, of course, alien to our ideals” (p.27)

What is the intention of the CC in stressing the “possibilities” while on the 
one hand and adimiting that “the capitalist states have come to build and expand 
a thousand times more monstrous military apparatuses” (p.28) In reply to the 
General Line of the CPC the Soviet leadership has said in its open letter that it 
“is in keeping with the interests of the working class and all people” to realise 
the possibilities "to carry out Socialist revolutions in a peaceful way without 
civil war " and that "if the exploiting class resorts to violence against the people, 
the working class will be forced to use non- peacefill means of seizing power" 
(p.34). The CC Draft did not give its categorical opinion regarding these 
“possibilities” preached by the Soviet leadership. The CC Draft has only said 
that what the Soviet leadership has been saying is wrong for the reason that the 
military apparatus of the exploiting class had expanded. That is not the real 
issue. It is obvious from the editorial of the Communist (No.l 1, 1963), that the 
Soviet leadership does not see these possibilities from that stand point (News 
and Views from Soviet Union, 5-9-63, Vol.No.64).

The editorial wrote that the letter of the CPC concerning the general line 
ignored the new factors in the strategy and tactics of Communist Parties in the 
capitalist countries. The editorial said as follows:

"The letter of the CC of the CPC even makes no mention of the new stage of 
the general crisis ofcapitalism, of such a process of modern capitalist society as 
the development of the state monopoly capitalism, the mounting role of the mass 
general-democratic movements in the struggle against the monopolies, or the 
importance of nationalisation and other political demands in the present day 
anti- monopolist class struggle. This is no accidental ommission.

"The Communist Parties acting in the capitalist countries proceedfrom the 
fact that new, more favourable possibilities of class struggle of the proletariat 
and of the anti-monopolist struggle of the masses open up in the present day 
situation. Under the conditions ofpeace and peaceful coexistence of states with 
different socio-political systems the possibilities for the imperialist export of 
counter-revolutions are restricted considerably; monopolist bourgeoisie finds it 
increasingly difficult under such conditions to foment jingoism, chauvinistic 
sentiments among the masses... It further said.

"Under the conditions of the aggravation of the international tension, of 
war hysteria, the influence of military, reactionary forces is growing while the 
successes ofthe policy ofpeaceful coexistence furnish more favourable conditions 
for winning over the masses to the side of socialism andfor the development of 
the world revolutionary movement. By neglecting this point the Chinese
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theoreticians reveal their ignorance of modern imperialism and the specific 
conditions and problems of the Communist Parties of the developed capitalist 
countries " (page.22. News and views Vol.XXII No.64.)

The reasons for quoting this long passage here are, that it happened to be the 
editorial article of the Soviet theoretical journal and that specific ideas regarding 
the development of capitalism in our country are prevalent. To what extent does 
our CC’s draft accept the “new factors ” in the strategy and tactics preached by 
the theorectical journal of the Soviet leadership? To what extent does it accept 
the "newpossibilities", they preach? And to what extent does it reject? This 
precisely is the central issue-what is the understanding of our CC about “the 
mounting role of the mass general democratic movements in the struggle against 
the monopolies”, in the process of contemporary development? What is the CC’s 
opinion on the “more favourable conditions for winning over the masses to the 
side of social ism and for the development of the world revolutionary movement” 
and on “the conditions of peace and peaceful coexistence of states with different 
socio-political systems” under which the imperialists find themselves “restricted 
considerably?”

Our Party should not rest content by merely saying that “the positions taken 
by the leadership of the CPSU on all the fundamental questions connected with 
the Indian Communist movement completely coincide with those of the Dangeite 
revisionist" (page.4). These tendencies are manifesting in the understanding of 
the Central Committee, in one form or another.

Mainly from 1956, our Party propagated that parliamentary and extra- 
parliamentary struggles should be combined and carried together. What is the 
role of the parliamentary struggle? What is its importance? What is the importance 
and role of the struggle against monopoly capital in the people’s struggle? What 
is the role of the peasant struggles? How important are they? What is the relation 
between these struggles and the anti-imperialist struggles? Our Party never 
discussed these issues concretely. In Asia, Africa and Latin America, peasant 
struggles and liberation movements have come to the fore. The CC Draft does 
not make its opinions clear about these and their influence and does not draw the 
lessons. But recently the Central Committee has revealed certain ideas regarding 
the parliamentary struggles.

In its resolution after the 1967 general elections, the Central Committee has 
said that the “immediate political future” of our Party “in no small way depends 
on how it plays its worthy part in running the state governments of Kerala and 
West Bengal” (N.S. & P.T. Page 67) and has shown the way to “open the prospects 
ofrealisingthe slogan of a non-Congress democratic government at the centre” 
(Page.79). This is nothing but peaching peaceful transition. This is a step forward 
on what has been said about parliamentary democracy in the Party Programme. 
Since 1956 our party has been giving call for breaking the monopoly power of 
the ruling Congress party. In any country, state power lies in the hands of the 
ruling classes. In the countries in which the parliamentary system works, there
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will be no significant change in the power of the ruling classes due to change in 
the parties in power. In 1957, the Kerala Government being the only non-Congress 
Government under the leadership of our Party, was very useful as an instrument 
of propaganda. Illusions of seizing state power through parliamentary democracy 
have also set in. The idea of breaking the monopoly of power, to give vent to the 
dissatisfaction of the people towards the Congress Government is manifest in our 
Programme. Our Party did not think that a basis would be laid for a change in 
the present economic system by either the formation of non-Congress Government 
in the states or the formation of a non-Congress Government at the centre which 
includes reactionaries. But now the Central Committee says:

"It is this struggle ofthe democratic parties and groups in different legislatures 
and among the people, in parliament and states with non-Congress democratic 
Governments, that alone can pave the way for consolidating and widening the 
unity achieved by the democraticforces and open prospects of realising the slogan 
of a non-Congress democratic government at the centre " (page.79).

This is nothing but preaching the peaceful parliamentary path. It must be 
said that between this and the understanding of the Soviet leadership there is 
almost no difference.

India got independence after the second world war. Yet, no fundamental social 
changes occurred after independence. As one of the two biggest countries in the 
Asian, African and Latin American countries, the peasant struggles have got special 
significance here. In the circumstances when the ruling classes attempt to suppress 
every struggle through repression and violence, revolutionary forces should be 
prepared to meet the situation by all means. But in this context the attitude of the 
Central Committee is different.

The attitude taken by the central leadership towards the Naxalbari struggle is 
not only different from the tactical line of 1951, but it is an attitude that should 
not be adopted to any people’s struggle. This is quite evident from the attitude 
taken towards those who led the struggle, whatever may be the difference with 
them and the help rendered to the state Government in the name of controlling 
the struggle.

Non-Capitalist Path-National Democracy
Accepting that the Soviet leadership is rendering economic and other aid to 

“the capitalists” of the underdeveloped countries “to develop capitalism” (Page 
32), the Central Committee’s Draft denies that this aid is for non-capitalist 
development. In fact that aid is not rendered to develop capitalism in those 
countries. It is not given to the national bourgeoisie. The Soviet aid is given to the 
big bourgeoisie and the big bourgeoisie-big landlord Government having close 
links with imperialism. It is not being used for national development. The aid 
rendered to the bourgeoisie which has no links with imperialism will help the 
development of the backward countries to some extent. But the major portion of 
the Soviet aid has been useful to the home and foreign monopoly capitalists, big 
landlords and reactionary Governments in these countries. The CC in its



147 Documents of the Communist Movement in India

resolution on the “New Situation and the Party’s Tasks’ has said that the Soviet 
aid would help the big bourgeoisie in their struggle against US imperialism, and 
that the relations the Soviet might develop in this process were “factors to 
reckon with” (Page.57). This is not telling the real situation. The fact is, the big 
bourgeoisie maintaining close relations with the imperialists is utilising this aid. The 
CC’s explanation is different from the Party Programme also.

Since 1956, discussions have taken place in our Party on the issue, whether 
the line pursued by the Congress Government was a progressive one or reactionary 
one. We argued that their professions of building Socialism were bogus, and that 
they “attempt at capitalist development” in the only sense that they attempt at 
reactionary capitalist development.” It is not our Party’s understanding that it is 
progressive. We have been saying that the illusions they foster will not live longer 
in the period of the general crisis of capitalism. But some arguments have been 
raised that the party ofthe ruling class aspires progress, butthat in this period of 
crisis it will not be successful. National capitalist development in underdeveloped 
countries is progressive; but the path pursued by the Indian Government is 
reactionary and this is not anti-imperialism.

The CC Draft has only said that it is correct to reject the theories of joint 
hegemony of the workers and the capitalists' but did not even touch upon the 
betrayal of modern revisionism under the cloak of this class collaborations! line. 
In this way, it covers up the treachery of revisionism. This is to indirectly support 
the Soviet understanding.

On the Issue of People’s State and People’s Party 
in Soviet Union- Material Incentives

TheCC Draft in its explanation expresses that the Soviet revisionist leadership 
is talking of “state of the whole people” and “party of the whole people” with 
“non-class revisionist concept” (page 38). Revisionism is not a non-class concept. 
It started in defence of the capitalist system. This is what all Marxist -Leninists 
say about it. To describe revisionism as non-class is anti-Marxist. To say that 
the Soviet revisionist leadership has transformed the working class parties and 
the proletarian states into parties of the whole people and states of the whole 
people respectively with such concepts, is only covering up their treachery.For, 
the Soviet leadership represents the people with reactionary class ideas, the 
bureaucrats in the Party and the Government and the people with huge incomes. 
It is difficult to give prominence to the interests of such people and restore 
capitalism when the principled ideas of the working class party and proletarian 
state prevail. They adopted these methods to liquidate them. This draft does not 
at all take into account the efforts of the Soviet leadership for the restoration of 
capitalist relations in the name of Communism. The CC has only said that the 
undue emphasis laid on material incentives by the Soviet leadership at this stage 
is wrong, but it does not express its opinions on their treacherous attempt to 
restore capitalist relations.



The thesis of the Soviet leadership on material incentives in socialist countries 
has inaugurated the restoration of capitalist relations. The incentives given in this 
way can be brought from nowhere else except from the fruits of the workers’ 
labour. Hiding this fact with their propaganda, they preached the proletariat to 
keep its self-interests above everything and is kept in darkness regarding the 
specific need for building socialist economy through their own labour. Thus the 
Soviet leadership is anxious to see that nothing stands in their way for the 
restoration of capitalism. In contradiction to this the cultural revolution under the 
leadership of the CPC is resisting capitalist ideas and restoration of capitalism 
and is successfully advancing towards building the Socialist system. Refusing to 
recognise this fact, the CC Draft is indirectly supporting the Soviet leadership 
under the cover of the criticism that it is unduly emphasising material incentives.

On the Question of Stalin

The C.C. Draft which has at length criticised Khrushchov’s report on Stalin, 
refuses to state that Comrade Stalin was a great Marxist-Leninist; his achievements 
greately overweighed his lapses. Telling on the one hand that the Soviet leadership 
should have consulted important fraternal parties on this issue, the CC Draft on 
the other expresses that the Soviet leadership was entitled to think over the matter 
for themselves and discuss it. The CC Draft could not expressly state that the 
criticism of great Marxist-Leninists should be made only after discussions with 
the fraternal parties.

On Yugoslavia

Preaching revisionist theories, the Tito clique had removed their country 
from out of the Socialist camp catering to the needs of the US imperialists and 
capitalism is being rapidly restored in that country. The Tito clique has betrayed 
the victories won by the Yugoslav people. Hiding this fact, to say that they have 
“exposed the Yugoslav people to the danger of losing the revolutionary gains 
achieved through heroic struggle” (page 42) is not to depict the real situation. 
The CC Draft hides the open change in the attitude of the Soviet leadership 
towards the Tito clique and the fact that it has taken over the mantle of modem 
revisionism from the Tito clique, and instead, has by passed the entire thing by 
merely saying that “it is not for nothing that the Soviet leadership has gone 
back” (page.42). The real controversy is precisely here. The Soviet leadership 
upholds that even today, Socialism is being built in Yugoslavia and that even 
though certain ideological differences exist they should be resolved through 
discussions-speaking thus, it has taken the heritage of Yugoslav revisionism. For 
having held this as wrong, the revisionist leaders indicted openly the CPC in the 
East German, Italian and other Party Congresses, they have ridiculed and insulted 
the Chinese delegates at the East German Party Congress. It is not correct to end 
as the C.C. has done by saying, all this happened “not for nothing.”

Unity in Action

The Vietnamese people’s struggle is a turning point in the national liberation 
struggles. Modern revisionists and their representatives, the Soviet leadership,
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have done everyth!ng to emasculate the national liberation struggles. Khrushchov, 
the father of modern revisionism and his heirs, the Kosygin-Braznev clique also 
failed in their treachery towards the Vietnamese peoples’ struggles. Their efforts 
in March, 1965 to split the Communist movement did not bear fruit. They have 
come out with new slogans to make way again into the anti-imperialist front by 
any means, to make way again into the anti-imperialist front by any means, to 
gain respite to intensify their efforts for the restoration of capitalism and carry on 
their splitting activities, to serve the imperialists better. They came out with the 
slogans of “unity in action” on the basis of “common ideology” and “common 
programme”, unity in action against the “common enemy” and the proposal for 
the meeting of the leaders of the Soviet. Chinese and Vietnamese parties. Shouting 
about American aggression on the one hand, they began talking of the American 
government’s “wisdom” and that it “could take steps” to ease tension. With this, 
they were forced to explain the contradictions in their own words.

It is the Soviet leadership which abandoned the revolutionary programme, 
formulated in the 1957 and 1960 conferences of the world Communist Parties 
and allied with the American imperialists and reactionaries. It is they who 
abandoned Marxism-Leninism and preached the thesis of class collaboration 
with reactionary exploiting classes. How can the Marxist-Leninists have “common 
programme” with them? The Soviet revisionist leaders, in collaboration with 
American imperialism, the sworn enemy of the oppressed peoples of the world, 
and with all reactionaries are undermining the Socialist camp, the Communist 
Movement and revolutionary struggles and are encircling People’s China, the 
base of national liberation struggles and people’s movement. Who is the common 
enemy for these and the Marxist-Leninists? How can there be “defence of 
Vietnam” in alliance with those who even after the fall of Khrushchov till today 
are conniving with US imperialists in Glassborow and in every conference, and 
with those who are betraying the Vietnamese struggle? It is because of this that 
the world Marxist-Leninists have rejected their fake slogans for “unity in action” 
and laid bare their conspiracies. The first primary condition for anyone joining 
the anti-imperialist people’s united front is that he must be an anti-imperialist. 
That is the important principle for the united front. When the Soviet leaders are 
acting in collaboration with imperialism regarding national liberation movements, 
unity with them is not a principled one as per the principles of united front. The 
Communist movement and the Socialist camp should act as the centre of the anti­
imperialist front. The contradiction between the Communist movement and 
modem revisionism is antagonistic but not non-antagonistc. It is wrong in principle 
and dangerous in practice for Marxist-Leninists to function as the centre in alliance 
with modem revisionists. The CPC has made all these points clear to the fraternal 
Parties and rejected the slogan of the Soviet leaders and their proposal for joint 
conference. Marxist-Leninists of the world acclaimed the principled stand of the 
CPC. The revisionist leadership of the Japanese Party in its efforts to restore 
relations with the Soviet revisionist leadership in one way or the other, launched 
a campaign against the CPC. They visited many countries; leaders of some other
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Parties raised doubts. Our CC Draft is saying that “a serious debate is on in the 
world Communist movement as to the correctness or otherwise of the stand taken 
by the C.P.C” (Pages 43-44). This is not the real situation. Since the leadership 
of the Japanese Party has been supporting the Soviet slogans inspite of the 
treachery of the Soviet revisionist leadership, it is true that doubts raised by 
them are under study. But it is incorrect to say that it has become a serious point 
of debate in the international communist movement.

What is the understanding of the CC on this issue? The CC says that it does 
not entertain “illusions that such united action can materialise” (page 48). It says 
that Vietnam is fighting alone against US aggression (page 45). It wishes us to 
await for the moment when “the bleeding Vietnamese people might in their just 
war of national liberation together with the states of the Socialist camp, rout the 
armies of imperialist intervention” (page 48). The C.C. Draft supports the call of 
the Soviet leaders for united action even though it found them to be not 
“immediately realisable.”

It is accepted by one and all that the Vietnamese people carrying on their 
heroic fight have every right, to urge for help from the Socialist countries. The 
Chinese People’s Government rendered every help and offered its territory as a 
rear without regard for boundaries, and declared its readiness to face the 
consequences arising therefrom. The Vietnamese Party leadership did not accept 
the proposal of the Soviet leadership to send its volunteers. It declared with 
revolutionary ardour its readiness to fight for years to end American aggression. 
It stood as a great exemplary inspiration for the national liberation movement in 
Asia. It inspired the oppressed peoples in Asia, Africa and Latin America. It caused 
great stir among the American people, the American military and the world peoples 
against American aggression. People’s war got intensified in many countries 
like Burma, Laos, Malaya, Indonesia, Phillippines and Thailand. What the Marxist- 
Leninists meant in saying that the contradiction between the imperialists and the 
oppressed nations is the principal contradiction is being proved in practice. The 
American imperialists have fallen into a quagmire. The hot-line has come to 
function. Under these circumstances it is incorrect to say that Vietnam is alone. 
It is the American imperialists and their agents who are isolated. The Vietnamese 
Workers’ Party stood up with unstinted confidence in the national liberation 
struggles; the Vietnamese people are winning great victories by shedding their 
blood. The Parties of the oppressed countries inspired by this struggle are 
advancing by drawing lessons from it. Our CC Draft does not think in that 
direction. Though entertaining no such “illusions” about united action, it has 
placed in the forefront the slogans given by the Soviet revisionist leadership and 
entered into controversy with the CPC. The world has learned that in Cuba, the 
Soviet revisionist leadership did not respect even the sovereignty of that country. 
They knew that the development of disputes and collisions among socialist 
countries during discussions in the conference and in the actual struggle will 
cause more damage, rather than inspiring the people. The leadership of the 
Vietnamese Workers’ Party which has long years of experience in protracted
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struggle did not think it “prudent” to support either the proposals or the slogans 
of the Soviet leadership. Also it is absolutely wrong if anyone imagines that the 
Vietnamese Government has this position in view of its difficulties. The new 
leaders have changed Khrushchov's policy of non-involvement in the Vietnamese 
struggle, to that of involvement. While the Soviet leaders intend the same either 
by involvement or by non-involvement the draft brought an erroneous argument 
to support it. What they intend to do is to help the American imperialists to get 
out of their predicament. To portray this as a change is meaningless. But our CC 
in its draft places these slogans and proposals in the forefront and sets itself to 
“eagerly work” for their materialisation (Page.48). This is of no use except for 
causing harm in practice to the Vietnamese struggle and make room for the 
Soviet leadership, which is getting isolated from the Communist movement and 
the national liberation movements.

The arguments brought by the CC Draft in this context are erroneous and 
harmful. It portrays this as a timely and correct slogan given by the Soviet 
revisionist leadership. Marxist-Leninists view this as a slogan given by the Soviet 
leadership to continue their treachery in a new way, after having failed to 
emasculate and disrupt the Vietnamese struggle and split the Communist 
movement. The draft describes the abetment of the US war of escalation by 
Soviet leaders as being “guided by the thesis regarding the danger of leading 
local wars to a world war.” This is not true. The Soviet revisionist leadership 
proceeding from ideological betrayal to organisational sabotage and collaborating 
with American imperialists has put forward this thesis to scare the Soviet people 
when they are opening their eyes to the realities, when the Soviet leaders want to 
gain respite to sabotage the Socialist system and when they want to sneak into 
the advancing Vietnamese struggle. Our CC Draft describes such slogans as a 
call given by the Soviet leaders to “work out a plan of united action against US 
aggression” (Page. 43). The Soviet leadership cannot get a better conduct certificate 
from those who profess to criticise their revisionism.

The CC has listed “a chain of events that have embittered Sino-Soviet 
relations to the point of a serious split between the two” saying that “united military 
action demands minimum mutual confidence” and that nobody in his senses can 
imagine that such minimum mutual confidence exists between the Soviet and 
Chinese leaders (page 45-46). In this chain of events it did not strike to the CC 
that the Soviet leadership is pursuing its class collaborationist policy, that it is 
betraying the world peoples and has allied with American imperialists. The CC 
is well aware that if it admits this, then their slogan of united action against 
American aggression in Vietnam with the revisionist clique will be questionable. 
Th is is an issue facing the oppressed peoples of the world and the world Communist 
movement. This is not just a split between China and Russia. Neither a “mass” 
has been created between Russjqand China on the one hand and the Soviet people, 
Soviet Communists, the world people and world Communists on the other, nor is 
it a “facile notion” of maintaining world peace in collaboration with the most 
aggressive Us imperialists (page 46). To view this as a Sino-Soviet dispute is 
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narrow thinking. The draft portrayed that the Soviet leadership with this “facile 
notion” is collaborating with US imperialism “by passing People’s China”, instead 
of saying that it is col laborating with US imperialism in opposition to the national 
liberation movements. It is nothing but fostering illusions about the Soviet 
leadership and distorting facts. The proposal to the Soviet leadership that they 
will have to abandon “facile notions” and that they “will have to resort to 
bilaterial talks with the Chinese leaders in order to clear up the mess that has 
been created” (P.46) is nothing but telling them to start afresh in a new cloak. 
The CC draft attempts to make us swallow the bitter pill of “unity in action” of 
the Soviet leadership, with the fake criticism that the slogan cannot be 
materialised immediately. It brought another argument in its support. It said that 
united action should not be rejected simply because the leadership is revisionist, 
that the tactics of united action should be adopted to unite with the Soviet people 
and that otherwise, it “Objectively tantamounts to make a present of that state 
and its people to the revisionists” (Page 48). It is unprincipled to call for a united 
front with such men who are in favour of American imperialism instead of 
calling fora united front ofall people fighting against US imperialism. It is because 
of this that the CPC had adopted a principled stand. The draft’s criticism of the 
principled stand taken by the CPC shows that the CC Draft is more concerned 
about unity with revisionism than about the prinpled stand. The C.C.s attitude of 
demandingC.PC. to sit and enter into discussions with revisionst leadership and 
provoking controversy with C.P.C. will not help anything, except to confuse the 
Communists and the Soviet people and thus help the Soviet leaders to continue 
their betrayal. The Vietnamese Party is adopting such methods and such united 
front tactics as to get help from the Soviet people, which leaving no room for 
betrayal of the Vietnamese struggle. The Chinese Party also encouraged this. The 
CC’s criticism in the draft that this is not uniting all people that can be united, is 
nothing but harming the Vietnamese struggle which plays a key role in the national 
liberation movements and subjecting the Soviet people to the betrayal of the 
Soviet revisionist leadership. In this present period when the revisionist clique 
representing the privileged stratum of the Soviet people is intensifying its efforts 
for the restoration of capitalism and, when the Communists had to help the Soviet 
people realise this through their experience, our C.C. takes an attitude which 
harms itself. By preaching this attitude to others it helps nothing but disruption.

It should be said that the attitude of the CC and its arguments on this issue 
are a specimen to the sum-total of its ideas of the whole ideological issue. However 
much the CC Draft may say of its differences with the Soviet revisionist leadership, 
it is clear that they are not serious differences of strategy, tactics and practice in 
the New Epoch. What the draft has said on the united action makes it clear that 
they propose, only slight and limited changes in the line of the Soviet leadership.

Relations between Fraternal Parties
Our C.C. Draft which has taken up the slogan of “united action” given by the 

Soviet leadership representing modem revisionism, raised a controversy over the
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principled stand taken by CPC, and charges the CPC that it is interfering in our 
Party’s internal affairs violating the sound proletarian principle of internationalism 
guiding the relations between fraternal Parties. It has also launched upon a pubic 
propaganda against the Chinese Party on this issue. But what is the truth? Who is 
interfering in the internal affairs of the CPI? Since 1955-56, it is the Soviet 
leadership headed by Khrushchov in league with our leaders who provoked 
controversy in our Party, regarding the character of the Government of India and 
its role in the international affairs. Since the border dispute in 1959, it is they 
who propagated the Nehru Government’s policy of peace. The leaders of the CPI 
got a resolution supporting the Nehru Government passed in the National Council 
and attended with this resolution in hand, the Moscow Conference of the 
Communist Parties in 1960. After the Conference, the leadership of the CPSU 
has taken up a fulfledged class collaborationist policy and allied itself with the 
Indian Government and such other reactionary Governments, characterising them 
as anti-imperialist forces, started collaborating with the American imperialists on 
all the major issues of the day. Only after conferring with and getting direct 
advice from the Soviet leaders, the Dange clique has adopted a class 
collaborationist policy regarding the class nature of the Indian Government, its 
policies and on every other issue, confused the party members and began disrupting 
the party. The attitude to be taken towards the Nehru Government, which was 
friendly both to the Soviet revisionist leadership and American imperialism, has 
become a point of controversy in the national and international Communist 
movement. In these circumstances, the Chinese Party has said that the India 
Government is a big bourgeois- big landlord government which has compromised 
with imperialism, mainly US imperialism, and that this big bourgeoisie is of the 
compradore, bureaucrat nature. Compradore character consists mainly in its trading 
nature in addition to the industrial aspect. Bureaucratic nature consists in its 
growth, mainly with the help of the state machine. On this count, to charge the 
CPC that it is showing a “tendency to subordinate the internal class policy of a 
Party without power to that to the needs of its foreign policy” (Page 50) is nothing 
but narrow-mindedness which bar brother Parties from studying Indian conditions. 
To say that the CPC asks the fraternal Parties to subordinate their internal class 
policy to its needs of foreign policy relations, will only help in practice the 
propaganda of arch-reactionaries. Whatever may be its reservations, the Chinese 
Party would not have given its opinion unless asked for, even after our draft 
programme has been prepared. The CPC would not adopt the method of the 
Soviet revisionists, who push forward their ideas through individual contacts. 
The central leadership did not place for discussion in any form the advice of the 
fraternal parties on the draft programme at least in the CC or in other higher 
committees, take opinions of the Party members and utilise them in the finalisation 
of the party programme. It is ridiculous for the draft to charge the CPC that it did 
not observe what itself had said, that every Party should “use its brains to think 
for itself’. The CPC did not publicly come out with its differing opinions for two 
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and half years, even though our Programme was finalised without taking the 
opinion of a fraternal Party to the notice of the higher committees and without 
observing minimum courtesy.

The Soviet revisionist leadership is continuing its efforts to create 
confusion in our Party ranks on the ideological issues through maintaining 
contacts with individuals in the central leadership of our Party. It certainly 
has its influence on the central leadership and on the CC Draft. The 
Chinese Party is not one to resort to such acts. It acts in a principled 
way.

In its resolution on the "New Situation and Party’s Tasks" the CC has 
surpassed the limits laid by the Party Programme, has almost taken up the line of 
peaceful transition and created a new situation. It recalls that the Party Programme 
"does take cognisance of the contradictions and conflicts that do exist between 
the Indian bourgeoisie including the big bourgeoisie and foreign imperialists 
and that "in the background of the daily intensifying general crisis of world 
capitalism, the different contradictions obtaining in the national and international 
spheres are bound to get intensified” (para 108, Party Programme). The CC’s 
resolution explaining this, went a step further and said that the “Government of 
India is surrendering step by step to the imperialists, notably to the US imperialists 
“(Page 55) and that “each step of surrender”, "should not be equated with the 
final surrender" (Page 56). It formulated that "the fissures, conflicts and 
contradictions between the big bourgeoisie and imperialists are not only not 
ruled lout, but in fact they also grow andfind expression" (Page 56). The resolution 
observed that the contradiction between the Indian Government and imperialism 
has intensified. The resolution also said that the aid it gets from the Soviet 
Union and the relations it has with the Soviet Union are of anti-imperialist nature 
and that they can be utilised. It surpassed the bounds laid by the Party Programme 
and said that the contradiction between imperialism and the Indian Government 
is of importance “at least in the immediate future”. The C.C resolution said that 
the “immediate political future” and “the fortune of the entire party” depends on 
how it plays its part in running the two state Governments of Kerala and West 
Bengal and decided to “open the prospects of realising the slogan of non-Congress 
democratic government at the centre” (Page 79). It is undoubtedly true that this 
led the Party closer to the modern revisionists. Under the circumstances, the 
CPC made its criticism in a comment on May 7'h without mentioning our Party. 
It is clear that our Party leadership is not prepared to reconsider its erroneous 
stand whatever might have happened during consultations and discussions. It is 
incorrect to refuse to take the content of the criticism of the CPC because of the 
sharpness of the words used. Only friends offer sharp and clear criticism, while 
only the deceitful resort to methods of flattery. It is very important that our Party 
discusses our Programme and the resolutions in the light of the criticism made by 
the fraternal Marxist-Leninist Parties and set right the present situation. Our CC 
Draft expresses that we must be “modest enough to learn from... .al 1 other fraternal 
parties of the world” (Page 52). Making efforts to establish relations with
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revisionist groups and the revisionist leadership that split away from the 
Communist movement will help only to create confusion in the Communist 
movement and helps the modem revisionists.

Fight against Revisionism through to the end
Though our Party broke away with the revisionist Dange group, our Party 

and the central leadership have not come out of the revisionist tendencies persisting 
for long in the ideological, political and practical fields because of the influence 
of the Soviet leadership and due to certain internal causes. As a contingent of 
the world Communist movement, it can play its due role in the national liberation 
movements, only if it can sharpen the critical outlook of the Party members, 
conduct discussions in a democratic manner, examine the lapses regarding the 
ideological issues, Party Programme, tactics, and policy and rectify them. From 
among the working class and peasantry, those who stand in the front ranks of 
struggles become conscious, and come into our Party. In the present stage of our 
movement when the correct tactical line has to take its shape, it is highly 
objectionable and harmful on the part of the CC to treat the criticism of our 
Progamme and tactical decisions as a manifestation of sectarian, dogmatist and 
adventurist tendencies and to state that the Party remains under the threat of 
being swayed into extremes because of the petty-bourgeois origin of the Party 
membership. The CC Draft has simply forgotten that these are the very Party 
members who preserved Marxism-Leninism and the Party from the betrayal of 
the Dange clique. During the last 12 years of inner-party struggle, the membership 
gained invaluable experiences. The vigilance they show, is commendale.

Conclusion

This draft cannot serve as a weapon in the hands of Marxist-Leninists and 
help to discharge, the revolutionary tasks concerning the New Epoch and fight 
against modem revisionism, which is watering down, splitting and disrupting the 
Communist and the national liberation movements and revolutionary struggle 
through its sham theories and conspiracies. This draft on the one hand 
characterises modern revisionism as defective Marxist understanding, and 
equating Marxist-Leninist Parties with revisionist Parties, preaches opportunist 
unity between them; on the other, this draft comes out with heavy criticism of 
those real Marxist parties, who rejected opportunist unity and stood for principled 
unity. It cannot but be said that this draft is not such as to be useful, to conduct 
discussions in a dispassionate manner on all the ideological issues, connected 
with the New Epoch, national and international situation -keeping in view the 
experiences of the international Communist movement, and thus, to arrive at a 
unified understanding which only can help us in analysing the Party Programme 
and tactical line adopted and being implemented out of necessity and to consol idate 
our Party as a contingent of the international Communist movement.

In this context, one more important point has got to be made clear. Bracketing 
the fraternal Chinese Party with the Soviet revisionist leadership and depicting 
their criticism as orders and rejecting them, the CC Draft expresses that such 
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criticism would give scope to the propaganda of being led by the leadership of 
foreign Parties. Reactionaries always subject real Marxist-Leninist Parties to such 
scandals. This is not something new. To bring in such arguments in the context of 
ideological discussions is to encourage the blind rejection of the arguments of 
the fraternal Parties and the refusal to learn from them. In addition to its failure in 
explaining the CPC’s opinions on various ideological issues, the draft’s warning 
to Party members against enemy propaganda will only help to deprive the Party 
and side track them. This pointing out, is only to help the enemy. Thus the draft 
has taken up a wrong attitude.

Even before the completion of the inner-Party discussions on this draft, the 
CC made it a policy declaration. Basing on this, the central leadership of our 
Party continues to conduct slander campaign against the CPC on the one hand 
and, in the name of attempting to “learn from all fraternal parties”, began on the 
other hand to improve relations with the leaderships of some revisionist parties 
and also started openly urging for the recognition of Soviet revisionist leadership. 
The CC leadership rejected to place differing opinions on various ideological 
issues straightly before the Party members; it did not prepare and place this draft 
before the party in such a way that the party members can express their opinions 
freely. In this connection the CC imposed such harmful restrictions as, that 
members of higher committee could not express their opinions in the lower 
committees, though they are members of both committees.

In addition to this, the CC passed a resolution on the CPC and on the 
“sectarian” trends in the Party without inner-Party discussions. These are all 
violations of proletarian internationalism on the one side and violation of 
democratic centralism on the other. This situation causes harm to the unity of our 
Party and that of the international Communist movement. This gladdens only the 
reactionary forces, both national and international, and modem revisionists who 
act as their agents. The leadership of the Central Committee is mainly responsible 
for this situation.

The understanding of the central leadership regarding the danger of modern 
revisionism and the relations they maintain with the revisionist leaders in various 
countries on one pretext or other, are responsible for this situation.

So it cannot but be said that the CC Draft is very much unsatisfactory and 
that it stands on wrong ieological and political basis. The harm caused by this 
draft is visible during the short period of its enforcement as a policy. So, the 
Central Plenum has to discuss this by keeping the above things in view. The Andhra 
Pradesh Plenum urges that a correct draft be prepared in a proper manner and 
make arrangements for discussions throughout the whole Party.



LETTER TO ANDHRA COMRADES

Dear Comrades,
The meeting of the Central Committee, which was held at Burdwan, following 

the conclusion of the debate on and adoption of the ideological draft, reviewed 
the political-organisational developments inside the Party and took certain 
decisions. One of these decisions was to address a Party Letter to all party members 
in Andhra, and the Polit Bureau was directed to draft and forward it to comrades 
in Andhra.

What is the nature of the problem that our party unit in Andhra Pradesh is 
faced with and why has it become necessary for the C.C. to address such a letter 
to the entire membership?

The alternative drafts presented to the Central Plenum by some leading 
comrades of Andhra, the majority decision of the Andhra Plenum rejecting the 
C.C.’s draft and the resolution placed before the Central Plenum, the detailed 
exposition of the political views contained in the alternative drafts by one of the 
important spokesmen chosen by their votaries, and a series of amendments moved 
and supported by the majority of delegates from Andhra, make it abundantly 
clear that the differences with the present political-ideological line of the Party 
do not confine themselves to one or two individual issues or propositions in the 
C.C.’s ideological draft, but constitute a fundamental opposition to a whole series 
of basic questions concerning the Indian revolutionary movement as well as the 
international communist movement.

The Central Plenum, after a free, frank and thorough discussion, decisively 
rejected the alternative draftsand the political line propounded in them as totally 
wrong and basically departing from the Marxist-Leninist standpoint. It 
characterised it as a fully worked out left-adventurist line which stands 
diametrically opposed to the Party Programme and the political line of our Party.

This, undoubtedly, is a serious political development, and its gravity is all 
the more heightened because of the fact that this left deviation has come to
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dominate one of our Party’s key strongholds, namely, Andhra, which has 
occupied a proud place inside the Indian communist movement during the 
last three decades and more.

Not merly this. Such a fundamental opposition to the political line of our 
Party, obviously, cannot but have its direct imprint on the party organisation in the 
state as well as the entire Party in the country. The reports made by the members 
of the Central Committee from Andhra in the meeting of the C.C. and the one, in 
particular, presented by Comrade Hanumantha Rao, Secretary of the State 
Committee, have convinced the C.C. beyond a shadow of doubt that the party unit 
in Andhra is in the midst of a serious inner-party crisis which, in its turn, has 
virtually paralysed the functioning of the State Committee and its Secretariat for 
the last two months and more. The reports also reveal that disruptive tendencies 
of groupism, factionalism, indiscipline and even open defiance of party forms, at 
different levels, have come to freely prevail. Instead of sharply reacting against 
this menace, the C.C. learns that a sort of justification is sought to be given to 
these evil manifestations by some comrades, who argue that it is, after all, the 
sharp expression of serious political-ideological divergencies and, hence, need 
cause no big concern and worry to the Party and C.C. Some comrades even go to 
the length of maintaining that these sad developments are mainly due to the 
C.C and its persistence in upholding its ideological-political line, which 
according to them, is right-reformist and revisionist, and, hence, they 
should be treated as a necessary part of the “inner-party struggle” for a 
".orrect revolutionary line.

The C.C. views these developments in the Andhra unit as a serious threat to 
e Party’s unity in the state. It decides to do its utmost to defend the unity in the 

mdhra state unit and assist the erring comrades in overcoming their left-opportunist 
deviation, and to strictly adhere to the Party’s political line and its organisational 
discipline. This, in short, is the object of the present Party Letter, and we shall 
endeavour to point out how on a series of ideological-political issues, several 
leading comrades in Andhra are swayed into extreme left-sectarian positions, and 
how they will have to seriously rethink and retrace from these erroneous views.

Let us start from the basic concept of the present epoch, the controversy around 
this concept and its implications and see how the right-revisionist and left­
opportunist distortions express themselves on it.

l.NEW EPOCH
The concept of the new epoch, in short, is nothing but the reassessment of the 

new alignment of class forces on a global scale in the period following the Soviet 
victor}' in the second world war which culminated in the formation of the formidable 
world socialist camp, comprising one-third of humanity and one-fourth of the 
earth’s surface. This big and fundamental change in the correlation of class forces 
on an international scale has its immense revolutionary implications and no Marxist- 
Leninist can work out correct strategy and tactics of revolution without fully 
grasping the significance ofthese changes, with all the implications that accompany 
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these changes. Hence the utmost importance of precise definition of the present 
epoch and the need to concretise what it exactly signifies in class terms to the 
world proletariat fighting for its final emancipation from wage slavery.

What is the controversy over this question in the world communist movement? 
The controversy, in fact, is not so much regarding either the definition of the 
epoch or about the new radical changes in the world balance of class forces that 
have come about.

The entire controversy centres round the issue as to how the modem revisionists 
are distorting the meaning and significance of the new epoch, how under cover of 
the new epoch they seek to negate class contradictions and class struggle, how 
they attempt to revise the valid Marxist-Leninist propositions applicable to the 
entire epoch of imperialism and proletarian revolution and the epoch of the victory 
of socialism and communism on a world scale, and as to how the bankrupt and 
class-collaborationist thesis of so-called peaceful coexistence, peaceful economic 
competition and peaceful transition is sought to be made into a general line of the 
world communist movement.

Further, as clearly seen in the case of the Indian revisionists, they extended 
this right-opportunist thesis to a number of questions connected with revolutions 
in colonial and economically dependent and newly liberated countries. The 
repudiation of the concept of proletarian hegemony in the people’s democratic 
revolution, the advocacy of the so-called independent or non-capitalist path of 
development under the joint hegemony of the bourgeoisie and the proletariat, the 
deceptive picturing of the role of social ist aid as though it counteracts the evi Is of 
foreign monopoly capital and paves the way to the country’s industrial revolution, 
the defining of the present Indian state as a ‘bourgeois state’ and by implication, 
virtually negating the anti-feudal and anti-imperialist tasks of the revolution, and 
the advocacy of faith in the parliamentary and peaceful path in practice, despite 
certain demagogic slogans to cheat the gullible, are some of the crude manifestations 
of modern revisionism.

Our Party Programme decisively rejects one and all of these revisionist 
distortions of Marxist-Leninist propositions. Our ideological resolution adopted 
at the Burdwan Central Plenum carries forward the correct programmatic 
understanding and clarifies the issues connected with the world communist 
movement. This principled and uncompromising fight against the menace of 
modem revisionist theories and practice shall have to continue and it is our earnest 
duty as Marxist-Leninists to carry it to the end.

But, in the name of carrying on the struggle against modern revisionism and 
the right-opportunist distortion of the meaning and significance of the new epoch, 
certain left-sectarian and infantile trends are raising their head. If they are not 
fought and eliminated promptly, no effective struggle against modem revisionism 
or the determined defence of Marxism-Leninism is possible.

How do they express in our Party as revealed in the inner-party discussions 
on our ideological draft ?
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Some comrades object to the very concept of the new epoch and maintain 
that there is nothing new from what Lenin had defined in his time, i.e., the epoch 
of imperialism and proletarian revolution, “the era of social revolution is 
beginning”, etc. They seem to entertain the wrong idea that this whole concept of 
the new epoch is the ‘creation’ of the modem revisionists in order to push forward 
their class-collaborationist theories under its cover. Thus their entire wrath and 
hatred towards revisionist distortion of the significance of the new epoch is allowed 
to cloud their revolutionary vision making it difficult for them to perceive the real 
meaning and content of the new epoch.

These comrades are obviously wrong and the new big class changes in the 
post-second war period were being noted by Marxist-Leninists, long before the 
20th Congress of the CPSU and the 1957 Moscow Declaration and 1960 Moscow 
Statement. To cite a few : "The end of the second world war brought with it big 
changes in the world situation. The military defeat of the bloc of fascist states, the 
character of the war of liberation from fascism and the decisive role played by the 
Soviet Union in vanquishing the aggressors, sharply altered the alignment of forces 
between the two systems-the socialist and capitalist-in favour of socialism ”, 
(A. Zhdanov, International Situation, September 1947-Emphasis added).

“ This is the historic epoch in which world capitalism and imperialism are 
going down their doom and world socialism and people's democracy are marching 
to victory " The strength of the world anti-imperialist camp has surpassed that 
of the imperialist camp. " (Mao Tse-tung, December 25, 1947 Emphasis added).

The same is more positively and clearly asserted thus: “ It is a great new 
epoch that we arefacing, and its main characteristic is that the forces ofsocialism 
have surpassed those of imperialism, that the forces of the awakening people of 
the world have surpassed those of reaction, ” ( CPC, Long Live Leninism, April 16, 
1960- Emphasis added)

Any number of such references to the concept of the new epoch can be cited 
from the speeches and writings of Marxist-Leninists, and it is totally wrong to 
dismiss it as the ‘invention’ of the modern revisionists. It is utterly umbecoming 
of a communist to shun the assessment of new alignment of class forces for fear of 
the revisionists running away with it and distorting it.

There are some other comrades who, too, are victims of a left deviation. They 
formally, no doubt, agree with the concept of the new epoch but in practice negate 
its existence.

On the one hand, they grossly exaggerate the world revolutionary situation 
depicting world capitalism to be ‘on the verge of final collapse’ and advocate 
aggressive tactics of revolution, and on the other, weave out theories that modem 
revisionism- the outcome of the external pressure of imperialism and the internal 
influence of the bourgeoisie - has more or less succeeded in ‘peacefully’ 
transforming several socialist states including the Soviet Union into allies of U.S. 
imperialism for the division of the world into spheres of influence.

This sectarian school of thought indulges in the glib talk of the existence of a 
powerful socialist camp, but when defining it, all socialist countries including the
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