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Problems of Unification of Communist 
Revolutionaries

But it is only one side of the picture. There are 
forces, who represent revolutionary Marxism-Leni­
nism and who have been consolidating themselves 
into an all-lndia organisation for the last one decade

and more- They are Communist revolutionaries led 
by late Com T. Nagireddy. Though the comrade is 
no more, the organisation has extended to major 
parts of India and it is getting consolidated steadily. 
We are not bothered if the ruling classes do not 
recognise this objective reality through its propag­
anda media. It does so in its class interests. At the 
same time we do want to emphasise this develop­
ment, positive, revolutionary and decisive as it is, 
so that the people may be aware of ' it. When a 
revolutionary organisation based on Marxism-Leni­
nism-Mao Ze Dung Thought is developing and 
advancing, there is no reason, why they should be 
pessimistic about the future of Indian revolution.

Whatever the nomenclature they may have, the 
-Pact of the mattar is that they are divided into many 
pieces. The information provided by the press is by 
and large correct though some thing may be deleted 
•from and some thing may be added to it. Barring 
a few exceptions the groups have lost their revolu— 
tionary character. They can no more be called revo~ 
lutionary groups. This is not to say that we deny 
■the existance of revolutionary forces in them. 
Therefore; most of the groups no more belong to a 
Revolutionary wing representing revolutionary 
Marxism-Leninism. But then who they are? They 
are opportunists though they\claim to be Marxist- 
Leninists. It is this opportunism, which has reduced 
them to pieces. The ruling classes and their propa­
ganda media are interested in depicting this pheno­
menon as disorganisation of revolutionary forces. 
Hence the above mentioned propaganda campaign.

It is often asked: how is that there are so many 
groups of Communist revolutionaries or otherwise in 
our country? Can they ever be united? If not. what is 
the future of Indian Revolution ?

There are in general two types of questioners. 
One category belongs to those who are opponents 
of Indian revolution. The others are friends and 
well wishers who are rather confused. The former 
Want to sow seeds of defeatism among the people, 
well wishers and sympathisers that there cannot be 
«ny revolution in India because, to them there cannot 
be revolutionary communifet party which can unite 
revolutionary forces behind it, so as to lead the 
Indian revolution to success. The press has been 
publishing information(often fed by the police depa­
rtment) how CPI(ML), once Charu Mazumdar group 
is divided into a number of groups, sub-groups and 
individuals in each state. They are called Naxalites 
Also, after the name of Naxalbari (West Bengal), 
Where an armed revolt took place in 1967.

We admit that, inspite of having such an orga­
nisation. the problems of unification of revolutiona­
ries still exist. There are revolutionaries, who are 
yet to be unified in the organisation. Some may say 
that their number is still big and others may dispute 
this point. Our assement is that they are not consi­
derable. Whatever their number and strength may 
be, they will soon unite with the organisation so 
that we may form into party, which is the need of 
the hour for the revolutionary proletariat of our 
country.

The CPI(communist party of India) and CPI(M) 
Communist Party of India (Marxist) are coming closer 
and closer and are carrying on common activities on all 
basic and important questions. Their leaders are talking 
of their merger also. Soviet leaderships' ceaseless 
efforts have resulted in this unity. It wants to see 
that all pro-Soviet forces are united so that 
Mrs. Indira Gandhi's government is strengthened. We 
must remember that Mrs, Indira Gandhis' Congress 
Party is not a homogenious party nor can it be one. 
It is going to disintegrate sooner or later. Cracks 
have already started appearing.

CPI(M)'s position is no better. Since it has, 
under its leadership, Left Front governments in 
three states and a sizable section ot members of
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or Naxalites as they are usually called. Those well- 
intentioned friends, well-wishers and rank and file of 
revolutionaries who cherish the desire of our unity 
should .be aware of it.

This is not to say that Soviet Union is playing 
the same role towards ''Naxalites" as it is towards 
CPI and CPI(M). Since a considerable section of 
the former are opposed to it, can not play such a 
role. The ruling classes in our country who are tied 
to one super power or other or both, are having links 
with some of the groups. We all know that if a 
section of CPI (ML) has been pro-Janata, there are 
strong indications that another is turning towards 
Congress(l). We will have the occasion to comment 
about these groups.

CPI's role is one of the trusted agents of the 
Soviet Union, as well as Mrs. Indira Gandhi's govern­
ment, When its isolation from the people was com­
plete, it took up an opposition posture similar to that 
of CPI(M). which helped it to come closer to it. This 
again resulted in its split (Dange faction episode).

All this shows that, even as ruling parties; they 
are not free from splits. Most important of all is 
that Soviet Union and ruling classes in India have 
some thing to do with these splits. This applies not the end of 1950 and the beginning of 1951. 
only to these parties, but also to groups of CPI(ML) the period when Telangana armed struggle was going 

on, transfer of power took place and a congress regime 
was established at the-Centre and states. If we 
carefully analyst the groupings, we can find that they 
were in the main directed against Telangana Armed 

'' h was 
defending it. We can see how ruling class ~s intervened 
and created facilities to those who were opposed to ; 
the. armed struggle, and its correct line, to organise . 
.disruption in tho party and the revolutionary ranks, i

Then came the parliamentary period. The groups 
continued to exist within the frame work of the party. 1 
It was not homoganeous at any time. There was no I 
struggle to unify the party. Rather adjustments, patch , 
ups and manipulations were the order of the day.

Parliament, some people look towards it as having 
some future. But its internal and external position 
does not warrant such a hope. It has its own inter­
nal dissentions leading to virtual splits. Its policies 
are more in tune with Mrs. Indira Gandhis' govern­
ment, though it often puts up a posture of a serious 
opposition to it. These virtual splits have their roots 
in the opportunism of its leadership. Soviet Union 

. and ruling classes have a hand in it.

To sum up : opportunism is the root cause of 
splits and it can not be separated from ruling classes 
and their interests. If there are some who are conscious 
representatives, there are others who serve their ... ..... ...

‘ interests objectively because of their opportunism. It providing 
has nothing to do with their intentions. Even if some 
one is ."sincere" in his desire for unity, once he is an 
opoprtunist, he cannot serve the cause of unity. This 
is how opportunism and the split among the revolut­
ionaries is inter-linked. As long as there is imperialism 
opportunism continues to be present in the proletarian 
revolutionary ranks. This does not mean that we take 
it for granted and try to co-exist with it. We carry 
on a relentless struggle against it as a part of the 
struggle against imperialism and the ruling classes in 
India.

Ill I
To turn to the practical side of the subject. we 

in India had never been a party of an all India chara­
cter to begin with. There were groups ind circles in 
various parts of the country (Bombay, Calcutta, 
Madras, Kanpur etc.) which were functioning inde­
pendently on their own accord. It is due to the 
consistent efforts of Communist International that all 
the groups were united into one party, which came 
into being some time after 1930. (The question of year 
of formation of communist party is still contravertial) 
Even after the formation of the party there were 
groups, mostly as remnants of the past, and Bombay 
was a glaring example where there existed two groups 
althrough. i

Again, the groups came to the surface at the 
time of the second Congress of the Communist Party 
of India (1948), and reached their height towards J 

. It was i

The sp’it in the CPI leading to formation of CPI (M) 
(1964) was an important development. CP|(M) came 
out as a.stronger force because CPI's proved revisio- ; 
nism had failed to appeal the ranks, not to speak of 
7” J J a correct guidence. to them. The CPI(M) 
leadership, though not homogeneous in its ’ views ■ 
could put up a show of militancy and revolutionism 
by criticising CPI's line from a 'left' angle. The 
developments inside the international Communist 
movement which led to a split between CPsu and 
CPC together with other parties had their own role to 
play in it. Even here the ruling classes took the side 
of rightist forces i e. CPI and a section of C?|(M)' 
while the other section was a victim of the repression 
(largescale arrests of CPI (M) leadership all over India) 
At this stage, a major part of its top leadership cam®
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path etc.) which was in no way basically different 
from that of CPI.

A straight forward answer to this question can be 
that the same opportunism which has split them from 
communist revolutionaries has in turn split the 
CPI(ML) into so many groups and sub-groups. They 
are adopting variety of forms of opportunism, to 
remain as separate groups. Does it mean that 
Communist revolutionaries are different from CPI (ML)

The case with the CPI(ML) is slightly different 
from this, not in the sense that the ruling classes left 
it to its fate not intervening in its affairs. It is different 
in the sense that "left" opportunism and individual 
terrorism was the basis for the split. Since they have 
departed from Marxisim - Leninism and adopted * 
opportunism, their split did not stop with the forma- . 
tion of one group or a party. But a number of groups 
some of whom called themselves parties though with < 
the same name of CPI(ML) came into existence. It is 
in this context that the question is being asked: why , 
is it that so many groups are existing in our Country 
without forming themselves into a party ? '

When the leadership of CPI(M) embraced right 
opportunism of a new variety the only alternative left 
for the communist revolutionaries was to break away 
from CP1(M) and form themselves into a party. Though 
there was a breakup in 1967, no party in the real 
sense of the term was formed. (The breakup continues 
even today; a party CPI (ML) was formed and was 
broken up within one year i.e. 1969-70)

These are the facts known to every one who is in 
touch with Communist movement in our country. The 
point to be remembered here is that the ruling classes 
have been intervening in the party affairs to create 
splits and dissentions and that opportunism has always 
been a handmaid to them in carryingout this task.The 
experience of CPI and CP;(M) has proved it.

out openly with their right opportunism (parliamentary are not included in these groups. It is good that they 
are excluded from them. (Some of them claim that 
they are guided by Marxism-Leninism-Mao Ze Dung 
Thought; and this is the common point if it means 
anything) A considerable section of the people who 
inspite of being in touch with the politics are not in a 
position to defferentiate between the two. As such 
they often confuse one with the other.

One cannot be a revolutionary simply because he 
claims to be so. To be a revolutionary, one must be a 
revolutionary not only inwords but also in deeds. The 
latter is the most important factor to decide the ques­
tion. The same is the case with a group. It is quite 
possible that there are a few revolutionaries in some 
groups not knowing that the groups are not revolu­
tionary or have ceased to become revolutionary. It is 
because, a group may be revolutionary to begin with 
but it can cease to be one in course of time and dege­
nerate itself into non-revolutionary and counter-revo­
lutionary.

Such groups present the same picture in relation 
to Marxism-Leninism-Mao Ze Dung Thought. 1 here 
was a time when CPI(ML) leadership and its groups 
were vociferous about it, while the communist 
revolutionaries worked out their programme and 
practice ?s usual The formers' practice had nothing 
in common with their claims.This situation continues 
even today. Some of their claims were genuine to 
begin with, but they haye ceased to be so in course 
of time. They have become right opportunists or 
remained as phrase-mongers. There are others who 
were opposed to "left'' ^adventurism and individual 
terrorism to the extent they could understand it.There 
are some others who have realised their mistakes 
which were of a serious nature and are trying to 
overcome them. • They are the forces who are joining 
communist revolutionaries or who are yet to join 
Barring them, the rest have proved to be a condemn- 

play in the 
/ vanguard.

cannot

ed stuff, which have no positive role to 
revolution, as a proletarian revolutionary 
This seems to be a harsh remark. But we 

groups? Yes. They are different from one another.’ help becuase it is true.
While the former has a mass revolutionary line, the 
latter has none. This is the basic difference. Does it 
also mean that the said groups do not contain any 
communist revolutionaries or trends of mass 
revolutionary line ? Yes, tney do contain. Once such 
forceswere considerable and now they are dwindling. 
A recent report published by the press at the instance earlier, 
of the police authorities gives .a broad indication of 
number of ML groups in venous states. We should 
be clear in our mind that communist revolutionaries

It is n it possible to comment on the policies and 
practices < f each and every group whose 
crosses oi e digit figure. We can h number 
them into two categories just as we hav dLV'de

. I rstly, there are those, who still h t°ne 
that indiv lual terrorism(assasination) and - m “ 
actions (< tcoities) as correct and revolution 7 
are pracli. ng these activities for the last one J

decade
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There are some who advocate united Front

CPI. Their main contention is that it has

untenable and has nothing in common.with Marxist-

from correct 
correct understanding and 

- - — v “••v.umciual line., a
fierce struggle is indispensable in all fields i.

----- 1 on its relation 
that there is feudalism 

and semi-feudalism in India, but they have no - • • • re. 
Thus they are either avoiding 

 —, or by-passing them with 
implied understanding that they can not resolve

variety of right opportunism.

Then there are others who are t__, "..j;,, 
points of agreement, which are mostly non-contro-

Ime,, 
. e. ideo-

Secondly; there are those, who have taken a i 
swing towards right opportunism and began to serve i 
one section of the ruling classes or the other. The i 
CPI (ML), which had split into two groups(one led by I 
SN Singh and the other by Chandra Pulla Reddy), had i 
their own links with the respective sections of classes, i 
If SN Singh linked himself with the Janata .section, . 
(eversince the JP movement in 1975) there are indi­
cations that the other is trying to establish links with cerned groups or their parts and enable them 
Congress I), the present ruling, party. The repressive 
measures taken by the authorities against some 
their rank and file should not blind anyone to this 
fact.

There are certain groups, who uphold Mao Ze 
rf same .t*me openly denounce 

the present CPC leadership, aS 
fhe policies adopted by CPC 

i controvertial subjects 
movement. There have 

sections who have been 
detriment of the cause of 

—wwr that the present

For example, acceptance of Marxism—Leni- 
nism Mao Ze Dung Thought is not at all a problem 
to most of the groups. But when it comes to its 
application to the practice of Indian revolution, every 
thing becomes controvertial. Since they are unable 
to solve the controversies, they won t touch them. 
In the same way, they agree among themselves that 
there is what is known as comprador bourgeoisie in 
India, but they have no agreement 

one decade. Therefore, we can safely say that they with imperialism. They agree t..— 
are incorrigibles. Latest experience shows that most and semi-feudalism in India, but they ave
of them have degenerated into professional murderers agreement on the extent^of feudal and capitaJ®*, 
and docoits who are acting as mercenaries to those lations in our country T?. 
who can employ them(including ruling parties and to take up the differences, 
cliques). an i...,—.—. — .w ,

them. Such groups have some organisational adjust­
ment to come toghether, whose essence is: to 
carryon common activities on issue to issue to the 
extent they are in agreement while everyone pursues 
his own line A joint meeting to condemn Soviet 
imperialist action on Afghanistan, may be cited as an 
example

Such meetings, if held, do bring together con- 
to 

adopt a resolution, or issue a statement which is 
Of acceptable to all. Experience has shown that they 

which is 
communist 

Such joint meetings have not 
produced better results than those composed of

and the practice still continues. Apart from being vertial. 
opposed to Marxism-Leninism -'the earlier experience 
(1970) has proved conclusively that it has disorga­
nised and disrupted the revolutionary movement and 
the organisation It is obvious that it could not with 
stand the onslaught of the authorities, with all its 
retrogressive consequences. The serious point to 
note about these groups is that they have not. learnt 
anything from these negative experiences even after

are diluted so as to miss the main point, 
necessary to demarcate themselves as 
revolutionaries. Such joint meetings

------- --------- Or P-------------- ---------- ------------- -------- uvnipvocw w 
united action with CPI(M) and its left Front minus other parties (Janata etc). Of course, the concerned 
CPI. Their main contention is that it has a mass groups may be in touch with one another and 
following with a number of revolutionaries in its rank exchange information as and when they require^They 
and file. It is basically wrong. We adopt a united hope to expedite the process of unification by using 
Front policy not to win over or steal away the follow such methods The point is, whether they under- 
ing of the partners of the United Front. If some of stand it or not, .they can narrow down their diffe- 
them come over to us. it will be as a result of our rences by compromising with the fundamentals of 
correct line The most important aspect of ourunited Marxism-Lenin-sm and its application to thP nractice 
policy is to unite all revolutionary forces against the of Indian revolution ie; by deoartino 
enemy or enemies of the revolution. They are impe- general line. To have a c-------
nalism and feudalism including Soviet social impe- practice of the general line (¥und"amZn7a°i 
nalism. Every one knows that CPI(M) is the ardent f------- --------  ■ • 1 naamental
supporter and defender of Soviet Union. Asa party logical, political and o7ga'n]s”a«ona7' 
in power in three states, it has no opposition role to organisational,
play against imperialism(Multinationals) and feuda­
lism land lords). Therefore their contention of Dung Thought, 5e 
forming a Uniled Front with CPI(M), in any form, is ,he lins followed by the 

UI ,, ..., be ng revisionist. 1
Lenin st understanding of United Front. It is another leadership have always h... 
---- ------------‘---------- ’ !nsid’‘he Indian commu^ , 

h <■ n- " St,ons and influential 
busy finding opposing them to the c' 

- ~~ centre Indian revolution. No wonder'
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It is not out of place to 
experiences we

wagon. Having ttee and its associates in North Bengal etc. (iii) OCR 
__t of West Bengal. We did not face much difficulty 
be in reaching a common understanding on theprogramme 

But to denounce it as 
as super power is another 

they can

Oner n ask: why have you united with them 
when this >/as the situation? Because we were confi­
dent that1 e can fight them out and eliminate such 
tendencie in course of time through normal channels, 
{internal discussions and struggles). We also did not 
want to break down the unity efforts when they have 
gone more than halfway. In view of this we preferred

opposition has also joined their band v,Da„„. „«.„,a 
reservations and differences with this or that aspect 
of the CPC's policy is one thing. They can 
resolved in the normal couse.

opposing the development of a genuine revolutionary 
movement, and a party, guided by Marxism—Leni­
nism—Mao Ze Dung Thought. Presently they are. 
trying to use the pseudo-revolutionary forces to 
confuse the revolutionary ranks and the people and 
vainly hope to stem the onward march of communist 
revolutionaries to form a Party. But their negative 
role has basically exhausted and the building of the 
party and the revolutionary movement is going 
ahead.

VI

It is a fact that two or more groups are getting 
united either by way of some adjustments (Coordi­
nation Committee etc ), or merger, which is more an 
exception than a rule. At the same time new groups 
are emerging; and the present groups are splitting 
into two or more sub-groups how ever small they 
may be. The net result is that every ounce of unity is 
resulting in two or more ounces of disruption. 
Therefore there is no evidence to show that they are 
taking a direction towards unification. It may. be 
either due to personal differences or differences on 
major-and minor issues. We will have the occasion . 
to comment on some important issues soon, on 
which we have not yet commented.

One can ask why is it that they can not resolve 
these differences within the framework of a loose or 
centralised organisation, • It is they who have to 
answer this question and not we. Because Commu­
nist revolutionaries are able to unite and resolve 
their differences within the framework of one orga­
nisation. That one or two sections could not remain 
with us even after merger indicates only that our 
relations with them reached an antogonistic stage.

' ' -- *■) mention some'of the 
had while uniting with other groups. 

The Unity Centre of Communist Revolutionaries of 
India (ML) was formed in 1975 as a result of tne 
merger of three groups i.e. (i) Andhra Communist 
Committee (Revolutionaries), (n) North Zone Commi-

and path of Indian revolution,, though we found 
differences of a secondary nature even at the discus­
sion stage. NZC (North Zone Committee) had its 
documents other than Programme and path. They 
contained some non-controversial points together with 
some others which were remnants of Charu Mazumdars 
"left" opportunism. When pointed out the leadership 
accepted their mistakes partially and reconciled itself 
by saying that the rest of the points are not so 
important as to characterise them as fundamental 
differences. We were confident that they could be 

1 resolved in course of time through discussions and 
I common p actice.

But th > leadership of other group had its own 
understann/ng and practice of achieving unity. In 
politics, they adopted a1 policy of reconciliation and 
wait for a better opportunity to introduce their own 
politics which were time-serving. In organisational 
affairs, they practiced manipulations and such other 
methods which have no place in the party of revolu­
tionary proletariat. They have manifested them even 
before the Unity Centre was formed and the relations 
were in the discussion stage. For example : they 
inflated their strength, by forming units in various 
states which were composed of their contacts who 
could be characterised as sympathisers (Bombay) 
There were some others (Punjab) who were notorious, 
for their murders and dacoities and who left CPI(ML), 
for careerist purposes without opposing its line in 
any way what so ever.

We had no occasion to check up such habitual 
mal-practices because we never expected that they 
could belong to this category. We had this experience 
with Charu Mazumdars' group earlier. But we never 
imagined that these groups have inherited them so 
magnificientlyl They, tried to create dissensions 
between Andhra Comrades and those of CCR in West 
Bengal. They have developed parrallei organisation 
of their own which could be their substitute to the 
Unity Cen're, which was to be formed according to 
our arrangement. This was double dealing, pure 
and simple1*.

revisionist and branding it _ 
thing. Once they degenerate to this level, 
only play into the hands of (the enemies of Indian 
revo ution. As a result, they renounce its cause 
and cease to be revolutionaries.

Tne Indian ruling classes have been consistently
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groups,

to unite and face the problems as and when they 

come to the surface.

It has been our experience that the leadership of

complicated pic'ure 
d a long

re—
The

Building the party of the proletariat and a 
revolutionary movement led by it is one of the most

XX

/ contact with a group(CCR), which was composed of 
heterogeneous elements. All of them had accepted 
the general line, some having their own reservations.’ 

--------------- ...r------------------------ f If we leave them aside, the rest were genuine com- 
the groups and ranks at various levels are not one and munjSf revolutionaries, with their own limitations in 
the same. While the leaders (above mentioned)were understanding and practice. They were the comrades 
past-masters in the art of manipulation etc. were 
subdued and were often carried away by what their 
leaders said. A few of them were critical and assertive 
to a certain extent, but the information at their disposal 
was scanty, inaccurate and often misleading. Their 
experience was insufficient to carry internal struggle. 
Yet there were dissentions, differences and factions 
inside this group. They came to the surface only 
afterwards.

who upheld our general line ever since 1969. The 
other groups came within our reach only after CM's 
line had ended in a fiasco, and his party CPI(ML) 
had broken into pieces. The leaders and individuals 
who came into our contact were unanimous that CM s 
line was wrong. But they had no confidence, not 
even the minimum among themselves, which could 
enable them to hold unity talks (here we are not 
touching the subject of general fine and its importance 
in such talks). Each one has a list of charges against 
other, mostly of an organisational nature. Those who 

difficui.tas^^7  ̂

speak of the time when the unity efforts with this 
group were being made. Their understanding of the

. party is conspiratorial. Obviously their practice 
. coincided with it. Their understanding of the revolu­

tionary movement was one of slogan mongering and 
their practice (if any) was reformist and humanitarian.

. These were the nagative features and wrong trends 
in the leadership as well as a section of the rank and 
file. Side by side, there was a revolutionary force 
which was in search of e 
could realise the real face of the leadership in course 
of time, it hoc strong force, capable experiences we had with the groups already

./onfo. |t js now a part mergecj bore a different character than what we had 
ia/o _ x i 7'———Unity Centre. ear|jer a section of the rank and file together with a
leadership in this oroun wh* ??r6.IS a !e?IOn °* tha certain level of leadership was honest and hardworking 
leaoersmp in this group which is incorrigible and out thom —j —mass

movement or movements. But most of them had no 
understanding or wrong understanding and practice 
towards building of the party and mass revolutionary 
movement. Besides this, a section of the leadership 
had no Communist convictions in the general line 

these groups, itself. They attempted to charge it' surreptitionsly. 
others mainly according to the needs of other groups

Talks with this group have re— with whom they wanted to carry on unity 

to face The talks. They opposed unity with those groups, 
J to unity with whom they suspected that they would not form a 

factional bloc to oppose the General line and its 
defenders. Finally, they attempted to usurp the 

was composed of anti—social elements(murderers leadership and the party organisation by taking 
and danmtct *•- were reg(jy. t0 unjte advantage of certain in unforeseen deve opinents.

To some extent these are the experiences of extreme 
nature. At the same time they were there and we can 
not write them off as an exception. Because the 

standing talks with others fared no better though they were of

questioned about their integrity. Most of them wanted 
that the talks should be kept secret from ethers. Was 
it possible to ahieve unity with such an understanding 
and practice?

We had to work for unity under thes conditions. 
The unity Centre was formed with the three groups, 
which were mentioned above while efforts were 
continued to unite with other groups.

a correct line and practice. It -

of time. It has grown into a 
of influencing the course of events. It is now a part 
of Communist revolutionaries and their
We can now safely say that there is a section of the 
I""'4 u -“ 10 uiiiuiriyiuiH anu out Some amOng them were closely connected with
of commission as far as revolution is concerned. There ---------------*----------------- - -
are some who are yet to realise the folly of remaining 
with in the organisational frame woik of rival centre..
Their cases can be considered on the basis of their 
merits, if the occasion so demands.

Wh'le we were having talks with 
we had come into contact with some 
one from Punjab 
vealed some more problems we had t% 
Punjab group was not so much opposed 
North Zone group as such, but was firmly opposed 
to unite w.th its Punjab section which, as it claimed, 
WA.Q <---

and dacoits). Otherwise they \------ "■’J.
without any reservations. Subsequent events proved 
that their claims were correct.

West Bengal presented a c; 
from the very begininig. We had
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We have helped it to 
3 extent it was possible.

different nature and ir.c; 
the organisation, which 
their own.

We had contacts with another group (U P and 
Bihar) since 1975. It had its reservations about 
the composition of the Unity Centre, especially it 
was opposed to NZC leadership. We continued our 
contacts and discussions. At one stage it appeared 
that the group was about to merge with the Centre, 
because the differences we had seemed to be of a 
secondary nature. But the leadership had chosen a

There were some feelers and offers for unity 
talks by those, who had -either broken away from us 
in earlier periods or those with' whom, we have no­
thing in common. Preparedess for a basic charge in 
their polities and practices is necessary to open unity 
talks with : hem.

There ire those, who indulge in never ending 
discussion mostly of an academic character. Inspite 
of pur bes efforts, nothing useful could come out of 

are a 
are 

organised in major part of our Country leading mass 
on 

the information supplied by the authorities through 
press and material released by concerned groups 
cannot do better because they do not know the real 
side of the picture.

most of the groups were outside 
.-.I enabled them to act freely on

These are nagative aspects of the experiences 
which we had during this period. We can add some 
more. But they are not different in nature than those 
we mentioned here. Though we do not rule out a 
change in section of these groups, they are in no 
way usefl as forces of unity in the revolutionary 
ranks, as ng as they do not take a basic departure 
from the i st. It is possible for the genuine elements 
because t! >y can realise the correctness of our line 
in the cou e of fast changing national situation.

(on the eve of Emergency) different path. One fine morning' we were informed 

~ x * that they had formed an all-lndia organisation of
their own. Yet we did not abundon our efforts.

There was another group (P.C.R.C. Punjab) which them. Most of them do not know that there 
merged in the Unity Centre during the Emergency good number of communist revolutionaries who 
period. It was composed of a leadership and rank 
and file against whom we have nothing to say. They revolutionaiy movements. Those who depend 
have expressed their agreement with the general line 
which includes proletarian internationalism. But they 
could not uphold it when faced with fast changing 
national and international situation. Its merger was 
just a formal one. It kept itself segregated from the

, Unity Centre althrough. As a result, it had no prole- There have always been splits in CPI(M) ever 
tarian orientation either for its organisation or the mass since 1968. Not all of them have proved to be revo- 
movement with which it was connected. It had failed lutionaries. They are essentially of the same politics 
to rectify itself by utilising its presence in the Unity as that of CPI(M), though they may differ on some 
Centre. They could not reconcile themselves withit policy matters. Their differences with the leader- 
and now it is a separate group, acting as another rival ship is mainly of an organisational nature. Whatever 
Centre! tbe name of these may be, they cannot be characteri­

sed as genuine revolutionary forces. In a number of 
cases, the dissidents inside the CPI(M) are of the 
same category.

ndin?Zto«aXUPu(,Kerav-WhiCh had a longs,a- 

consolidate its position to the
6 St*k V” ieadersh'P expressed its readiness to 

merge with the Unity Centre (------
Subsequently it has backed out from the agreement 

wan e relations in the form of "Consulative 
^?Zttee ' Which W0 evolved 10 maintain relations 

with those who had fundamental differences with us. 

cp? in the main was a break awaysection from 
( )■ Inspite of repeated discussions and agree- 

ments, they clung to their CPI(M) politics and practices. 
As such they were more a liability than an asset. 
Genuine Communist revolutionaries kept themselves 
away from the unity centre as long as they were 
associated with us. Now that they are outside our 
pariphery, we are able to develop our own organisa­
tion on correct foundations.

There were some who were close associates of 
Charu Majumder in all respects, about what he said 
and did against Marxism-Leninism-Mao Ze D.ung 
Thought They claimed that wisdom has dawned 
upon them when there was a criticism from interna­
tional leadership 11970). They expressed their basic 
agreement with our genera; line with some reserva­
tions which were not explicit, it appeared to us at 
one stage, that they want to stall the emergence of 
an all-lnd<a organisation till they had the initiative in 
their hands. Obviously, their efforts ended in a failure 
Now one of them is out to organise an all-lndia group 
with its own line, which in our opinion is right 

opportunist. . ‘ 1
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All of

Our line includes not only the programme and 
path but also a general line for building the party and 
the revolutionary movement at every phase of advan-

carrying on a. struggle against right and "left" j 
opportunism. We did it successfully and we are ' 
continuing it. Such a practice is leading towards; 
the development of a party and the mass movement . 
in the face of their uneven development.

we will have it. But it does not show that unity is 
impossible. Those who say it is impossible, do notVIII

, IHipUOOIMlW. - --------- --------, . - ----------

There is a positive side to our experience which understand the significance of the unity which is fast 
developing. Emergence of a party of revolutionary 
proletariat is certainly not a thing of distant future; it 
is a reality which is in the offing.

Therefore the present cluster of groups formed

we had during a decade of unity efforts. This tells 
us that the revolutionaries are not a spent force; that 
they can unite to form a single party; that they can 
build a party of revolutionary proletariat and the 
mass revolutionary movement led by it. It is wrong 
to say that there were no efforts and no unity in this out of CPI (ML) does not represent the genuine nature 
direction. of the disunity among the communist revolutionaries.

These groups are there and they will continue for 
some time to come. They are survivals of "left" 
adventurism and right opportunism with whom they 
were associated in the past. They have departed 
from Marxism-Leninism in course of time and reached 
a point of no return. As a result they have kept 
themselves outside the purview of communist revolu­
tionaries. If a nomenclature denoting an association 
with the CPI(ML) were to infuse a proletarian revolu­
tionary character, in a group or party, the CP. and , 
CPI(M) can as well become Marxist-Leninist. But we 
don't recognise them as such.

What then is the force, which binds us together , 
in a common organisation i.e. Unity Centre? Gf course | 
it is the correct general line (Fundamental line). The 
line is correct not only in words but in deeds as well. 
It has the experience of a decade of its practice, which 
has proved that the line is basically correct. Other 
groups could not provide such a line and practice. 
This does not mean that some of them do not have 
even a semblance of it. They are having it and are 
trying to mova in a correct direction. It is a positive 
and welcome development, which strengthen the 
forces of unity.

The Unity Centre is now an all India organisation 
in thft real tC."

considerable parts of our 
without an exception, are 
are ail connected with cns 
i.e. students, working class.

The proletarian internationalism is an inseparable 
 U1O part of our line, and we are practising it. Supporting 

India being a vast multinational one party or the other, opposing the two, and sitting 
assumes more importance than on the fence has nothing in common with it. While 

ours is based on communist convictions, others observe 
•t formally or as a time serving device.

We admit that the progress towards unity appears 
to be slow. It is inevitable in the given situation. The

....  on on muia organisation
in the real sense of the term- having its branches in 
----- :J ’■ country All of them, . "

functioning units. They cing revolution. It helps us in upholding the me Y 
one or other mass movements

. 3 W.009, peasantry, democratic 
rights etc. A struggle is going on to put an end to 
the legacies of the past (right opportunism and "left" 
adventurism) with successful results. The cadres are 
trained in building the party of the revolutionary 
mass movement under its hegemony. Efforts are 
going on to expand the organisation and ex end the 
mass movement. India being a vast multinational 
country such an effor-------
anything.

This in brief is the situation inside the camp of 
communist revolutionaries. It shows that there is 
something more to be achieved by way of unity and

We have re-united with those who left us during 
earlier period (1968—69), because of the strong 
influence of i'leff'-opportunism and individual 
terrorism ot Charu Majumdar variety(Srikakulam).We 
could re-unite witn a section of comrades connected 
with former North Zone Committee etc. which is a 
separate group altogether. We could re-unite with a 
section of CCR (West Bengal) and unify some other 
sections and groups into our fold We could unify 

. Communist’revolutionareis in Orissa into our fold. 
Most of them were gnee connected with CP!(ML). 
We could unite a section of them in Kerala and more 
are likely to join, sooner or later. Communist revo­
lutionaries are working in [Maharashtra as well. A 
section of communist revolutionaries from CPI(M) 
have joined the Unity Centre. One may like it or 
not, we are fairly a strong force in Andhra and no 
amount of false propaganda can hide this faot. They 
are not mere contacts for periodical discussions 
which have no end in sight as is the case with 
others. Theirs are not "Committees''which meet now 
and then, adopt some resolutions and statements and 
disperse(Some time they meet only not to meet 
again) ✓



xxiii

Ours is a distinct group, developing into a party of the 
proletariat. It has nothing in common with others. 
The sooner they realise this, the better.

The words Naxalism, Naxalites are products of 
the uprising. Naxalism is another name for revolu­
tionism in some sections mostly from petty-bouge- 
oisie. It is left-adventurism for some others. The 
word 'Naxalites' is being used for miscellaneous pur. 
poses including habitual murderers and dacoits. It is 
wrong to equate Marxism-Leninism-Mao Ze Dung 
Thought to Naxalism.

Question two : Was it correct to form cornm- 
nist Party of IndiafMarxist-Leninist) in May 1967 ?

It had come into being to fight a basically correct 
mass revolutionary line, guided by Marxi m-Leninism 
Mao Ze Dung Thought which was advocated and

a 
who 

us with 
common.

It is a fact that the party was formed and we 
can not deny it. There is nothing wrong if it is 
treated like any other party of the same category i.e. 
CPI and CPI M). But to treat it as a party of Marxism 
Leninism-Mao Ze Cung Thought is wrong. It is a fact 
that a number of genuine revolutionaries tave joined, 
followed and sacrificed their lives for it. But it could 
not provide the real content which was necessary 
for it.

1 cha- 
associated with CPI (ML) as 
so is wrong. As a corollary, to 

unity among the revolutionary 
groups is also wrong and baseless. The unity which 
is developing is of a different kind. x It is the unity of 
communist revolutionaries, consisting of already 
existing groups, rank and file of various groups, 
newly developing revolutionary youth. As we 
some political sections are ready to go to the extent 
of recognising us as one of the groups. They are 
again committing the same mistake. We are not 
bothered if some body does not recognise us as 
revolutionary group because people are there 
know what. Their mistake is in equating 
other groups with whom we have nothing in

movement has faced due to

demoralisatk

™ ** ** *
revolution: The authoirties Certain questions are being asked as if they are 

1 create such a situation by important in relation to the unity of the rfevolutiona- 
. ------- H-vooian in which massacres of lies. Whether important or not, we feel it necessary

+. xz r------- was me uraer or
tne day. Yet they could have survived and advanced 
inspite of such a repression, had they adopted a 
correct line. Due to the practice of their wrong line, 
we are faced with a situation in which there are 
retrogressive after affects of a serious nature. 
Discussions and deliberations can not over come them 
though they too help to a limited extent Emergence 
of mass revolutionary movement born out of the 
practice of a correct line plays a decisive role in 
overcoming the difficulty and instills confidence among lwcw.t„„y a icvci 
the people. Experience tells us that the progress of armed struggle, 
such a movement is slow to begin with. It is reflected  
in the unification also, But when once the organi­
sation gets stablised and the movement advances, the 

situation is such that the movement led by the Un ty 
Centre is advancing. So a Iso the process of unification.

Taken as a whole, we communist revolutiona- regions, big 
ties, are advancing towards unity step by step etc- 
inspite of there being ups and downs. The major 
part of this task is over: The rest will be completed 
soon. The task of further unification continues even 
after the formation of the party, because as the party 
and the movement advances, disillusioned revolu­
tionaries all over India will rally behind the newly 
formed party, thereby strengthening revolutionary 
forces further and further. .

' Therefore there is no basis what so ever in 
racterising the groups 
revolutionary. To do 
say that there is no

devastation and the set back which the revolutionary 
movement has faced due to Charu Majumdars’- Left 
adventurism was so serious that there has been a 
demoralisation and frustration among the revolutionary 
' ' ’ people who are not able to see any

immediate future for the r~ -' ■’
played their own role to  nr nnt we feel it necessary
resorting to fascist repression in which massacres of ties. Whether impo
-- ----------- ■ revolutionaries was the order of <hat we clarify our posmon.

— Question Ona: What is the; significanceof Naxalbaru

Naxalbari is a villageMluster of t was
an armed uprising took place in,1967. The 
an indication that situation in the country 
for an armed struggle.

It never meant that an armed struggle car. be 
developed without P^^uSona^ movement, 
without building a mass revolutiona y o{
reachingaieveiw^ca^pt^ t m 

the Naxalbari area preceding the uposmg^ Sp 

—„„a r =
ggles in lnd,’“,semr®ll . e Telangana. Tripura. Worli

», and 
As we see, 

 ready to go to 
one of the groups.

same mistake. V!
body does not
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At the

These are some of the questions which are often 
’ being asked.

Andhra communist Revolutionaries had

a genuine organisation and mass revolutionary move­
ment, If we ignore this there is every danger to the 
correct line itself. Therefore, it has become our boun- 
den duty to convince ourselves about the genuine­
ness of the leadership and its acceptance of the line. 
A large amount of preparatory work is needed 
for this purpose.

The equal treatment, as mentioned in the document 
has led to certain misgivings leading to misusing of 
the offer, we treat the groups equal, big or small, 
with whom we enter into discussions, (we did so in 
the past and we are doing the same-now) we do not 
demand any group to merge in our organisation here 
and now without having fruitful discussions. At the

It is time for the revolutionaries who are outside 
our peripheri to ponder- over their respective attitudes 
towards unification of revolutionaries. It is time to 
makeup their mind to accept a

form of fighting a correct line which they were doing 
earlier. If they join together, there is a remote chance 
for it - they will do it for this purpose alone. We are 
confident that they can not succeed where Charu 
Majumdar has failed.

For those who genuinly ask this question, our 
answer is; they are entitled to put forward an alterna­
tive line which they think to be correct, we are ready 
to discuss with them and prove that it is wrong, or 
we will join with them openly for this purpose. There 
is no difficulty in discussing individual points of diffe­
rence once there is a unity on fundamental questions.

wrong. Therefore they could not defend it. 
same time they don't want to accept kthe correctness 
of our line, under one pretext or other. It is another

Question three : How is it that the communist 
revolutionaries claim that their line is correct? Does it 
not amount to denying the possibility of its being 
proved as incorrect or denying others being correct ?

We assert that ours is a basically correct line. 
It is also correct to assert that it is so. 
It means that there is scope, for improvement 
in secondary matters if there is a sound reason for it. 
We never waited for, nor expected from CPI(ML) 
and its groups to provide a correct line. In fact we 
worked out the line long before they appeared on 
the scene.

Our line is based on the revolutionary experience same, we can not ignore the fact that there is an in- 
of the past and present. Our own experience of a equality in relation to the experience, and strength of 
decade proved its correctness. Communist revolutio- * ’
naries work among the masses basing on a correct 
line with communist convictions. They can't work 
for a line whose correctness is of a doubtful nature. 
We can not wait for the revolution to be completed 
to prove the correctness of our line. We leave it for 
others who do not want to associate themselves with 
revolution. Normally the defeatists and the pessi- 
tmists think in this manner.

Presently, there are those who are associated 
with various groups of CPI (ML) and some others, makeup their mind to accept a correct line, join the 
who know that the line they followed proved to be ranks of communist revolutionaries and to form the 

party of the revolutionary proletariat. Any further delay 
is a luxary which the Indian Revolution can not afford.

1 5_6-80.

practised by Communist Revolutionaries. Its basis 
was "left'* adventurism and individual terrorism from 
the very begining. It carried its struggle against the 
correct line on this basis alone. That it collapsed in 
no time was the corollary of its wrong line and wrong 
purpose/ To begin with there .was. something of 
petty—bourgeoisie revolutionism. It ended in 
counter-revolutionary line in no time. The , remai— 
ning genuine elements have already joined the ranks 
of communist revolutionories or on the way for it.

r Granting that the leadership was sincere in its 
belief and practice, objectively its sincerity served a 
wrong cause of fighting a correct line and playing 
havoc with Indian Revolution. Sincerity towards a 
correct line is a must. Sincerity towards a 
wrong line is always dangerous and more dangerous The 
than insincerity towards it. Personal sincerity has no anounced rhe line regarding the question of unification 
meaning in politics if it is not iinked with correct or of the revolutionaries, about 8 years ago through their 
wrong line. After all revolution can not be led by document" Fundamental Line and the Question of 
saints. It needs revolutionaries who can apply Unity' It was in reply to Chandra Pulla Reddy's line 
Marxism—Leninism—Mao Ze Dung Thought to the whose essence was organisational manipulation 
practice of Indian Revolution. instead of defending the correct line. The line adopted

in the document was comprahensive in a given 
situation and holds good even today. We had a large 
measure of success in our efforts in this direction. 
That is how we could build up an organisation of 
all-lndia nature together with a mass revolutionary 
movement.



SUPPLEMENT

Fundamental Line and
of UnityQuestion
utilize them in full and . apply themselves to 
revolutionary mass work.

Now that we are releasing our Draft Progra­
mme and the path of Indian Revolution for dis­
cussion we are confident that this would prove 
to be a step forward towards the unity among 
revolutionaries. Weareconfidentthattheywill'- 
discuss and express their views on them. We. 
•will have the occasion to explain our views when 

’.‘we receive their criticism. This discussion will 
also centre around programatic and tactical 
issues.

It is highly important that our party becomes 
a party of revolutionary practice based on onr 
mass line. Our documents provide necessary 

i guidance for this. We hope that they would

On the question of tactical line, we funda­
mentally differ from them. While we are for 
people's war path, they are opposed to it. Theirs 
has been a parliamentary path pure and simple, 
of course with an addition of revolutionary 
phrase-mongering.

[Note : We have circulated this <
article as long ago as In 1972. We are 1
publishing it here without a foreword. The 
article appearing elsewhere in the Issue 
"Problems of unification of Communist ; 
Revolutionaries”, will serve this purpose.
The readers are requested to take note * 
of this ] ’

We had set out on the task of building an 
, agrarian revolutionary movement leading to armed 

struggle in Sept 1968, Defending our views on 
this question, we had to join issue with left and 
tigth opportunist groups mainly the "left”.

For this purpose we had to issue various 
documents. These are related in the main to the 
question of armed struggle. After this discussion 
no new points are coming forth from our 
'Critics!. Hence this document in which we are 
explaining the basis for unification of communist ■' 
revolutionaries in India.

1. IMMEDIATE PROGRAMME IS OUR 
FUNDAMENTAL LINE

When we had broken away from Neo-revi- 
sionists, we found that our differences were of 
a fundamental character. They claimed and still 
claim to follow Marxism-Leninism (even Bre- 
znev clique claims the same), but they refuse to 
recognise the Thought of Mao to be the Marx­
ism-Leninism of the present era Consequently 
they reject the idea that revisionist Soviet leader­
ship has transformed itself into Social imperia­
lism.' Obviously it led them to a revisionist 
understanding of international and national situ­
ation in vaiious other issues related to it. Thier 
opposition to foreign policy of C.P.C. their sup­
port to social imperialist role of Soviet Union in 
India etc , emanate from the same revisionism.

' We have differences of a programatic nature. 
Assessment of the character and role of big 
bourgeoisie in India is a fundamental question. 
They reject the idea of its being comprodar and 
attribute some amount of independent role to it 
We are opposed to it.

We are firm that Indian big bourgeosie is 
comprodar, with new forms in the new condi­
tions. Their demoguagie opposition, social 
chauvinism etc; are the result of their revisionism.
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' There are another set of comrades who are in 
a sense more experienced, who know more about 
theory and who heve been holding important 
positions inside the party. They went into pre­
mature armed actions and failed to build an ag- 
arian revolutionary movement on the basis of 
Immediate Programme. They put forward their 
own reason for doing so, They have drawn cer­
tain conclusions from their so called experience 
which are right and '-left" opportunist in nature 
Theyhave circulated a sufficient number of do­
cuments which express their views in full.

In view of the above, we have nothing in 
common with neo-revisoinism. On the other hand 
our differences with them are ideological, pro- 
gramatic, tactical and what not. All the right 
deviations in our leadership or ranks have their 
roots in the neo-revisionist thinking, often cou­
ched in revolutionary phrase - mongering. We 
communist revolutionaries have to fight against 
'left' as well as right deviations, to defend Mar­
xism - Leninism-Mao Tse Tung's thought. This 
is necessary in order that we are able to build 
revolutionary movement and a revolutionary 
party, to lead armed struggle and unify revolu­
tionaries in one party.

In short. Immediate Programme was a pro­
gramme of action and programme of revolution­
ary practice based on our own revolutionary 
experience. It has transformed us into a party 
with rudiments of programme and tactical line. 
This was a big step forward for revolution­
aries who were in state of confusion as to what 
to do and what not to do. With this we were 
on a more firm ground than before.

Important among them was, "A reply of 
Khammam Area Committee"9 which was,circula­
ted by this group of comrades upto district and 
area committees as they say. This document 
which was supposed to have been written in 
reply to one of our earlier documents contained

Armed struggle in Srikakulam had started to­
wards the end of 1968. We had expressed our 
views regarding this struggle in one of our 
documents named ''On Srikakulam Armed 
Struggle”. While analysing the girijan move­
ment we have pointed out the basic mistakes 
that the leadership was committing. We are of 
the opinion that the veiws containing in the 
documents are correct and experience has only 
proved their correctness.

A section of comrades took the programme 
seriously implemented it and organised a power­
ful agrarian revolutionary movement leading to 
land distribution. (East Godavari District). It is 
not a fact that they could not organise guerilla 
warfare bacause the Immediate IProgramme is 
defective. There areother reasons for it. The 
comrdes concerned have reviewed their experi­
ences and a document dealing with the subject 
is before the party.

When we came out of Neo-revisioni'st party 
we concentrated our attehtion 'towards educa­
ting the revolutionary ranks and the people in 
general on the ideological differences inside the 
international communist movement as wpll as 
Indian Communist movement. We had based 
on "Nine Comments"* and other documents of 
the CPC for the campaign we conducted. This 
was all the more necessary because in Andhra, 
revolutionary trend has a mass bass and masses 
and the rank and file have to be educated in re­
volutionary ideology and revolutionary politics. 
(This does not however, mean that we do not 
have any such mass base in other states). ...This 
was correct and it served its purpose.

■ There is another aspect of our ideological 
struggle. '■ It is providing a programatic and tac­
tical line to the revolutionary struggles in gene­
ral, and agrarian revolutionary movement in par­
ticular. It is to fill this gap that we prepared 
the Immediate Programme, which was subsequ- 
ently'adbpted by Andhra convention of commu­
nist revolutionaries. It provided : Firstly basic 
points for a programme of people's democratic 
revolution (2) A programme for agrarian revo­
lution, applicable to various parts of Andhra 
Pradesh, to all levels of the movement including 
land distribution (3) A tactical line which can 
be used for, from preliminary to advanced stage 
of the movement, that is armed struggle. Imme­
diate Programme could not cover various as­
pects of armed struggle when it starts and con­
tinues. It should be noted that Srikakulam dist. 
committee had affiliated itself to Charu Mazum- 
dar's group which subsequently formed CPI(ML)
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• formulations which are basically opposed to Im­
mediate Programme. They had not stopped With 
merely expressing their disagreement with the 
programme. They had decided to call for a con­
vention, revise the entire Immediate Programme 
and adopt a new programme which would either 
be "Left'' adventurist dr right opportunist or an 
admixture of the both. The agenda they pro­
posed for the convention revealed this in an 
unambiguous terms.

These are some of the important manifesta­
tions of their veiws and activities. They clearly 
show that they have diverted the points of con­
troversy from peoples armed struggle versus

It is' intriguing to finc^that "the. Reply, of 
Khammam area committee” and the document 
on ''.morals''?, were not. included in the li^tof 
the documents they propose to discuss. These 
are the documents which flared up the differen­
ces and this group has openly took a disruptive 
role by circulating them, implementing some of 
the, formulations they contain. They have done 
this to mislead the comrades. The harm they 
did was incalculable. The harmful contents of 
the documents have been incorporated in their 
subsequent documents. The anarchic line they 
took in the document on morals is still being 
adhered to and is being implemented in full.

We were faced with a situation where in 
the party was being led into ''Leftism" with 
visible tendencies of right opportunism. We 
decided rto intervene in the situation ‘ and 
issued a document criticising their understanding 
regarding some of the important problems »of 
ideology, tactics and organisation. We deman­
ded them to implement the Immediate Programme 
and suggested organisational steps togaurantee 
the implementation of the same This docu­
ment is known as the "Left Deviation within 
the party". . <

, This group instead of taking steps to rectify 
tho situation and- correct their line, moved in a 
parallel direction. They issued some documents, 
resolutions and'pamphlet, the latter for mass 
distribution. They fall to discuss and answer 
the fundamental points we raised and came 
forward with formulations with right opportu­
nism in nature, similar to those of Neorevision­
ists. • 7 hey have clearly shown their determinat­
ion to revise the programme in the right oppor­
tunist direction.

In .their documents they charge .that our 
criticism of their politics and practice amount to 
asking them to lay down the arms and that we 
are "slipping on inclined plane". -

They set in motion a section of comrades 
who have been idle and in-active all the while, 
who are more of an election minded cadre. They 
started a campaign, that we are opposed to 
armed struggle, that we are advocating laying 
down of arms and'that We want to be acquitted4 
there by. Such campaign is being carried on 
among the people in general and among those 
comrades who are politically less developed, 
who cannot judge what is politically wrong and 
what is right. They approach a different set of 
comrades with different slogan, who are poli­
tically more developed and who, after going 
through our documents are convinced that we 
are for a people's armed struggle. They preach 
them the need for "united work" and explain 
their offers of unity inspite of differences.

They issued a pamphlet in which they 
accused us indirectly that we are revisionists of 
some hue saying that ° we do not know how 
to name them", after mentioning revisionists 
and neo-revisionists. the pamphlet was dist­
ributed in planes and forests of Andhra Pradesh.

They talk to those who do riot accept the 
Immediate" Programme with a bit of frankness 
that 'it is. fact they started premature armed 
struggle and people are not participating in it. 
They .further say : "we should hold up arms 
whatever may happen once arms are: in our 
hands." ,, • *... ■ ,«•

Of late, they have'started another campaign 
that the Immediate programme is an adventur­
istic document and the activities of the party 
before and after the convention are permeated 
with adventurism. . .

• l! Ij 1 • %

' They also proposed orally through one of 
their comrades to withdraw documents from 
'' both sides" as a first step towards unity.
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vociferious in opposing it. And those who im­
plemented it are the strongest supporters of it.

However, in view of the experience and the 
criticism levelled against it we want to make the 
following formal corrections in the "Immediate 
Programme".

We emphatically state that there is no basis 
either in our documents or in our own activities 
to suggest that we are for laying down arms. 
Our sole purpose of criticism and the steps we

In order to shield their anti-party line and anti­
party activities, they are diverting the discuss- ■ 
ions and resorting to anti-party methods of dis- 
uption. We are determined to fight them Jback 
md defend the party's revolutionary line cont­
ained In the Immediate Programme.

armed actions without people to armed struggle i 
or not to mislead the party and people and tried 
to insinuate them against us. It is they who 
'slipped in the inclined plane' by abandoning 
mass line. Then differenciated approach in the 
campaign, their appeal for unity and principled 
inner party struggle are more of a tactical nature 
than a sincere effort because it is combined with > 
lies, slanders, threats and black mails.

1) The time limit suggested for implement- 
ation of various items in the programme should 
be removed. Firstly because it is wrong on our 
part to declare the date time of implementation 
of our revolutionary programme as the enemy 
comes to know of it in advance. Secondly, it 
is a permanent document explaining our agrarian 
revolutionary pragramme and tactical line. In 
view of the un-evenessof the mass movments 
the document has to be used in future also to 
develop agrarian revolutionary movements in 
various parts of Andhra Pradesh and in other 
parts of India.

2) The foreign'capital that the people's de- ] 
mocratic state will confiscate be in all its forms 
and not limited to any specific one. In the 
same way we are for abolition of landlordism as
a class. We do not want that targets of revolu­
tion should be only-big lanlordism. Differenti­
ation between big’and small landlords will be a | 
tactical question. How we deal .with thequestion '

• is a matter to be considered in the given circums­
tances. . . ; ' -I, •;

We are of opinion that the Immediate Prog­
ramme is fundamental line on which there cannot 
be any compromise. In fact we have prepared 
a draft programme, a tactical line basing on the 
Immediate Programme and we are releasing 
them for discussion It is not the numbers, but 
the correctness of the line that matters for us. 
If a group of comrades want to change the pre­
sent line either through a convention or through 
a plenum it is for them to decide. We will not 
be a party to such conventions or plenums and to 
their discussions. If they insist on taking such a 
step they will be considered as one of the so 
many groups existing all over India with their 
own programmes and tactical lines. We 
will decide our attitude towards this group in 
accordance with the programme and tactical 
line they adopt and implement.

\ 3) It is more correct to use peoples demo- ' 

cracy instead of New Democracy as the former 
is used as a more accurate word.

I Therefore a principled unity presupposes unity 
on the basis of Immediate Programme. Once 
this basis is accepted, the other aspects can be 
considered and decided upon. Any 
other conception of unity is an opportunist one. 
We do not permit any threats, blackmails, lies 
and slanders as a substitute to political argu- 

: ments.. That this gropp has already resorted to 
such measures goes only to show that the 
ground on which they stand is a slippery one. 
A principled inner party and an ideological 
struggle is incompatible with such cheap and _ 

[ time serving steps.

r'" It is significant to note that those who 
have taken to implement the party line is totran- never implemented the programme are the most 
sform the present armed actions, which are dev­
oid of agrarian revolutionary programme and 
people's participation into a revolutionary move­
ment leading to armed struggle basing on Immed­
iate Programme. .. * r
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We are surprised at the way in which a docu­
ment is introduced into out discussions. C.P. 
group has included it in the list of the docume­
nts which are supposed to be meant fcr discuss­
ions. They are silent about everything that has 
to be said about it.

It is a fact that there is one such document. ■ 
It is about 20 years old as its date line suggests. 
It was known as " Kishan Document". Though 
it represented the official tactical line of the 
party for some time it was never implemented. 
It was never discussed even by the leading cadres 
A major part of the leadership of the period also 
did not know that such a document existed.

that of the document or part they quote. It does 
not touch the fringe of that mass approach the 
quotation contains.

The document replies to the question when 
and how to begin partisan warfare in the follow­
ing lines

, As far as we are concerned we reject the 
whole document because it is fundamentally 
opposed to the path of people's war. Hence we 
do not deem it necessary either to defend the 
document in toto or in parts. If go into the doc­
ument, the C. P. group's understanding of the 
partisan warfare does not even coincide with

We think that the stand we have taken on 
various issues in our document,"Left"-deviation 
with in the party" is fundamentally correct. 
Here we will limit ourselves to the new Issues 
which they raised in their documents.

Let us proceed with the discussion of the 
points these comrades have raised.

The said defects in the document did not 
come in the way of comrades who have sincerely 
implementedit. The very fact that they could 
successfully implement it to develop agrarian 
revolutionary movement conclusivey proves that 
the Immediate Programme is fundamentally 
correct.

This para stresses the heed for a peasant 
revolutionary movement, leading to seizure of the 
land for starting a partisan war. Organising the 
peasantry, raising their consciousness has been 
given prominent place. It also stresses the need 
for other forms of struggle while carrying on 
armed struggle for land. C. P. group shuts its 
eyes to this important aspect of the document it 
mentions.

The said document deals with the subject of 
partisan warfare as a form of partial struggle. 
The C. P. group is said to have interest over 
this point only. The point is dealt in the form 
of a question and an answer which is as fol­
lows :

"Question : Have we to take up partsian 
struggle only when the peasant struggle for 
partial demands reaches the stage of land distr­
ibution and establishing village peasant commit­
tees? Or can we take it up when the movement 
is still in the stage of struggle for partial demands 
is for example rent reduction.

Answer: The partial struggle has also 
stages. It starts with small demands. Let us say 
reduction of rent. It is not yet a partisan struggle

All this does not mean that we are accepting 
the criticism that the document is revisionist or 
left adventurist. Acceptance of such criticism 
amounts to renounciation of, role of agrarian 
revolution and need for building an agrarian 
revolutionary movement. Hence we reject the 
criticism as fundamentally wrong and as depar­
ture from Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tse-Tung's 
Thought. " ........ in a big and topographically sui­

table area, when the peasant movement has 
risen to the level of seizure of land, the question 
as to how to effect that seizure and how to def­
end the land so seized will become a burning 
live question. The party is of the opinion that 
partisan warfare in such a situation undertaken 
on the basis of genuine mass peasant movement 
and the firm unity, under the ledership 
of the party of the peasant masses, especi­
ally the most oppressed and exploited strata, 
combined with other forms of struggle such as 
social boycott of landlords, mass peasant strug­
gle agricultural workers strike, can if correctly 
conducted and led, has arousing Jand galvanis­
ing effect on the peasant masses in all areas 
and raise their own struggles to a higher level".

II. PARTISAN WARFARE AS A FORM OF 
PARTIAL STRUGGLE
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We; are >not opposed to: armed actions in. 
accordance with readiness and. eagerness of the 
masses during partial struggles. In fact we have 
been advocating such militant type of organisa­
tions of partial struggles. Our documents''Lay 
Foundations for a struggle-oriented mass move­
ment " and Immediate Programme contain for­

mulation to meet the requirements of the situa­
tion. In our subsequent documents we explain­
ed our position' in unequivocal terms. But the 
point of controversy is whether such militant and 
armed actions are to be called partisan warfare? 
or partisan warfare is to be organised to conduct 
a partial struggle? -

We are unaware of the partial struggles 
where militant and armed actions are character- 
sed as partisan warfarfe. Where as we have 
ample experience to show that if properly and 
correctly conducted, all anti-landlord struggles 
will reach the level of land seizure in short time 
And that is the time to start a partisan warfare.

If the enemy refuses to grant the demands and 
the peasant is eager to win it by force then the 
partisan struggle can start. True it is not th6' 
struggle for seizure of land but only reduction of 
rent. Still it will be a partisan struggle. .

•We do not find the last sentence in the 
given quotation of • the C.P. group which is of 
some significance. We will explain this point 
later. . , ... , ... . .

u. A cryptic question and a cryptic answer as 
mentioned in the quotation , can never resolve 
any of the problems arising out of this subject. 
Can the armed actions of the groups of the 
militants during partial struggles be equated to 
the partisan warfare? Are partial struggles lor in­
crease in-wages and anti-feudal struggles one 

and the same? Do the partial struggles provide 
the necessary organisation, level of consciousness 
and continuity of the mass action to carry on 
partisan warfare? .These are the basic questions 
though they appear to be secondary. Neither the , 
question nor the answer tries to go into them. , 
Obviously, .the (questioner does not know 
anything, about.these points. . " . „

Tp cpme;tq the. last sentence which the C.P. 
group deliberately omits. After advocating parti­
san warfare as a form of partial struggle the 
an?w?,rsaysz:;; . . .

-it does not depend on" us. If the masses 1 
are'rpadyand eager we should assist them". Here 
there is a mass, approach to the issue. The 
readiness and the eagerness of the masses men­
tioned here denotes embryonic form of organisa­
tion and conciousness which is enough for 
armed actions but not for partisan warfare.

We are firmly of the opinion that certain 
armed actions themselves do not constitute par- . 
tisan warfare. On the otherhand it has an 
ideology, programme, organistatiori and mas^ 
character. It has strategic and tactical principles 
militarily.' Mao dealt the subject in all its asp­
ects. Instead of taking up the position in acco- 
ordance with Map's directives C. P.group has 
departed from them and reduced them to armed 
actions. All this is going on in the name of 
scissored and trimmed quotation from^a docum­
ent which we reject. . ■

It is also, a dishonest and cunning step on the 
part of the C.P.jgroup to delete the last sentence 
in the answer'which is its basis, though the 
word'eager', is found in the earlier part. Here 
the anws'er clearly says that it is the conscious­
ness and organisation of the masses expressed in 
the form of 'ready' ness and 'eager' ness that 
should decide the question but not the pressure 
of police nor the desire of the party leadership..

. Subsequently they changed this; formulation 
into "armed struggle to resist the police reppres­
sion" without reference to the level of concious­
ness of masses. In practice it has degenerated 
into assasination;of individuals. L... , ’

. Thus the .C.P. group while claiming that 
their line is in accordance with ."Kishan Docu­
ment" departs even,from .it in all its aspects.

Now we will deal with some aspects of ex­
periences of armed struggle and agrarian revolu- 
tionay movement in Telangana upto 1951.’ '

Hence it does not depend on us. If the 
masses are ready and eager, we. should assist 
them". '



Neither the document nor the actual ex­
periences regarding Telangana armed struggle 
show that armed struggle (as we understand it

The above sentences are clear. Even in 
Telangana armed struggle has started on partial 
demands and people became ready for land 
distribution in the process of its deveolopment 
alone". .

(Reject - P.17)7

In some other document it says that ''Telan­
gana armed struggle has no theoritical found­
ation". ; ....1 ■ • ' ' ? ‘ ■ "■ s

■ •’? : 'f • . 11 ’

Everyone knows that old and new revision­
ists are distorting the experiences of Telangana 
armed struggle to suit their present policies. 
The C.P, group is also doing the same.. The 
above quotation clearly shows that this group 
has understood nothing about the content of and 
various phases in Telangana revolutionary move­
ment and armed struggle, it seems to us that 
they are not prepared to understand the subject. 
The way they quoted the document and com­
mented on it proves the same.

in the classical senses) has been a form of stru­
ggle for partial demands. Nor the land distribu? 
tion took place at an advanced stage of armed 
struggle.. The quotation they suggest also does 
not prove their contention. ’

It is during Telangana armed struggle that 
the Andhra Committee has brought forward the 
subject of path of Indian Revolution for . inner* 
party discussion. Basing on the experiences of 
Talengana armed struggle, it advocated that 

% Chinese path i.e„ people's war is applicable to 
India as much as to China. . <..

While dealing with the experinces-of Telaq- 
gana armed struggle it, is necessary that wp • .< 
should correctly find out the relation bet weep 
favourable and unfavourable factors existing at 
the time of the struggle (1946-51) and now. it 
will help to resolve one more controversy w,e., 
come across in one of the documents. .

Now let us go into the experiences of 
Telangana. . - .

1. EARLY DAYS OF TELANGANA ... ,, 5

Telangana was Telugu speaking part of 
former Hyderabad State where autocracy was in 
power. There was feudalism (Jagirdari), 
feudal landlordism (System of Deshmukami and■’ 
Tenancy) repart through Out the state. There 
was neither a political party, a genuine mass 
organisation much less a revolutionary party 
and movement prior toT 940l ‘Even the liberal 
national movement that existed in the so called 
British India was not' seeni in' the State. This ! 
shows the weakness of liberal‘‘nationalism.

A communist unit began to function in *• 
Telangana by 1940, as a result of merger of 
three currentsuexisting at the time. First is the 
national current -which was. disillutioned by j 
Gandhism; the seconed was a group cxf. petty . 
bourgeoisie intellectuals, of the.,;cjty with, 
nationalist and socialist ideas. Both these groups 
were influenced by the Nehru brand of socialism. 
A third current emerged frorri the students which 
was in the main revolutionary. The national trend . 
had been right opportunist from the very begin- , 
ing; the city petty bourgeoisie intellectuals 
turned into reformist, trade unionists, where as

III. SOME ASPECTS OF. ARMED STRUGGLE 
. IN TELANGANA.

The C.P. group while defending its so called 
line of armed struggle as a form of partial strug­
gle tries to bring in the experiences of Telanga­
na armed struggle in support of its arguments. 
But there is no basis for it. This group rather 
distorts the experiences to prove its worng cont­
ention. This is what it says;-

"Telangana struggle has also proved this. 
People become ready for land distribution' only 
after armed struggle has begun against forced 
labour (vetti, Begarij grain-Lending (Nagu), 
grain levy and attrocities of landlord against Raz- 
akars8 after people gained confidence in the 
struggle of resistence.

A document on the experiences of Telang­
ana armed struggle sent by jail leaders has this. 
•‘In Hyderabad State, post war upsurge has 
started with • peasants resisting against, forced 
grain collection and goverments armed police and 
they continued struggle." . . • -
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Tenancy in the main.

Subsequently, there was repression in the 
form of foisting cases on revolutionaries and 
local leadership. There was a temporary lull in 
the mass activity for about a year. During this 
period, the landlords could use their physical 
force in the form of goonda attacks on the revo­
lutionaries defiant people. We had failed to 
resist them succesfully, without raising a local 
volunteer force, though we had brought some

The party was illegal. It was decided to work 
among the masses through mass organisations. 
Early revolutionaries built a good fighting trade 
union movement inspite of the represive condi­
tions in those days. In order to work among the 
peasants, revolutionaries decided to work in an 
organisation called 'Andhra Maha Saba*. It was 
a formal one dominated by liberal elements. The 
programme was moderate with a demand for 
implementing the then existing laws which 
were in the main on paper only. The forms of 
struggle were legal though everything was illegal 
according to the law.

labour and landlord attrocities) at least tempora­
rily. Side by side with these issues land 
question came upon the surface of the move­
ment. Peasant after peasant came forward and 
demanded land from the landlord which once 
belonged to them. How to restore the land was 
the problem before the pary and Andhra Maha 
Sabha. Legal means were of no use. Party was 
not ready to adopt revolutionary means to seize 
lands in accordance with the then existing line. 
Such was the situation when' Lembada peasants 
of Mundrai were ready to seize lands evicted and 
dispossessed by landlords. The party leadership 
was neither clear nor prepared for such a revolu­
tionary step. Therefore there was no seizure for 
the present.

This point is significant for us because it 
took about two to three months for the peasants 
to realise the need;for seizure of lands ever since 
they started organised struggle. This is the 
shortest possible time and certainly not a long 
time (2) No arms, not even sticks were used

It was in 1944 when Communists were in 
full control of Andhra Maha Sabha, they led an 
anti-fuedal struggle in Janagam taluka of then 
Nalgonda District. Peasantry having experience 
and confidence in anti-landlord struggles on the 
issues of Begari and Tenancy were drawn into 
bigger struggles which we«e deeper and broader 
in sweep. This struggle covered about 40 villages 
with a wide range of anti-fuedal problems. A 
militant type of mass mobilisation (demonstra­
tions, public meeting) was enough to do away 
with some aspects of feudal exploitation (forced

Experience at this phase of the struggle 
. shows that peasantry was ready to seize lands 
as early as 1944, long before armed struggle 
began. It was the consciousness of the peasan­
try that decided the issue, whether to resort 
to legal means or revolutionary means. As 
soon as peasantry cast off legal illusions 
and gained confidence in its own organised 
strength it adopted revolutionary means. They 
needed no arms to reach such a stage.

As a reflection of this class struggle there was 
a clash in the Andhra Mahe Sabha between the 
left wing led by the revolutionaries on the one 
hand and the liberals reprepresenting land lords 
interests on the other. An ideological struggle 
took shape between the two forces, between 
Marxism-Leninism and Ghandhism, resulting in 
the defeat of Ghandhism as far as Andhra Maha 
Sabha is concerned. Therefore it is wrong to say 
that there has been no ideological foundation for 
Telangana armed struggle. It was there even in 
early days.

the revolutionary trend led the revolutionary 
movement which took a zig-zag path.

Those elements who limited their activity to 
legal work could obviously do nothing. But the 
revolutionary elements reached the masses, 
studied their problems and campaigned for the 
line they adopted This led to clashes between the 
people and landlords with government assisting 
the latter. The issues were forced labour and during these three months. The people depended 

on the organised strength in the form of public 
meetings, demonstratrations to keep the landlord 
on the defensive. Of course, anti-feudal unity 
was the main source of the strength they posses­
sed. In certain cases, a certain section of the 
poor peasantry and agriculture labour remained 
neutral.
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Ideological struggle took a different form. 
Andhra Maha Sabha was free from the shackles 
of liberals. It was a united front of anti-Nizam 
national forces (Mainly Andhra) at the top and 
antifeudal united front at the village level. There­
fore fight against liberalism was carried on mainly 
against liberals outside the Andhra Maha Sabha. 
Inside the party • ight oppurtunist forces were lying 
low. Often complaining that revolutionaries 
weres adopting adventuristic tactics where as 
they were having legal and hence a peaceful 

'work. Nobody bothered about them.

Revolutionaries depended on the organised 
strength of the masses to repulse attacks of 
landlords. When masses w6re not in action they 
used physical force to defend themselves whet­
her effective or ineffective. It was only when 
local volunteers force was organised, the force 
was effective. This step raised the level of orga­
nisation as well as conciousness higher and 
gave further confidence.to fight back landlordism

volunteers from distant places. There was 
actually a fight in Palakurti village between re­
volutionary volunteers from outside, and land­
lord's goondas for a piece of land and crop of a 
small peasant family whose male members were 
arrested and the entire family was defiant even 
after arrests.

Two incidents in Telangana coincided with 
postwar upsurge in India. They took place in 
the villages of Aknoor (Nalgonda District) and 
Machireddipally (Gulbarga Dist). Though the 
latter was in1 Karnatak State, the village was on 
the borders and was having a Telugu speaking 

population. In both the villages, people enm- 
asse refused to part with the grain and beat the 
police and revenue officials, who- came to the 
viliage to collect, the levy grain (a wartime mea­
sure, continued eyen after the war). The police 
as a retaliatory measure beat the people, men 
women and children, looted the village and raped 
a number of women. Though the police could 
tempoarily suppress the resistance of the villagers, 
it was an indication that the people were in a 
retaliatory mood to resist the on-slaughts of the 
authorities. The two villages were outside the. 
area of an organised movement The issue was 
grain levy. The resistance was spontaneous at 
the same time against the authorities. It was 
not a partial but a basic issue like that of land. 
The form of struggle was not legal and peaceful 
but. revolutionary and militant. People used 
force with sticks, broom sticks (used by women) 
and other weapons which were in common use 
but not the fire arms. The methods were other 
than those used in gueilla warfare.

These were not the partial struggles in the 
strict sense of the term. These were political.

The issue was defending a land and crop 
already in possession and not seizing land nor 
defending seized land. Enemy's armed forces 
were goondas having sticks in the main. One or 
two fire arms used to be there for exhibition. 
People's volunteers were armed with sticks. 
This was enough to fight the goondas back.

The character of the struggle was still par­
tial though anti-landlord and militant. Legal 
and revolutionary forms were still being 
combined by using courts etc. Armed struggle 
had not yet started. It was only a partial 
struggle, of course, with a different nature with 
seizure of land coming on to the agenda.

To say that there was an armed struggle as 
a form of struggle for partial issues (forced 
labour, grain lending and fuedal atrocities etc.) 
is wrong and is not born by facts. It is a distor­
tion pure and simple. It is also not a fact to say 
that the struggle has no ideological foundation. 
The struggle against liberalism was a constant 
feature and it has helped in unleashing revolu­
tionary struggle. This does not mean that the 
then offfcial class colloborationist policy did not 
harm the movement. The very fact that the 
struggle was not spread throughout Telangana 
including major parts of Nalgonda district proves 
that it did harm the movement. Even then thp 
local revolutionaries were alert and ready tp 
seize the initiative when post war people'^ in­
surge made its appearance, throughout India 
including Nalgonda district. <

2. POST-WAR UPSURGE. *

It was only when revolutionaries raised 
local volunteer force from among the local 
population they, could fight back the goonda 
gangs succesfully and the land of the small peas­
ant was succesfully defended.
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was

The lands that were distributed were of 
specific nature. They were once held by the 
peasants and later lost to the landlords in one 
way or the other. They were given back to the 
original holders,

Inspite of the set-back, revolutionaries had 
a rich experience from this struggle which they 
utilised in the next phase. People also realised 
the need for higher forms of struggle using fire 
arms.

In this resistance movement the entire rural 
population moved into action. Every peasant 
youth took up one or the other job related to the 
movement and carried it to the best of his capa­
city. The volunteer squads used sticks and sli­
ngs as their weapons. People implemented the 
programme of abolition of begari, illegal extrac­
tions and other forms of feudal exploitation in a 
revolutionaray manner. There was no question 
of putting forward their demands by the peasa-

To say that this was the phase where in 
partial struggles predominated will be wrong, 
unrealistic and a distortion pure and simple 
Though by 1944 itself, the struggle reached 
the stage of land seizure, in 1946 there was a 
land seizure, which means agrarian revolution

Thus the issues involved in this phase of 
the movement were not only of general anti- 
feudal nature but land distribution in particular. 
The forms of organisation were a revolutionary • 
fighting party, a revolutionary fighting Andhra 
Maha Sabha as a united front and mass volun-

* teer squad with local weapons i.e. sticks and 
slings but not yet fire arms. The organised 
strength was enough to repel any attack of the 
landlords as well as a limited number of armed 
police. It was only a huge military concentr­
ation that they could not face with the then 
existing organisation.

• It was after the martyrdom of Komaraiah, 
people of the area moved enmass into revolut­
ionary action resisting the armed men of the lan­
dlords. It was at this time land distribution 
began as peasants came forward to seize the 
lands. The land distribution as well as resista­
nce movement spread to about 120 villages .in 
about 5 talukas. Repression was intensified. 
Military came into the picture. Firing took place 
and about 20 peasant youth including a women 
were killed. The resistance movement was 
temporarily suppressed. This was upto 
December 1946.

■ It is clear that people have used force to 
enforce their demands, though it was not a 
guerilla war fare. At the same time the demands 
were not partial but basic leading to land distri­
bution. There was no question of bargaining on 
partial demands like abolition of Begari by force. 
The people’s organised strength was enough to 
enforce the demands. An armed resistance 
in the form of guerilla warfare was needed to 
defend the land peasants distributed. As there 
was no such a guerilla warfare the movement 
had a temporary set-back.

revolutionary millitant as people were defying 
the authorities on an issue which was anti- 
feudal and anti-government (Local landlords 
accumulated huge grain and money as a result 
of grain collection by the government).

The revolutionaries in Nalgonda District 
studied the lessons of the resistance in the two 
villages, which were away from their area of 
work. They could not give a land to the resis­
tance any further but exposed the attrocites thr­
ough out the state, Andhra and India. At the 
same time used the -lessons to organise the 
resistance to the landlords as well as police. A 
call was given to organise voulnteer squ<ds and 
antirepression demonstrations of the people in 
every village.

In one of the villages of Nalgonda district 
where there was an organised peasant movem­
ent i. e. Kada-Vendi, a small procession of 
voulnteers was going on in the streets, the land­
lords armed men fired at the peaceful process- . 

. sion and a poor peasant youth, Komaroiah died 
on the spot. He was the first martyr in the 
Telangana armed struggle, which was in the 
process of development.

nts and of accepting or rejecting them by the 
landlords. Their organised strength was enough 
to enforce their demands. The same was the 
case with the tenancy lands. The landlords were 
not in a position to resist or refuse the demands 
of the tenants.
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The armed actions without agrarian; revolu­
tionary programme i.e. land distribution proved 
to be ineffective and could not be sustained for 
long. When the land distribution started, people 
began to join the armed struggle in large num­
bers and it assumed a mass character which 
enabled people to resist Nizam’s armed offensive. 
As land was distributed intensively and extensi­
vely armed struggle has also reached new 
heights.

sides were going on for sometime. They could 
not withstand Nizam Razakar armed attacks. By 
this time {the revolutionary trend in the party 
put forward an agrarian programme to be carried 
out. After some discussion it was decided that 
pro Nizam landlords land should be confiscated 
and distributed to the poor peasantry and agri­
cultural labourers.

From this it can be seen that throughout 
this period armed struggle and land distribution 
was simultaneously going on except for a short 
period when the armed actions began.

These are the facts which nobody can deny 
Then how is that C P. group says that in Telan­
gana armed struggle started as a form of partial

Communist party had also decided to start 
a campaign on its own. With its own mass 
mobilisation i e; public meetings, procession 
and demonstrations. Here again the campaign 
could not withstand Nizam-Razakar repression 
and it was about to fizzle out when party deci­
ded to take up arms. Precisely this 
was the time when the congress decided to take 
up arms so that it may be in the command of the 
movement and people. Armed actions from both

in the form of land seizure was unleashed by 
that time. Whatever the limited armed resistan­
ce was there it was connected with a form of 
struggle for land seizure. Hence there was no 
armed struggle as a form of struggle for partial 
demands. Facts related to this stage of the 
struggle do not confirm C.P, group's formulation 
that there was an armed struggle in Telangana 
to enforce the partial demands. Hence it is a 
concoction as well as distortion.

While land distributed has provided the 
mass basis and mass character to the armed 
struggle, armed defence of land had further 
strenthened it, thus each strengthening the other. 
During this process people's armed forces i.e. 
guerilla squads could inflict defeat after defeat 
on to Nizam's armed forces. Had there been an 
land distribution it would have been impossible 
to develop a mass base and mass character to 
the armed struggle. In fact the armed actions 
that the party squads started could not last long 
and were about to fizzle out in no time. This 
was our experience which is as valuable today 
as it was at that time.

This also proves that land distribution in • 
Telangana took place only in the beginingjWhen 
the people were just learning to use force to 
defend the land they seized. Throughout the 
armed struggle they went on seizing the land 
and simultaneuosly defending it with arms. 
There is no evidence to say that people did not 
seize the land in earlier phases of the armed 
struggle. In fact armed struggle could survive 
and continue only when land distribution was 
taken up and intensified.

We had stated earlier that there was a tem­
porary set back to peasant revolutionary move­
ment by the end of 1946. There was a certain 
peculiar political situation which was utilised 
by the revolutionaries to regroup themselves 
and carry on revolutionary work. There was a 
conflict between the Nizam and Union Govern­
ment as to the status of the Hyderabad state 
and its relations to ths union. Both sides 
tried to resolve the conflict by negotiations but 
could not. Therefore congress started a Satya- 
graha in 1947 August, which fizzled out in no 
time as it could not withstand the repression 
having no agrarian programme.

After initial success a ceiling was fixed at 
500 acres to all landlords to distribute surplus 
land. After some time the ceiling was lowered 
to 200 acres and it was implemented on a wider 
scale. There was a proposal to reduce thd 
ceiling to 70-80 acres. Before the party could 
take any decision on it union armies entered the 
struggle areas in the month of Septmeber 1948.

3. ANTI-NIZAM STRUGGLE UPTO POLICE 
ACTION IN SEPTEMBER 1948.
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When, once such land-once unclaimed land 
is distributed there will be total distribution of 
landlord's land. It might not have been possible 
to distribute such lands 20 years ago, it should 
be possible to distribute them among the arig- 
cultural labour and poor peasantry in the present 
period as they possess a higher level of con­
sciousness. In East Godavari girijans were able 
to seize such lands as a result of eight months 
of masses revolutionary work.

ADVANTAGES AND DISADVANTAGES OF 
THE PRESENT PERIOD WHEN COMPARED 
TO THE PERIOD OF TELANGANA ARMED 
STRUGGLE. . .

We can understand the C. P. groups diffi­
culties if they don't know the facts When they 
assert that experiences of Telangana armed 
struggle shows that partial sttuggle took .the 
form of armed struggle we contest that point as 
it cannot be supported by the facts nor experie­
nce. The quotation they advance in support of 
their argument does not give the meaning they 
want to ascribe to it.

struggle. It should be known that land distribu­
tion started long before anti-Nizam-Razakar 
armed struggle began when people's volunteer 
squads were organised to defend the land and 
other antifuedal gains. They do not want to 
learn from this experience because it goes 
against their contention that armed struggle is a 
form of struggle for partial demands. v

distorting the experiences of Telangana armed 
• struggle and misleading the party. This is not 

to be good at learning but an opportunist attitude 
of interpreting the experiences to suit ones own 
wrong line.

There is no such thing in our arguments 
which leads to laying down of arms. Correct 
assessment of corelation of forces between our­
selves and the enemy will never lead to such a 
step. Only a wrong assessment-some times 
overestimating and other times underestimating 
leads either to adventuristic actions or retreating 
all along to lay down arms. C. P. group is vic­
tim of both these errors.

It is a fact that we said in our article on 
"Armed struggle and Revisionism", that more 
favourable situation exist at present than what 

' it was at the time of Telangana armed struggle.
It is correct and we stand by that formulation.' 
The favourable conditions are (i) we are in an 
advanced stage of world revolution when 
national liberation struggles are going on all 
over the world, (ii) Level of our peoples consci- 
ouseness is high, (iii) Experience of people's 
war of China and other countries are within the 
reach of revolutionaries. All these are undou­
btedly advantageous factors which gives us 
confidence in the succes of revolution. This is 
the reason why we set forth with an Immediate 
Programme to build an agrarian revolutionary 
movement leading to armed struggle. The exp­
erience we had from implementing it in East 
Godavari District has proved this formulation to 
be correct. The very fact that within a period 
of 8 months, an agrarian revolutionary movem­
ent started form ABC has reached the stage of 
Land seizure proves, conclusively that we are in 
an advanced stage of revolution and level of

C. P. group finds fault with us for saying 
that there are’certain disadvantages at 
present when compared to the past i. e. the per­
iod of Telangana armed struggle and concludes 
that this amounts to advocat laying down the 
arms in the forest areas. . '

By saying that in Telangana partial struggle 
took the form of armed struggle,^.P. group is

However there were certain types of lands 
which were in possession of landlords often big 
which were jbeing cultivated with the help of 
'farm servants'. There was no claims of any 
poor peasant or an agriculturel labour that any of 
such plot or land once belonged to them say 
about 50-100 years ago. Such lands were dis­
tributed at a later stage when armed struggle was 
advancing rapidly. In the earlier days, the 
demand was for their own lands which they 
possessed and cultivated once. After distribu­
tion, of such lands the demand for the type 
of lands mentioned above started. It should be 
noted that it took only .8-10 months to reach 
such a level. Earlier in 1946, the land distribu­
tion took place for a period of about 4 to 5 
months - and the movement temporarily 
suppressed.
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There has been a tendency to negate the 
experience to agrarian revolution and armed 
struggle being in-seperaply linked. Revisionists

By taking into consideration advantagas 
aud disadvantages, working out suitable and 
correct tactical line, we can strengthen armed 
struggle. We advocated the same. We are still 
of the firm opinion that only a well organised 
agrarian revolutionary movement can overcome

people's consciousness is high. This is indisput- 
ble.

In India we had our revolutionary struggles. 
We should study and assimilate experiences of 
such struggles. Armed struggle in Telangana 
(1946-51) is the most important among them. 
It gives us necessary experience with which we 
can apply the theory of people's war to the prac­
tice of revolution.

Paris commune (1871) was defeated.. But 
Marx and Engels studied and summed up the 
experiences of the commune provided the Inter­
national Communist Movement whith a theory 
of insurrection and Dictatorship of the proleta­
riat which are fundamentals of Marxism.

TELANGANA ARMED STRUGGLE-A 1905 
FOR INDIAN REVOLUTION

When we pointed out this mistake of theirs 
in our document "Left-deviation within the 
party" the C. P. group instead of reexamining 
their own defective approach tried in vain to 
attribute that pointing out disadvantageous fac­
tors leads to advocating laying down of arms.

In our said article we were replying to a 
revisionist who said that favourable conditions 
did not exist in India for starting an armed stru­
ggle. Our purpose was not working out a tac­
tical line in that article. Therefore we limited 
ourselves to saying that more favourable cond­
itions do exist at present than we had at the time 
of Telangana armed struggle. And it was correct.

When we have to address our ranks and 
workout a tactical line we cannot [simply say 
that everything is in our favour and go ahead. 
This amounts to husking. Instead we have to 
analyse favourable and unfavourable factors, 
prepare a tactical line and educate our ranks on 
that basis. This alone gives them confidence 
to utilise favourable factors and strength to fight . 
against odds.

Mao studied and analysed the specific featu­
res of Chinese revolution and applied the funda- 

• mentals of Marxism-Leninism to the concrete 
practice of Chineserevolution. Thus he could 
work out the theory and practice of People's War

We should educate our people and ranks in 
a revolutionary spirit giving the confidence as 
well as strength to fight against odds. Phrase­
mongering is no substitute for this. We should 
desist from such phrase-mongering.

Every revolution has its own ups and downs 
and traverse a zig-zag path. Marxism-Leninism- 
Mao's Thought teaches us to study the revolu­
tionaryexperiences deligently and draw correct 
lessons from it. Marx, Engels, Lenin, Stalin 
and Mao did the same. We following their 
footsteps are expected to do the same. v

This does not and should not mean that we 
should not take into consideration of the disad­
vantageous factors obtaining in the present period 
the most improtant being, twenty five years of 
counter-revolutionary preparations with increa­
sed armed forces and development of communi­
cations in forest areas and corruption of a sec­
tion of local popualtion etc. One more impor­
tant factor to be noted is at the time of armed 
struggle in Telangana we had a national factor 
which we utilised to the best of our capacity 
we don't have at present. Our armed struggle 
should take the form of civil war and we are 
starting with guerilla forces created from among 
the peasantry fighting for land.

The 1905 Revolution in Russia was defea­
ted. But Lenin studied and summed up the 
experiences of the revolution and ’used them to 
prepare for October Revolution (1917)

and fight back the existing disadvantages. Shut­
ting our to eyes to the disadvantages and 
renouncing the task of building agrarian revolu­
tionary movement will lead us no where. The 
G. P. group is committing the same mistake.
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While characterising Russian Revolution of 
1905 as a prologue to coming European revolu­
tions, Lenin has to say the following:

"We very often meet West Europeans who 
talk of the Russian ^revolution as if events, the 
course and the methods of struggle injthat back­
ward country have very little resemblance to 
West European patterns and therefore can hardly 
have any practical significance:

Nothing could be more erroneous. The 
forms and occasionsufor the impending battle in 
the coming European revolution's will doubt­
lessly differ in many respects from the forms of 
the Russian Revolution.

We are firmly of the opinion that experiences 
of armed struggle in Telangana are applicable not 
only is Andhra Pradesh but all over India. Any 
negation of these experiences will not be in the 
interests of Indian Revolution. The experiences 
and the lessons from it are quite in accordance 
with theory and practice of people's war as 
advanced by Mao. That is the reason why we 
attach importance and take lessons from it.

Both the right and left opportunists are second 
to none to hail and glorify the Telangana armed 
struggle. Yet it is they who are negating the 
fundamental aspects of the struggle i.e. agrarian 
revolution and armed struggle’being inseperably 
linked. It is not a coincidence that they are 
united on this point.

There are some who negate agrarian revol­
ution and armed struggle as being inseparably 
linked from a left opportunist angle. Charu 
Mazumdar and his group has advanced and 
implemented a theory of armed struggle with­
out agrarian revolution. It took two years to realise 
the futility of the theory and at least a section 
of the comrades did realise it though a section 
. of hard core seems to be adament on it. The 
C.P. group is negating this theory by advocating 
armed struggle-as a form of partial struggles in 
theory while resorting to armed actions without 
people in practice. Both these tendencies emanate 
from opportunist angle,’ negating the need for 
agrarian revolution, though the former says that 
land can bedistributed after liberated base areas 
are-set up and the latter says that it can take 
place at an advanced stage' of I armed struggle. 
Thus this tendency also negates the experience 
of Telangana armed struggle.

are. stressing "anti-Nizam" aspect to the struggle 
to negate the. agrarian revolution and- armed 
struggle. Neorevisionists stress the struggle 
of the pre-police action period to negate anti­
central government aspect of the struggle. Both 
are advancing theories to suit their revisionist 
lines, negating^ full-pledged agrarian revolution 
and an armad struggle against both the Nizam 
as well as Indian ruling classes. This negation 
is taking place from a right opportunist angle.

The same thing applies to India. Just like 
in China; Indian revolution has also peasant 
character i.e. agrarian revolution under the 
leadership of proletariat. It will be a protracted 
armed struggle with a united front of all revolu­
tionary classes against imperialism, landlordism 
etc; All these points are indisputable.

Nevertheless the Russian revolution precise­
ly because of ‘its proletarian character, in that 
particular sence of which I have spoken in the 
prologue to the [coming European revolutions. 
Undoubtedly this coming revolutionscan only 
be a proletarian revolutions and in an even more 
profound sense of the word; a proletarian 
socialist revolution is also in its content. This 
coming revolution will show to ever greater 
degree, on the one hand, that only stern battles, 
only civil warscan free the humanity from the 
yoke by capital, and on the other hand..that only 
class concious proletarians can and will give 
leadership to the vast majority of the 
exploited".

(Lenin collected works : Vol. 23 page 252-53).

Here Lenin speaks of Russian revolution as 
a prologue to European revolutions. Europe 
consists of highly developed Western Europe 
and a backward Eastern Europe mainly Russia. 
Therefore he speaks of different forms of the revo­
lution in each country will take. At the same 
time he stressed common proletarian character 
of all revolutions.
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There have been renegades in the leadership 
of all revolutions. Leadership of Indian revolu­
tionary ranks is no exception to this. Simply 
because leadership of Telangana armed struggle 
happened to betray the struggle, unique contri­
bution of this struggle to the path of Indian 
revloution can neither be minimised nor negated.

The right and left opportunists by negating 
the essence of Telangana armed struggle, are 
negating the concept that it is a prologue to. 
Indian revolution.

IV. "TWO YEARS EXPERIENCES"8 - EXPERI­
ENCES OF DEPARTURE FROM MASS LINE

It will be our endeavour to constantly study 
the experiences of this struggle as well as of 
others, sum up and and apply them in the light 
of the theory and practice of people’s war. This, 
we think, is the only way to advance the Indian 
revolution.

not helped the revolutionary .movement; Re­
volutionaries did use representations but as a 
secondary form. - • • ' •

Unlike this approach, we find in East Goda­
vari District, comrades in Kondambdalu9 area 
implemented the line with a modest begining. 
Within a short period they could develop a 
revolutionary movement on partial demands of 
an anti-landlord and anti-forest officials, thus 
preparing ground for land seizure.

In Kurnool district, some preparatory work 
was done to seize forest lands. In some of

What is disputed is whether Telangana 
armed struggle is a prologue to the Indian revo­
lution. We say yes, it is a prolouge. Though 
there is uneven Jdevolpment, India ‘as a whole 
is a semi-colonial and semi-fuedal country. 
Therefore, the form the revolution takes is one 
and the same. Revolutionary peoples committees 
(Grama Rajyas), land distribution and armed 
struggle in the form of guerilla warfare will be 
the form the revolution takes. It is a path of 
people's war as applied to Indian conditions 
Subsequent experiences in Srikakulam armed 
struggle also proves the same.

After about 3. years of day today mass work 
question of land- seizure came on the agenda 
(Begining of 1945). By that time,1 there- was 
no programme for land seizure; revolutionaries 
did not know what to do when such question 
came to the fore front. It took about T| years to 
organise land seizure in August 1946. This was 
done with local initiative when there was no 
such party programme. Eversince, land distri­
bution has become main part of the revolutionary 
programme as far as Telangana is concerned, 
though implemented in a limited area.

This was not the case when we broke away 
from Neo-revisionists. Though in the earlier 
months of July and August 1968 we concentra­
ted on ideological questions by.the end of 
August we were ready with an outline to develop 
a revolutionary movement through a party circular 
"Lay foundations for a struggle oriented mass 
Movement*'of 1st September 1968. This docu­
ment provided a mass line and. filled a small 
gap that was existing. If implemented earnestly, 
it would have been a means to break the stagn­
ation existing,in the various parts of . the state 
and put it on a fighting plane. But implement­
ation was by way of exception. When we go 
into available records of the forest units (Wara- 
ngal for example) we find neither mention nor 
discussion of document. However they took 
some forest issues for their day to day work with 
good results. But a comprehensive discussion 
of the document and implementation of the line 
it gives would have helpedWlthe' comrades to 
bulid the forest peasant movement on frim revolu­
tionary foundations and would have enabled the 
people to take up arms at an appropriate s^tage.

Not an Experience based on our Funda­
mental line:
There was a time, when revolutionaries in 

Telangana were in search of a revolutionary 
mass line. During the early days of mass work, 
slogan of mass activities was. implimentation of 
whatever legal facilities then, existing for the 
people. There were two approches regarding 
this slogan. One was mass mobilisation for the 
implimentation of legal facilities. This helped 
building revolutionary mass movements, which 
was headed by revolutionaries. The other 
approach was liberal. Representations to the 

. authorties and litigations was the main form 
with mass mobilisation as secondary. This has
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Telangana Districts, grain seizure was organised.

1.

2. A section of the party has acted upon it.

2.

3.

Land was seized basing on the Immediate 
Programme where some preparatory work was 
already done. In Kondamodalu area (East Goda­
vari) land in the possession of landlords- 
'personal' was seized where as forest and 'society' 
land in Kurnool district and Banjar lands in poss­
ession of landlords in Ananthapur District were 
seized.

The experiences of the comrades who imp­
lemented it proved that the line we had 
adopted is correct, and it helped to advance 
our agrarian revolutionary movement.

There was a vast section of the party which 
did not implement it. It was rather in active.

There has been a mass line for our party to 
act upon eversince September 1968.

HOW ''EXPERIENCE' HAVE BEEN USED 
TO FIGHT CORRECT REOVLUTIONARY 
LINE BY ''LEFT'' OPPORTUNISTS.-

The leadership of the forest areas of Wara- 
ngal and Khammam went into armed act­
ions without implementing mass line imme­
diately after the April convention. Eversince 
they had been carrying on armed actions in 
one form or the other.

Therefore the experience the C. P. group 
had in the last “two years'' or more is the result 
of departing from party's accepted mass line. 
If this so called experience is to be based for 
working out a new line, it cannot be a correct 
line. It will be a line, of right or left opportunism 
or an admixture of both in some form or the 
other.

The C. P. group in their documents ment­
ions a few words, saying that "Immediate Progr­
amme' is fundamentally correct". But they do 
not hide the fact that their entire practice and 
understanding is fundamentally opposed to it.

While it is necessary to go into our inner 
party situation to identify right and left oppor­
tunism inside the party, we will confine ourselves 
to various conclusions C. P. group draws from 
the so called 'experience' and comment on them.’

We can come to the following conclusions 
basing on the above facts :

Barring this, a vast area where party units 
were existing had not come into action. Either 
before the convention or after the convention, 
not a single district unit nor a local unit expressed 
any differences either of a fundamental or seco­
ndary nature to the party's mass line as expre­
ssed in the September circular and Immediate 
Programme.

5. It is not correct to say that Immediate Progr­
amme provides only two months time to

Therefore the experience that the C. P. 
group had in the "two years" or more is not the 
same at it should have been if they implemented 
party's accepted mass line. It is an experience 
from a line opposed to it. Not to know this is 
not to know the difference between party line 
and the line the C. P. group followed

Immediate Programme was ready by the 
end of December 1968. It was a comprehensive 
document when compared to the September 
circular of 1968. Though it was not circulated 
immediately, guidance for day to day work was 
provided basing on this document. April con­
vention (1969) adopted it as a-programmatic 
and tactical document.

prepare the people for land seizure. The 
September circular provided this programme 
and tactical line long before. Immediate 
programme gives a most comprehensive and 
concrete form for the line the September 
circular gives.

In India, while right opportunists have 
been using quotations from Marx, Engels and 
Lenin which were decidedly out of context, to 
divert the mass movement into legal channels 
and reduce the party into a class colloborationist 
parliamentary party, left opportunist have 
been using quotations from Mao to paint their 
'left' opportunist line as being in accordance 
with Moa's thought. We have enough experience 
of this from Charu Mazumdar and his group.
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ARMEDAND3.While there is a left opportunism in talking 
about armed struggle with some armed squads 
the whole line amounts to renounciation of ag- 

. rarian revolution, peoples armed struggle peo­
ples revolutionary movement i.e. the renoun­
ciation of struggle against ruling classes. This 
is out and out right opportunism. Thus the line 
the CP group is advocating in the name of "ex­
perience" is the admixture of right and "left" 
opportunism.

We, in India, are using the term armed 
struggle rather loosely. The struggles that 
Nagas and Mizos are carrying on are called 
armed struggle. They are led by bourgeoisie and 
petty bourgeoisie elements. They have an aim 
of national independence of their home lands.

He also advanced the theory of 'Annihilation 
of class enemy" as a product of experience from 
Srikakulam armed struggle. He used this theory 
to attack correct mass line as a line of revisi­
onism. He failed in his attempts as every wrong 
line is bound to end in a debacle. At the same 
time this theory along with its concomitants 
could do havoc to the revolutionary movement 
in India. This is an experience which no one 
should forget because it has costed us much.

Hence the "experience" they claim to have 
is an experience of deviating from mass line and 
renouncing agrarian revolution. It is opposed to 
our programme and tactical line. It is but natural 
that we reject it.

Now the C. P. group has come forward 
with another type of "experience”. It is advo­
cating a theory of "armed struggle" without 
people with all its concomitants. Important 
among them are that (a) armed struggle should 
be conducted as soon as police makes its app- 
earence even though people do not participate 
in it. (b) there is no landlordism or less of land 
concentration in forest areas (c) people seize 
lands only at an advanced stage of armed stru­
ggle (d) now that the congress has a ''stable" 
government, exposure and self-defence is the 
tactical line to be adopted etc.

It is quite normal when we happen to move 
'through jungles 'and enemy infested areas, we 
think of self-defence and make necessary 
arrangements for it. We will have fire arms, 
ordinary arms with necessary personnel for this. 
If we underestimate the danger of enemy, we 
may be caught unawares and our enemy may 
have an upper hand at the given movement. If 
we overestimate the enemy, we may spend our 
resources, time and energy to take excessive 
precautions without proper returns. If we have 
to choose between underestimation and overesti­
mation it is always better to choose the latter. 
But as revolutionaries we should have a correct 
or near correct estimation. We have to strive 
for this.

Therefore it is necessary that no one should 
be carried away by the "experience". We are 
undoubtedly for revolutionary experience. It can 
be had by implementing a mass programme and 
mass tactical line among the people. People 
moving into action in hundreds and thousands 
will provide their revolutionary experience to 
the party. We have such a programme and tac­
tical line in the September circular and Imme­
diate Programme. We had such revolutionary 
experience from girijan peasantiy of Kondamo- 
dalu area (East Godavari) in the main. This ex­
perience proves that our line is mass line and 
correct line. Thus it stands test of revolutionary 
practice This is the process of getting revolu­
tionary experience. We correct if need be, 
improve and develop our line on the basis of 
such experience alone.

Every class has its own experience. Ruling 
classes have their own experience and they are 
proceeding to defend their interests basing on 
their experiences. Revisionists have their own 
experience of renouncing Marxism-Leninism and 
they are serving the interests of ruling clases 
with their revisionism. In the same way. left 
opportunism satisfies petty bourgeoisie elements 
while right opportunism serves the needs of in­
active and non-revolutionary elements who are 
entrenched in the revolutionary ranks. C P. 
group's line of thinking and practice, which is 
said to be the product of their "Two years 
Experience" serves the purpose of such elements 
and not revolutionaries.

POLICE REPRESSION 
STRUGGLE.
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Their is a mass participation. They are adopting 
tactics of guerilla warfare. At the 'same time it 
is not led by the proletariat ideologically, pro­
grammatically and organisationally. This is the 
fundamental diffrence between an armed struggle 
led by us and that of others.

Our conception of armed struggle is that of 
people's armed struggle. In the present stage 
of the revolution it will be the form of agrarian 
revolution. We will have to explain same again 
and again.

C.P. group reveals their understanding to some 
extent in these lines.

As against the Marxist-Leninist and Mao 
Tse-Tung's conception of armed struggle C P. 
group advances the following theory in the name 
of " experience".

Some are using the term armed struggle 
for assasination of individuals. Marxism-Lein- 
nism-Mao Tse-Tung's thought is opposed to 
such assasination. Hence to call it armed struggle 
is doubly wrong. Consequently assasination 
squads cannot be termed as guerilla squads 
because function of guerilla squads is to fight 
the armed forces of the state, where as the func­
tion of assasination squads is to kill individuals, 
often un-armed. Charu Mazumdar's "annihilation 
of class enemy" theory is nothing but that of 
assasination of individuals may be political or 
police. We are always opposed to such theories 
in whatever form they may appear.

The ideas expressed in this para are self con­
tradictory. How is it that a good thing to be 
strived for i.e. land distribution and armed 
struggle proves worng in practice? There must 
be something worng with the thinking and 
practice itself. This shows that C.P. group 
concedes the idea of armed struggle as a form 
of struggle for land distribution in words and 
voilates it in practice.

There is another theory which terms self 
defence as armed struggle. V|f this is to be ’] 
accepted every measure of self-defence has to be 
called as armed struggle. Out of sheer necessity, 
individuals as well as groups are resorting to such 
measures all over India. Even the reactionary 
law permits self defence under certain limit­
ations It is clear that, in all self defence 
measures, fire arms and ordinary arms are freely 
used.

While it is correct to call the struggle of Naga's 
and Mizo's as armed struggle as long as people 
participate in It, it is not correct to term assasin­
ation of individual and self defence measure 
as armed struggle. It is vulgarisation of the 
term armed struggle, which no Marxist-Leninist 
should permit.

"It is good to start armed struggle when 
people come forward to distribute the lands of 
the landlords and to defend them. We should 
strive for the same. But then our practice has 
proved that this understanding is also worng".

Let us go further:

"The governmenf will not sit back with fol­
ded hands when people are mobilised on class 
issues and come forward into militant struggles, 
when the people's struggles are combined with 
the propagation of people's war path and politics, 
either in forest area or in plain areas. Government 
will not sit waiting till people reach the stage of 
distribution of landlord's own lands. As soon 
as people begin to move on people's issues, 
landlords and government resort to repression. 
In such conditions, keeping in view the prepar­
edness of the people for armed struggle, if 
people come forward to put up armed resistance 
against police repression, we take up the leader­
ship for such an armed struggle. (We) prepare 
the people for land distribution in the process 
of an armed struggle with direct participation 
of the people. Thus (we) strive for implement­
ation of agrarian revolution".

C.P. group poses the question in slightly 
different manner. They say that once revolution­
aries begin to work among the rural population 
against the tyranny of landlord's and govern­
ment officials, police does not sit with folded 
hands. On the other hand it makes its appear­
ance. Hence revolutionaries must take up fire 
arms and defend themselves. This is to be called 
armed struggle as they claim.
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Let us understand further what the experi­
ences of CP group mean :

''In the conditions of unpreparedness of the 
people for armed resistance against police, (we) 
have to take up to defending the movement and 
the cadre by organising village militants and 
cadre into squads. That struggle has to go on 
in so many forms in view of peoples help and

Let it be clear that they expect repression 
as soon as we start work either in plains or in 
forests. They say that they will lead armed 
struggle if people are ready. Very brave words; 
What about the task of preparing people for 
armed struggle? In order to prepare themselves 
for armed struggles people must undergo the 
experience of series of organised struggles which 
alone can give them necessary strength to par­
ticipate in the armed struggle. C.P. group reno­
unces the task of organising such struggles to 
prepare the people for armed struggle. This is a 
fundamental departure from mass line. They 
expect the people to participate in the armed 
struggle on their own accord which never 
happens. It is in the process of a series of militant 
struggles, that people get prepared for armed 
struggle The duration for such preparation 
depends on the sweep of the mass upsurge.

The C.P. group never allowed the forest 
people to have such experience Therefore they 
could not have it for themselves. A few struggles 
took place in Warangal district, but they could 
not assimilate their experiences.

topography of the area. While forming armed 
squads and continuing self-defence struggle, peo­
ple's mobilisation has to take place on people's 
issues. We take necessary armed actions 
against people's enemies and police agents 
while carrying on people's mobilisation on 
peoples issues we resort to self-defence from 
police on the other side. During this stage we 
collect arms not by attacks on police but thro­
ugh other means. We combine the entire pro­
gramme with the conciousness of revolutionary 
politics of armed struggle. In this process peo­
ple get prepared for land distribution and armed 
struggle after gaining conciousness for armed 
struggle among them. Then only necessary 
foundation will be laid for prolonged armed str­
uggle". (Emphasis by CP group) C P groups' 
Experiences of "Two years armed struggle".

This para provides us with the basic under­
standing of the CP group regarding armed stru­
ggle This group proposes armed squads, armed 
actions with mass mobilisation of its conception 
instead of building agrarian revolutionary move­
ment to prepare the people for land distribution 
and protracted armed struggle. To prepare 
people to resist police, implementation of agra­
rian revolutionary programme along with nece­
ssary organisational measures as suggested in 
the Immediate Programme is the only way. Ins­
tead of this CP group skips over this basic phase 
of the revolutionary movement and enters into 
armed squads, armed actions etc. This line of 
practice, instead of preparing people for land 
distribution and armed struggle have deprived 
them of the both for the last two to three years. 
Experience has proved this against their conten­
tion.

In the same period our comrades in Konda- 
modalu area organised people starting from 
small and elementary demads to seizure of land­
lord's lands. This is a living experience that 
we have. Therefore we have two understand­
ings and two practices here. One is that of 
negating the role of the party to prepare the 
people for land seizure and armed struggle, 
through series of partial and militant struggles 
and it is represented by the C.P^ group. The 
other is that of preparing the people for land 
seizure and armed struggle which is represented 
by us and those comrades who implemented the 
party's mass line in various areas especially in 
Konda Modalu area.

The C. P. group accepts the fact that in the 
areas where they are working, people are not 
ready to resist police. They are accepting 
another fact that conditions are yet to be 
created to develop a people's armed struggle. 
How to create such conditions? The tactical line 
given in the 'Immediate Programm'e and the 
September circular is enough for this stage of 
the movement. These documents provide the 
comrades working among the people an under­
standing of the issues that comrades have to 
take up to mobilise people into class battles, the
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militant forms the struggles should take, inclu­
ding resistance to the police. It should be clear 
that throughout the document mass issues and 
mass forms are stressed. Nothing is contained 
in them to suggest that they want such steps 
which are ahead of mass consciousness. Hence 
they provide us a mass line.

This group proposes to resort to armed act­
ions against people's enemies. This has been 
an important component of their programme. 
This is nothing but assasination of individuals, 
political or otherwise. This is reducing armed 
squads into assasination squads. We have poni- 
ted out earlier that assasination of individuals 
is against Marxism - Leninism-Mao-Tse - Tung 
thought. Hence we reject it out right.

By organising armed squads of local milit­
ants and cadre this group is skipping over a highly 
revolutionary organisation suitable {to the level 
of the movement i. e. people's volunteer corps. 
With the organisation of regular squads, C. P. 
group is depriving the people of such a valuable 
revolutionary experience.

The self-defence that the C. P. group prop­
ose and practice is not a self defence in the 
real sense of the term. They are substituting 
their self-defence to the people's selfdefence. 
When there is no people's participation, they had 
to content themselves with passivity and fligh- 
tism naming itself defence. This is not self- 
defence at all.

People's armed squads are meant to fight 
state armed forces alone. Any action they take 
should be directed towards this and this alone. 
This is possible only when people's conscious­
ness reaches higher level to suit the needs of 
armed struggle and when they are participating 
in the armed struggle itself.

They often use the term 'Mass mobilisation' 
Masses can be mobilised in a reformist, passive

They have no movement to defend because 
they refused to build an agrarian revolutionary 
movement. It is a tall talk to say that they are 
defending the movement because that has to be 
done by the people under the leadership of the 
party. A few armed squads cannot take the 
place of the people in this respect.

Taking all these factors into consideration, 
the C.P. group is neither leading an agrarian 
revolutionary movement against landlordism, 
nor an armed struggle against state's armed 
forces, not even in the form of self-defence.

HOW AGRARIAN REVOLUTION IS BEING 
BY-PASSED BY C.P. GROUP.

Regular armed squads are a form of organi­
sation above the level of peoples consciousness 
when people are not ready to resist the police. 
Therefore it has its negative effects on the mov­
ement as a whole, one of them being reducing 
them into passivity. This is what is happening 
in these areas.

Their conception and practice of getting of 
arms is -'through other sources." It is again the 
result of non-participation of the people. We 
can think of getting arms through whatever means 
at our disposal, if it is for physical self-defence 
purposes. But to get all the arms for such a 
number of squads is a non-revolutionary way. 
This group is resorting to such measures, which • 
are opposed to the interests of agrarian revolu­
tionary movement for this purpose.

and non-militant way without offending the 
authorities and the landlords. This attitude does 
not help to raise the level of consciousness orga­
nisation and fighting capacity of the people. Our 
concention of mass mobilisation is worked out 
in the two documents i.e. Immediate Programme 
and September circular. It is a mobilisation 
for class battles to prepare the people for agrarian 
revolution and armed struggle. There is nothing 
common between the two.

If this is their experienca of the last two or 
three years it is decidedly not the purpose of 
the above two documents to provide us such an 
experience. Their experience is an experience of 
departure from party's mass line.

Agrarian revolution is the axis of people's 
democratic revolution in our country. Therefore 
we cannot think of revolutionary movement 
without agrarian revoltionary movement. The 
September circular and Immediate Programme 
provide agrarian revolutionary programme
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'•People are coming forward to occupy only 
un-reserved forest lands in the whole of this area. 
Reserved lands are occupied in small areas only. 
But here and there uncultivated and grazing 
lands of landlords, which are their own lands 
have also been occupied* It is also a fact that 
people in Palvancha Taluka, Mulugu Talukaand 
one or two places in East Godavari disrrjct have 
come forward to occupy landlords personally 
cultivated lands But the very fact that no where 
in Khammam, Warangal and Karimnagar district 
people are prepared to occupy landlord's own 
lands makes it clear how unreal, is the estimation 
given on this issue in Immediate Programme.

Here is what they have to say about their 
so called experiences regarding land question, 
which is the main part of agrarian revolution.

The indication that we had in the former 
two districts of people coming forward is enough 
to organise large scale land distribution. This 
is what our comrades have done in Kondamodalu 
area though small in extent. This conclusivie- 
ly proves that the estimation of the level of the 
consciousness given in the Immediate Progra­
mme is quite correct and realistic. Yet the C.P. 
group has the audacity to distort this living 
experience and tell a lie to the cadre that people 
are not coming forward for land occupation.

group could not do the same in Warangal and 
Khammam districts?

In some other place, they say that there 
is not much of land concentration in forest areas 
People, having enough land are not coming for­
ward to occupy the lands of landlords.

If in these three districts, people have come 
forward to occupy the landlord's lands, however 
meagre they may be even before armed struggle 
has begun, is it not a fact that they failed to 
organise the struggle for land distribution on 
wider scale? When comrades in Konda Modalu 
area could organise such struggles why this

It is not correct to say that there is no land 
concentration in forest areas. Our contention 
is that feudal relations are stronger in forest areas 
than in plains. This applies to land relations also. 
It is quite possible, that in one or twosamll poc-

It has been our experience in Telangana that 
people in one of the villages had come forward 
to occupy landlord's own land of about 200 
acres. We have distributed the land and then 
worked out a programme for land distribution 
and implemented in about 120 villags. By 
organising and preparing people alone, we could 
implement it. It is sheer spontaniety to say that 
people should come forward on their own accord 
to occupy lands of landlords.

and the tactical line to implement it. This is in­
dispensable for starting, developing and exten­
ding armed struggle. Any one who ignores, 
belittles, by-passes and under-plays agrarian 
revolution is the saboteau of Indian revolution 
C P. group is playing the same role.

People will not come forward on their own 
accord to occupy landlords lands in thousands. 
They have to be organised and prepared. This 
is to be done by the party. If party refuses to do 
this job, then party renounces its role as an 
organiser and leader of agrarian revolutionary 
movement This is exactly what the revisoinists 
and Neo-revisionists on one hand and Charu 
Mazumdars group on the other hand been doing. 
If C. P, greup wants to join their camp it is for 
them to decide.

C. P. group is deliberately belittling the 
organised agrarian revolutionary movement, 
strated and developed in Konda Modalu area of 
East Godavari district, by saying that in one or 
two places people have come forward to occupy 
landlords own lands.

If land distribution can take place even 
before the armd struggle begins, why does this 
group want armed struggle without land distri­
bution? It seems to us that they do not want to 
touch the landlord'^ land at this stage. This 
means that there is no agrarian revolution for 
the present. The matter ends there. .

Everyone knows that Palvancha and Mulugu 
Taluks are in Khammam and Warangal districts 
respectively. Therefore their contention is not 
born by facts that in two districts, people have 
not come forward to occupy landlords own 
lands.
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To represent this phenomena as having less 
of a land concentration is wrong and unreal. 
Peasants prefer their own fertile lands rnot the 
forest lands to be cleared and cultivated.

5. AGRARIAN CRISIS AS THE BASIS FOR 
OUR ARMED STRUGGLE NOT THE INSTA­
BILITY OF THE GOVERNMENT.

No amount of distortion by C.P. group can 
hide this fact! It is not our purpose to comment on how 

far the election results reflect the consciousness 
of the people in general. That is a separate sub­
ject to be dealt separately. We want to empha­
sise that irrespective of the nature of the election 
results, agrarian crisis continues as it is chronic 

. and deep. Therefore agrarian revolution should 
go on with all its intensity taking the form of 
armed struggle.

of the revolutionaries to utilise this crisis and 
unrest to organise a wide spread peasant revol­
utionary movement. Then alone it is possible to 
start and extend armed struggle.

We should make it clear to the people that 
the government of Indira congress is the govern­
ment of big bourgeoisie and big landlord's alone.

Ignoring this key task C.P. group adopts the 
following programme to meet the needs of the 
post election situation.

C.P. group bases its tactical line on the 
election results. Everyone knows that in 1971 
midterm parliamentary elections Ruling Congress 
swept the polls. The same is the case with the 
present general elections for the state assemblies 
According to the C.P. group "(we) must assess 
post election situation carefully. After formula­
ting suitable tactics for political struggle, we 
should advance our armed struggle". Thus their 
tactics change according to election results.

We have made it clear that at this stage of 
the people's democratic revolution agrarian revo­
lution is the key task of the revolutionary 
communists in India. To carry out this task we 
have to build an agrarian revolutionary move­
ment, leading to armed struggle.

We have based our tactical line on stability 
or instability of the government. Because inspite 
of government being stable, agrarian crisis conti­
nues. As long as there is agrarian crisis an org­
anised agrarian revolutionary movement can 
reach the stage of land distribution, if necessary 
effort is made. This takes the form of armed 
struggle and extends as the movement spreads. 
An unstable government at state and central 
level will be an added advantage for it. .

For those who are opposed to agrarian 
revolution. Immediate Programme looks adven­
turistic and unrealistic For those who imple­
mented it, it is revolutionary and realistic. This 
is also a fundamentally different approach to 
the question of agrarian revolution. Even the 
little experience the C.P. group had proves our 
approach to be correct. Experience of Konda 
Modalu undoubtedly enriches the understanding 
given by the Immediate Programme.

kets of exclusively tribal people there are no 
landlords worth the name. But it has been a 
general practice that landlord s occupy all the 
fertile lands, once brought into cultivation by 
tribalsand local peasants from non-tribal popul­
ation. Once landlord's occupy their lands, they 
go in for forest lands. This process goes on and is 
going on. This is just like a poor peasant mor- 
tagaging or selling away his own plot of land 
and going for cultivation of Banjar lands in 
plains. If we rouse the peasantry to occupy the 
lands of the landlords once they cultivated they 
will come forward. In fact they came forward 
for such an action even before the premature 
armed actions have begun. They mentioned 
this fact in their documents.

There is an agrarian crisis in India. ‘The 
steps taken by the ruling classes instead of res­
olving the crisis are further deepening it. Agra­
rian unrest is growing every day. It is the task

This being our approach, we advocated and 
still advocate people's armed struggle inspite of 
there being a stable government at the state or 
at central level or at both levels. Therefore our 
understanding has a consistency and sound 
basis. Immediate Programme has this consistency 
and this basis where as C.P. group has none.
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In the assessment and the programme there 
is no trace of agrarian crisis as well as program­
me for agrarian revolution. Perhaps they think 
that due to the formation of stable government 
after midterm elections, no such situation exists. 
Any how they still harp on exposure and self- 
defence.

As far as we are concerned, we do not have 
any such manipulations as long as we relay on 
agrarian revolution our armed struggle will be 
people's armed struggle. This goes on according 
to military situation in a given area. The rest 
will be looked into as and when the situation 
demands.

DEPARTURE .FROM MASS LINE ALL 
ALONG.

A mass line is a line which bases itself on 
the consciousness of the people It is the out

We should expose false promises false socialist 
slogans of government of Indira congress to the 
people.

We should continue with determination the 
self-defence armed struggle, which we are 
carrying on already in struggle areas. We should 
extend struggle area. We should take forward 
people by mobilising them to struggle on class 
issues...

Therefore it is a distortion and a false state­
ment to say that we are politically "on an 
inclined plain", and our arguments‘boil down to 
advocating laying down of arms. The boot is in 
the other leg. By linking their so called self-de­
fence to the election results they are paving 
the way to retreat all along. They want to de­
fend their departure from mass line with the 
help of so called new tactical fine. With the 
present election results already announced their 
tactics may continue to be the same.

C. P. group instead of adhering to such a 
mass line, departed form it all along. They 
say that though they committed mistakes in 
starting premature armed actions immediately 
after April convention, eversince they formed 
into a new committee (1970) after the majority 
of the P. C. leadersihp was arrested, they ado­
pted a correct line i. e. self-defence and mass 
mobilisation. There is no basis for their claim.

come of unflinching loyalty and devotion to the 
people. It is a line which prepares the people 
for zig-zag paths; complicated situation and 
higher level struggles. Immediate Programme 
provides us with such a line. September party 
circular served the same purpose prior to the 
April convention.

The mistakes they said to have accepted are 
the result of departure from mass line. They 
thrust the main responsibility on the Immediate 
Programme and the situation obtaining before 
and after the convention. We have earlier exp- 
laind how this is in correct. The September 
party circular and Immediate Programme provide 
the party with a correct line. The mistakes if 
any are only of formal and tactial nature, which 
did not come in the way of their implementation 
The comades in Konda Modalu area implemen­
ted it and organised an agrarian revolutionary 
movement. Therefore the responsibility of not 
implementing .it lies with the C. ?. group. They 
departed from the mass line by not implementing 
it. Therefore it is not a simple mistake of this 
action or that action. It is a mistake of voilating 
our party line itself. .It is quite possible the line 
that everyone in the leadership might not have 
opposed the line on one and the same day. 
But it is a fact that after April convention the 
leadership separately opposed it in practice;

It is after the arrest of the majority P.C. 
leadership, they joined together in opposing 
party line. They say that they adpoted a correct 
line eversince. But they continued to renounce 
the task of agrarian revolution even after their 
formation into a committee. Their theory and 
practice of selfdefence with mass mobilisation 
combined with no participation and loss of land 
concentration boils down to this. Therefore the 
same departure from the mass line continues, 
may be in a new form.

Curiously enough, neo-revisionists tactical 
line is the same. They limit themselves saying 
self-defence. They don't call it armed struggle. 
This is the only difference. Everyone knows 
that in a certain state neo-revisionists are put­
ting up armed self-defence. They are opposed 
to agrarian revolution as an immediate task 
taking the form of armed struggle. Where is the 
difference between the two? Practically nil.
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There are certain die hards in our ranks who 
say that situation for an agrarian revolution has 
not yet matured it takes a long time for peasants 
to distribute landlord "own lands; therefore 
what is needed is to limit ourselves to partial 
struggle and exposure of government. Their pra­
ctice has been the same during the last three

In international documents as well as ours 
there is a consistent warning against revisionism 
as main danger. We revolutionaries belonging 
to various groups are accepting Marxism-Len- 
insim-Mao's thought as our ideology.

Once it was correct to say that revisionists 
of various types do not touch arms. Nowadays 
it is not so. Some of the revisionists are having 
arms for ostensible purpose of self-defence. 
Therefore to carry arms or holding them up does 
not make a group revolutionary. A revolutionary 
must build an agrarian revolutionary movement 
in the country side and use arms to defend it 
when people's consciousness and organisation 
grow to the required level and when they are in 
a position to participate in the armed struggle. 
The C. P. group instead of playing the role of 
revolutionary communist is equating itself to 
that of a neo-revisionist who is for self defence. 
We reject this approach and practice to be an 
admixture of right and left opportunism, which 
has no place in our mass line.

RIGHT AND 'LEFT” OPPORTUNISM AND 
WHAT IT MEANS TO US.
We have been using the word's Right and 

Left opportunism denoting deviations in our 
ranks. Let us have a clearer understanding of 
of these deviations in the sense as Mao descri­
bed them.

There is a trend inside our ranks, which in­
spite of accepting Mao Tse-Tung's Thought as

its ideology, does not break with the past under­
standing does not see the future in concrete 
terms. Therefore it advocates theories which 
keep the mass movement for behind the realities. 
This is right opportunism in our ranks. Mao 
explained the deviation in the following terms.

"It often happens however that thinking 
lags behind reality: this is because man's cogni­
tion is limited by numerous social conditions. 
We are opposed to die hards in the revolutionary 
ranks whose thinking fails to advance with 
changing objective circumstances and has 
manifested itself historically as right opportu­
nism. . These people fail to see that the struggle 
of the opposites has already pushed the objec­
tive process forward while their knowledge has. 
stopped at the old stage. This is Chacteristic 
of old thinking of all die hards. Their thinking 
is divorced from social practice and they cannot 
march ahead to guide the Chariot of society; 
they simply trail behind grumbling that it goes 
too fast and try to drag it back or turn it in the 
opposite direction".

(ON PRACTICE S.W. Vol (1) PAGE 306).

They boast of having a number of squads 
as a ray of hope for Indian revolution as an ex­
ample of how they could defend the movement. 
There is no basis for this also. They did not 
build any agrarian revolutionary movement to 
defend. For this the landlord class is satisfied. 
They declared that their so called armed struggle 
is only for self-defence implying that it is not 
directed against government. Therefore, their 
whole attitude is an attitude opposed to people's 
armed struggle and agrarian revolution. Yet it 
is being paraded as an armed srtuggle before the 
revolutionaries and the people. There is neither 
an agrarian revolutionary movement to defend 
nor the struggle against the government going 
on. Here again they are departing from mass 
line.

Our immediate programme provides 
with a line consistent with the present situation. 
There is an all pravailing agrarian crisis in India 
today. Revolutionaries in India, especially in 
Andra are expected to study the situation obta­
ining in specific areas where they are working. 
Provision is made in the programme to take up all 
the necessary issues and adopt necessary forms 
of struggle to build an agr rian revolutionary 
movement. These struggles train and prepare 
the people for armed struggle at the stage of 
land distribution. This is a revolutionary pro­
cess indispensable for agrarian revolution and 
armed struggle. This is tested by revolutionary 
practice in areas where immediate programme 
was implemented. Therefore we call it a revo­
lutions^ programme in consistent with Mao- 
Tse-Tung s Thought,
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There is a common point in these .two devi­
ations. It is renouncing agrarian revolution as 
an immediate task. Here in lies the reason for 
opposing immediate programme by both these 
deviationists. They have to look into their de­
viations and correct themselves.

We cannot advance our cause as long as 
we take a conciliatory attitude towards these 
deviations. Our immediate programme. Draft 
programme and path of Indian Revolution are 
the docments which represent our fundamental 
line. We carry on our struggle against these 
deviations basing on these lines.

years. Some of them have been consciously in 
active all through The C. P group which has 
abondoned the task of agrarian revolution is 
the victim of right opportunism. It is for this 
reason that they are opposed to immediate pro­
gramme. Having arms in their hands cannot 
hide this deviation.

This quotation from Mao should be an eye 
opener to one and all. Our immediate prog­
ramme takes‘various levels of the masses into 
consideration and provides necessary tactical 
line. Left opportunists say that all this is not 
necessary to take up arms. They advocate that 
we should take up arms when the police appears 
or. the scene. This has no relation to :he con­
sciousness of the masses whose practice in a 
given situation.necessitates to undergo the exp­
erience ©f agrarian revolutionary struggle, to 
prepare themselves for land distribution and 
armed struggle. Hence our immediate progra­
mme is revolutionary, where as C. P. groups 

- . line of armed struggle as a form of partial stru­
ggle is left opportunistic. They are al enating 
themselves from the-' The current practice of the 
majority of the people and from the realities of 
the day arid show themselves adventurist in 
their actions" as Mao says.

Charu Mazumdar’s group has attacked us as 
revisionists But it proved to be the worst type 
of adventurist. The CP group did the same. It 
is proving itself to be the admixture of both right 
and left opportunism. Its adventuristic actions 
are particularly to be noted. They are meant for 
covering their right opportunism

Revisionism as a main danger does not 
preclude other deviations as a secondary. A sec­
ondary deviation can come to the top and bec- 
bome the main danger in a- given circumstances. 
After our break with new revisionism Left oppo- 

, ftunism appeared on an all India scale which 
grew Into gigantic dimension after the April 
convention and engulfed our organisation also.

Comrade Mao explains 'Left'opportunism as 
follows : , “We are also opposed to "Left'' phr- 

. ase-mongering. The thinking of “leftists" out­
strips a given stage of development of the obj- 

' ective process, some regard their fantasies as 
truth, while others strain to realise in the pres­
ent an ideal which can only be realised in the 
future. They alienate themselves from the cor- 

. feet practice of. the majority of the people and 
. from the realities of the day and showthemse- 
. |ves adventurist in their actions". (On practice, 

S. W. Vol (1). Page.307).

VI. PROBLEMS OF UNIFICATION OF 
REVOLUTIONARY COMMUNISTS
A General Problem

It is clear from a pamphlet issued and dis­
tributed widely by the CP group (support Girijan 
armed struggle of Warangal, Khammam and Kar- 
imnagar districts), that they have declared the 
split openly. At the:same time they are puting 
forward proposals for 'unity'. • It is necessary to 
find out inner connection between the two and 
explain our attitude towards their proposals. We 
are of the opinion that the revolutionary comm­
unists in India in their efforts to unite into one 
party have reached a stage where they should 
clearly explain their attitude towards various 
aspects of this unity not only with regards to 
specific groups, but revolutionaries in general. A 
clear and correct understanding on this question 
alone can lead us to a principled unity.

Ever since we broke away from neo-revis- 
o ’’sm there came to existance so many revolut­
ionary groups ip India. Important among them 
were one led by Charu Mazumdar. The other 
was led by revolutionary communists in Andhra 
A good number of groups and individuals, though 
organisationally not linked with our group had 
contacts with us.'
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■2.

In Andhra, the situation is the same. The MLs 
split into two groups, while we ourselves are 
divided into two. The C. P. group is one of 
the two.

Hence the question is not only of uniting 
or not uniting with the C. P. group but the other 
groups as well at state as well as all India level.

application to the practice of Indian revolution. 
We want a fundamental line, a programme and 
a path. We want a discussion on this fundam­
ental line not no the basis of violation but imple­
mentation of the line.

The entire campaign was based on explai­
ning ideological differences with a reference to

As everyone of us knows, we in Andhra 
broke away from neo-revisionists in the month 
of July 1968 after the formation of All India 
Co-ordination Committee of Communist Revol­
utionaries (AICCR). Being in a mojority posi­
tion in the State Committee, we could carry on 
an explainatory campaign of our revolutionary 
line extensively through our state. This step 
of ours helped us to mobilise the support of 
a good number of cadres, party members then 
existing and sympathisers for our line.

A BRIEF REVIEW OF THE SITUATION 
INSIDE OUR ORGANISATION.,

(i) Formation of co-ordination committee 
and after:

Therefore, we cannot achieve principled 
unity either with the sentiments or with the 
tactics. Where as we can achieve it through 
comradely discussion based on revolutionary 
practice. For this, we should have a programme, 
a path and revolutionary practice. We have them 
in our immediate programme, Draft programme 
and path of Indian Revolution. Basis of unity 
will be their acceptance and their implemention. 
All discussions should be based on them alone.

This does not mean, we refuse to discuss 
the programmes, tactical lines and experiences 
of other groups and comrades. We welcome 
them. We express our opinions on them: We 
learn from them. We seek for common points 
if any. If there are fundametal differences, we 
will explain our view point and try to convince 
the otherside. This is the only way to achieve 
unity. We will take all possible and necessary 
measures to expedite this process of unification.

Therefore let us concentrate our efforts to 
understand the problems of unity and achieving 
a real and principled unity.

We are for a real and principled unity. For 
us unity is an organisational principle to which 
yve adhere. Our conception of unity does not 
limit for formal acceptance of Marxism-Leninism 
Mao-Tse-Tung's Thought, but extends to the

As we see, there is a sentiment of unity 
among comrades, sympathisers and well-wish­
ers We highly respect this sentiment; we want 
to give it a definite and correct shape. It so 
happens often that these comrades, sympathis­
ers and wellwishers express their desire that we 
should unite. At the same time they don't have 
clarity towards programme,, path etc., s ...Above 
ah they are not aware of the causes of frequent 
splits that are taking place. We hope our explan­
ation will help them to understand that we are 
for real and principled unity and not for fake 
and opportunistic unity.

There are certain unity moves of a tactical 
nature While the C.P. group took all the 
necessary measures for splitting whatever 
organisation existed, it is coming forward with 
unity "proposals". Obviously they are meant 
for placating those who are with us on funda­
mental line and with C.P. group organisationally. 
They are also meant for splitting those who are 
with our fundamental line and organisationally 

‘ eutside the C.P. group.

■ 'We cannot entertain any such "tactical" 
moves simply because they are "tactics" and 
nothing more. Tactics are means to lead the 
revolution to success and defeat the enemy. It 
is impermissible to use them for inner-party 
purposes.

The Charu Mazumdar group formed itself 
into a party and again split into groups.

There are groups and sub-groups in various 
states some uniting as in Kerala and some others 
further splitting.
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This development made it ample clear that 
. acceptance of Mao-Tse-Tung's Thought alone 

is not enough for unification of revolutionaries. 
Its application to the practice of Indian revolut­
ion was the fundamental thing which was requ­
ired. And unity could be achieved through 
this application alone. This needed preparation 
of a draft programme and tactical line explaining 
the path of Indian revolution. Once prepared it 
would have served as a basis of discussion and 
implimentation. It would have been a sound 
basis for unity. In the absence of comprehen­
sive documents a preliminary outline would have 
gone a long way for arranging together all ac­
tive and fighting elements inside our ranks. It 
took only two months to relaise such a document 
in the first week of September 1968.

some aspects of Indian situation. We could not 
prepare a draft programme and path of Indian 
revolution immediately after the break. This was 
not an issue just for discussion. It was a prac­
tical and immediate issue as revolutionary mov­
ement in Srikakulam had reached a new higher

any serious revolutionry work. Even among the 
leadership the understanding of various prob­
lems facing the movement was rather academic 
and pragmatic. It is no wonder if some of the 
elements from top to bottom had romantic and 
adventuristic conceptions of armed struggle 
which was not only a subject of disscussion but 
of an immense practical importance as far as, 
Andhra is concerned. .

All this shows that there was opportunism 
at all levels opportunism in politics, tactical and 
organisational line, inspite of accepting Mao's 
Thought as an ideology and armed struggle 
as a path. This was the state of affairs inside

We had some negative features in our orga­
nisation which we inherited from neo-revi-

sionisits. They were also the result of structure 
of organisation at the time of break. Our break 
was ideological and organisational no doubt. 
We cannot boast that we had done away with 
the remnants of the past; We had inherited a 
good number of cadres and party members from 

level and demanded higher forms of struggle. ■ neo-revisionist party who are not accustomed for 
This also posed the problem of developing agr­
arian revolutionary movement in other parts of 
state.

This is one aspect of the situation existing 
immediately after the break, The other aspect 
was the formation of All India Co-ordination 

, Committee } of Communist Revolutionaries. 
Though the All India leadership i. e. Charu 
Mazumdar group seemed to have no differences 

r with us in the initial stages, they began to 
come to the surface by the time we broke away 
from neo-revisionists, We could not formulate 
our differences with Charu Mazumdar group by 
that time. In our explanation to our ranks, we 

. rninimsied them and characterised them as 
though they are the result of misunderstandings 
arising out of ommisslon and commissions 
in cur document. At the same time we were 
conscious that we cannot pull together in a 

■ Committee as they were characterising us as 
^opportunists" simply because we did not 
break away with neo-revisonists earlier.

There were number of groups in various state 
proclaiming their adherence to Mao's Thought. 
Charu Mazumdar group preferred one group from 
each state.or most of the states to the exclusion 
of others. Thus a good number of groups and 
individuals whose loyalty to Marxism^Leninjsm- 
Mao's Thought cannot be questioned were kept 
away from the AICCR for. factional purposes.

The same thing happened in Adhra also. 
There was a group which owed allegiance to 
Charu Mazumdar group, which later became an 
affiliate of AICCR functioned in Andhra. _ There 
were Comrades who were formally with us 

but who owed their loyalties towards Charu 
Mazumdar group for various reasons.

The structure of the co-ordination committee 
was such that everyone was having his own way. 
While this was the general pattern majority 
decisions were used to be taken whenever there 
was an occasion for it. The level and needs of 
the mass movement in Andhra needed a highly 
deciplined party with a firm leadership.

This situation led into double loyalties, 
douple talk and double play in the organisation 
which was discussed more than once, but 
nothing could be done.
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To provide the organisation with a mass 
revolutionary lein, we have issued a party circular 
as early as in September 1968 in which preli­
minary steps for building a mass agrarian revolu­
tionary movement were explained.

our organisation immediately after our break with 
neo-revisionists.

Inspite of this the adventurist trend got 
upper hand in the district, resorted to individual 
assasinations and actions with the result that 
the organisation and the movement got disloca­
ted and disorganised.

(c) A campaign was started by Charu 
Mazumdar group in Andhra that State Co-ordin­
ation Committee shouldjaffiliate itself to AICCCR 
here and now While the leadership of AICCCR 
(Charu's group) categorically stated that some 
other group existing in the state was their 
affiliate committee W th this camoaign a major 
part of the state, district and local leadership

Subsequently another D.C. meeting was 
convened, mistakes were pointed out and 
corrected It should be understood that by this 
time, there was a trend in the P.C. leadership 
which was defending such actions.

Experience has proved that all those who 
had adventuristic ideas and practice and who 
failed to correct themselves left the organisation 
once and for all. This is the fate of air those 
who have no conviction on the mass line.

With the circulation of this party circular, 
we found more than one trend within the orga­
nisation. There was a trend,,a feeble trencj.at . 
that which attempted to correctly understand 
and implement the line given-in it. This we find 
in Kondg .; Modalu area of East Godavari district 
and in some parts of Kurnool and Warangal 
district. It is only in . the area of Konda Modalu 
a systamatic agrarian revolutionary movement 
was built. In other parts; issues were taken 
up, people were mobilised, but no furtherjadv- 
ancd could be made. In the rest of Andhra 
Pradesh no concrete steps were taken to imple­
ment the line. 4

Certain important developements took place 
during this time, which were a pointer to the 
shape of things to come. They are :

(a) In Nalgonda district, while one trend 
was working for mass actions and mass struggle 
another trend was working towards individual 
actions and assasinations. We convened meet- 
ign of the D.C. and explained how such tende­
ncies harm the development of mass revolution­
ary movement. We had explained the programme 
contained in the party circular and asked them to 
implement it.

(b) We were making preparations for armed 
struggle in Srikakulam, basing on the experien­
ces of Telangana armed struggle. The leader­
ship of the Srikakulam district had their own 
criticism partly justified and partly unjustified 
that the P C. leadership was not doing its best 
for armed struggle in Srikakulam.

Meanwhile a campaign to propagate the 
armed struggle, of Telangana (1946-51) was 
launched in the month of October 1968. 
Though it had certain positive results in activi- 
sing our ranks and rousing people into action, 
though solidarity towards Srikakulam peasant 
struggle was included in the campaign, 
objectively, it had diverted the attention of the 
party and the people from Srikakulam where 
peasant movement was about to take the form 
of armed struggle. The misunderstandings and 
misgivings that were already existing among 
comrades in Srikakulam were further strengthened 
and they fell a prey to the vicious propaganda 
of Charu Mazumdar’s group to drive a wedge 
between State Co-ordination Committee and 
district leadership.

’’ There are Some who' departed from the 
party's , fundamental Ijne, who accuse us that 
though we had given a line, we did not take any 
followup action. With responsible and expe- 
rienced leadership as we are said to have in the 
district committees, there is no basis for such , 
an accusation. The fact of the matter was that 
the leadership did not want to move into action 
nor they wanted to ■ orientate themselves towa­
rds mass revolutionary work. They just kept 
silent over the -party circular as if nothing had 
happened. Opportunism reflected in this form 
as far as these Committees and leadership is 
concerned.
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Thu* it was clear that there was already a 
a difference of opproach on the issue of armed 
struggle between Charu Mazumdar and us. This 
we have minimised for the present. It came out 
openly at a later stage.

It was clear that a right opportunist trend 
of conscious inactivity and a ''left" opportunist 
trend of individual assasinations, had already 
raised their head which were preventing our 
organisation from taking up mass line and get­
ting consolidated on its basis.

lost their bearings and began to demand that 
the state unit should join the AICCCR uncondi­
tionally and without a common basis to work 
together.

As far elections we made it clear that due to 
uneven development of the mass movement, it 
is not correct to renounce elections as a form 
of struggle. For which he held his own view 
saying that in individual cases we may have to 
consider.

This shows that there was a vast number 
of comrades in the leadership at various levels 
who were vocal, at the same time inactive, 
who were a hindrance for the organisation to 
take up to mass line.

Next day, we had to explain our view point 
regarding Parvatipuram agency area (Srikakulam) 
as a base area. We said that it is not possible 
and correct as it is a samll area surrounding by 
communication lines We further explained how 
surrounding areas can be developed as armed 
struggle areas and how all these areas taken 
together could be developed into base areas. 
He did not accept our view point. He had 
already decided for it and instructed Srikakulam 
comrades accordingly.

While there was no difference of regarding 
the need for immediate armed struggle we made 
it clear that our conception of armed struggle 
was that of Telangana armed struggle (1 946-51), 
for which he suggested that perhaps we were 
wrong in understanding that armed struggle.

We made it clear that there are a number of 
revolutionaries left in the CPM for whom some 
time may be necessary to come out. In fact they 
were having contacts with lower units in West 
Bengal. He nither rejected nor accepted our 
view. When we mentioned his factional activi­
ties, he said, 'Let us forget the past I' Thus 
ended our conversation.

We discussed the following differences with 
Charu Mazumdar: (1) armed struggle (2) elec­
tions (3) Characterisation of those who did not 
leave the CPM by then and who were revolution­
aries as "opportunists'* (4) Charu Mazumdar's 

T factional activities in Andhra. There was a tendency inside the state unit to 
underestimate the "left" opportunism. Our 
understanding of revisionism as a main danger 
was rether mechanical. Break with neo-revisio- 
nism does not mean that right opportunism in 
some form or other does not appear again and 
again Again revisionism as a main danger does

Thus the process of affiliation was comple­
ted. It shoud be clear to us all that a small 
section who wanted affiliation without differences 
being discussed, was already turning "left"- 
opportunistic by advocating some sort of 
''actions'' (Nalgonda) and the rest had no def­
inite views regarding the differences nor they 
were serious of implementing party's mass line.

The State unit met and discussed the whole 
affair. There was no difference of opinion on 
the question of affiliation as such. There never 
was such a difference at any time. The point of 
difference was whether, we should first discuss 
our differences, clarify our position and work 
out a basis for common programme of action and 
then join the AICCCR or join first and then ex­
plain our position. It was decided by a majority 
of five to three to join without clarifying our 
differences at the outset. One was neutral and 
another drafted the resolution for the majority 
and voted for the minority. (Out of the six, 
including the draftman of the resolution four, 
desrted the organisation at one time or other. 
The rest of the two are no more with party's 
fundamental line).8
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Democratic centralism is the basic organisa-

(ii). DISAFFILIATIQN OF OUR UNIT FROM 
AICCCR AND STATE CONVENTION.

tionship with the P.C. on democratic centralism 
They were ready to continue to have the rela­
tionship of co-ordination committee as usual, 
which meant that the decision making authority 
rests with the district leadership. Charu Mazum- 
dar group had already started guiding the armed 
struggle if it meant anyting.

life. It is even more important when there is an 
armed struggle going on in a guerilla warfare, 
there is a centralism of command co-ordinated 
with decentralisation. Principle of co-ordination 
to the exclusion of democratic centralism is un­
heard of in any armed struggle. Therefore we 
had no voice in the Srikakulam armed struggle • 
and Charu and his group was in firm command of 
its affairs.

After achieving a measure of success in dis­
rupting our organisation, Charu's group continu­
ed to slander us as opposing armed struggle 
etc... For this it has utilised every oinmision 
and comission. This situation had further diver­
ted the organisation into endless and fruitless 
discussions. As a result, it was paralysed more 
or less in plains.

Our affiliation with AICCCR did not solve 
any of our problems. There was neither a further 
discussion of our differences nor there was any 
attempt to co-ordinate our activities between 
All India and State level. Charu Mazumdar 
group in the state was kept intact and that 
group was dealing with All India .Centre directly 
Armed struggle in Srikakulam was started but 
the district leadership refused to base its reta­

in this situation it became imperative for us 
to clarify our mass line, we prepared immediate 
programme as our fundamental line, in which 
basic points of our programme and line to build 
an agrarian revolutionary movement constitute 
in the fo.est the main aspects.. Ip fact we gui­
ded the peasant movement areas on the basis of 
this programme alone.

We have to admit a failure on our part. We 
had minimised our differences with Charu.s 
group. We answered his criticisms and accusa­
tions in a diffensive tone of. We did not mean

We tried to correct "left" opportunist ten­
dencies whenever they appeared. Only a few 
comrades could correct themselves. The rest 
left the organisation at various occasions.

It took a lot of time to locate right opportu­
nism entrenched in the form of concious stag­
nation. It has become possible to weed out this 
tendency after our ideological struggle reached 
a certain stage.

By the time we joined AICCCR, a number 
of "left" elements left our organisation and 
joined Charu Mazumdar group in Andhra. A 
section of those who remained with us had 
sympathiers with that group, but prepared not to 
join them on the one hand and not to be active 
in our fold on the other.

It is not a coincidence that everytime we 
advance our conception of peoples armed struggle 
as a form of agrarian revolution we are accused 
of opposing armed struggle. It is true we are 
opposed to the concept of an "armed struggle" 
which is another name for assasination of 
individuals.

We have to explain how this has come 
about. It is not due to this failure or that failure 
of the leadership, though there had been failures 
and short comings, some of which were explain­
ed in our document on Srikakulam. It was fun­
damentally different approach to the armed 
struggle which made us part with each other 
and Srikakulam leadership and Charu's group 
join together. No other explanation can be 
political.

not mean that there is no danger from left 
opportunism as a secondary deviation where 
there is former danger. At a given time "left" 
opportunism can be a main dager also. In fact 
there has been a veihled tendency inside the 
party’ at all levels, of thinking "left" oppor­
tunism to be better than right opportunism. It is 
again opportunism of the worst kind to select 
one of the two. Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tse 
Tung's Thought teaches us that we have to fight °na,' PrinciPle_’° bejibserved in normal^ party 
both these tendencies and root them out to be 
able to uphold to mass revolutionary line.
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(iii) Convention and After

As a climax of this came the disafliation 
of our unit by AICCCR. This development led 
to desertion of some more in the various levels 
of leadership.

We wanted to hold convention earlier. But 
the crisis that developed between centre and 
state units has prevented any such step. There­
fore it was held in April 1969.

With this incident the tendency of “left" 
adventurism came to the surface. It was dealt as 
a local affair. For the present it seemed that the 
wrong attitude was corrected.

This led to an all embracing crisis inside the 
the organisation. There is no satisfactory ex­
planation to this day from authors of the these 
incidents. They assert that it is the adventuris­
tic line given by the immediate programme which 
is responsible for such actions. As far as we 
are aware revisionists and neo revisionists call 
our programme as left adventurism. How is 
that this group has joined them?

We know that there was no democratic cen­
tralism in our organisation before convention. 
But the same thing continued even afterwards. 
Srikakulam comrades were frank enough to state 
that they don't accept democratic centralism as 
a basis for relations between district and state 
unit. But the authors of these actions could 
not show that much honesty.

Within a week of the convention 
Pagideru’ incidents and within a month armed 
actions in Warangal districts took place. They 
were a hammer blow on our immediate prog­
ramme, on our mass revolutionary line, on our 
efforts to build a revolutionary party and move­
ment. It was an open revolt against the party 
line. As a result of this the organisation, already 
weak, inactive inheriting a number of weaknes­
ses from neo-revisionism,'has become a victim 
of right and left opportunism.

this or that, and Charu is unnecessarily criti­
cising us/ We were always eager to find out 
common points between the two. Thus we 
failed to raise out differences to a fundamental 
level and deal them in like manner. This has 
crippled out activity, thinking and organisation 
like anything It should be known that the 
conciliators and agents of Charu's group were 
there at all levels including state level, who 
fecilitated this process.

By this time immediate programme was 
ready. Another document dealing with Srika­
kulam armed struggle was also ready. Our att­
itude towards agrarian revolution and armed 
struggle was amply made clear in them.

The convention was historic step, towards 
the formation of a revolutionary party of Mar? 
xism-Leninism Mao-Tse-Tung thought. The imm­
ediate programme and the decision to transform 
into a party, provided the organisation a progr­
amme and a tactical line to build an agrarian 
revolutionary movement. This has served as a 
basis for revolutionary mass work and as a wea­
pon fight to against and left opportunism. Herein 
lies historic importance. The convention had its 
own short comings as well. But they in no way 
minim ised the significance of the programme nor 
they indicate the need to change it. It is quite a 
normal thing to all revolutionary periods, that 
pettyits bourgeoisie and unstable elements drop 
away from mass line taking right and “left" 
opportunist positions. Our deserted friends also 
did the same.

Whatever efforts the comrades were putting 
up were diverted by an incident of snatching 
guns. There was a controversy over this issue 
whether it was correct to snatch them or not, 
The issue came for discussion in the state com­
mittee along with Pagideru incidents . 
which took place after convention.

Inside the forest areas the tendency 
was to take up some forest issues. But 

there was no conscious direction to the 
movement towards an agrarian revolution.
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Though revisionists and neo-'revisionists 
accusing our programme being .adventurism 
may not be a conclusive proof of its being corr­
ect, our practice shows that it is correct. Hence 
C.P. group joining their group in attacking our 
programme is surprise to us.

July (1969) P.C. meeting took the line of 
rejecting the Pagideru actions as violation of 
party line at the same time hailing and defending 
the armed struggle on the other for the following 
reasons:

(3) In Konda Modalu area of East Godavari 
district a mass revolutionary peasant movement 
was developing. This has reached a stage where 
people used their local arms, where volunteer 
squads sprang up and it was taking the form of 
mass armed struggle. It is true that the regular 
guerilla squads were not formed nor went into 
action by them. Subsequent information showed 
that a squad was formed; but due to sabotage 
of 'left' adventurists, it could not function and 
got dissolved.

Here one would like to make it clear that 
this leadership acting separately, did not accept 
the leadership of the P.C. at any time after its 
formation. They had different concept of armed 
struggle which they had implemented. Their 
sending exagerated reports were merit to mislead 
the party and the leadership. All the aspects 
were dealt in our documents “Left deviation in 
the party". We do not want to repeat them here.

(1) P.C. decided that the incidents were 
against party line. Comrades in Khammam area 
were asked to correct their attitude, implement 
party line and develop agrarian revolutionary 
movement. P.C thought it improper to keep 
silent over or denounce these incidents publicly. 
We trusted the area leadership and used pur- 
suasive and corrective methods.

(2) The leadership of Mulugu area claimed 
that the movement has reached the stage of 
armed struggle. They said that the respite of 0fie 
or two months would have added advantages.

They could deal the matter without harm done 
to the movement. We could not go into the 
affair and check it up in advance as they also 
started actions on their own without referring 
the matter to P.C.

If they genuinely feel that they had comit- 
ted mistakes by violating the oarty line they had 
an opportunity to correct them, subsequently, 
first when P.C. intervened and later when they 
joined together to form into a committee,, after 
the arrests of the majority of the P.C. leadership. 
The correction could have been only on the 
basis of party line, and nothing else. This group 
instead of following such a line, which alone 
could restore the unity adopted a different line 
implementing their own line in opposition to 
immediate programme. Therefore their commi- • 
tiee had become a committee of rival programme 
rival activities and hence a rival committee.

In short we were on the verge of a guerilla 
war in Konda Modalu where as in Warangal and 
Khammam areas it was not so (we later chec­
ked up the situation in Warangal by oral reports 
and found that the resolution of the area commit­
tee that situation for armed struggle was ripened 
was baseless). The state Committee, after a 
thorugh examination of the reports and review 
of the situation in the first week of July 1969 
came to the conclusion that the armed actions 
launched in the forest area and the outlook' 
behind those actions were quite different from the 
accepted line of the Party. Thus so far as the 
party is concerned the P.C. had followed the 
principle of criticism and self-criticism. At the 
same time it decided to publicly defend the 
actions. Thus the P.C. had never adopted a 
compromising attitude on the ideological ques 
tion.

The public statement that was given at the 
time by P.C. incorporated all these points while 
the document meant for inner party circulation, 
criticised in a fortnight way that the entire prac­
tice of the two areas especia'ly Khammam area is 
opposed to the party line (The problems faced 
by the revolutionary mass movement of Kham­
mam area.) It was wrong on our part not to 
have continued this approach in our subsequent 
documents when referring to the premature armed 
actions. Instead we took the line of the public 
statement, whose objective was limited and time 
bound. This mistake of ours was used in full to



33

The crisis took a different form when the 
majority of the P.C. leadership was arrested by 
the ruling classes, when the leadership of both

While dealing with experiences we should 
be objective whether the document concerned is 
a public'one meant for inner-party circulation 
It was a mistake of our part that we did not stick 
to this principle in some of our documents. We 
are correcting them. This is a lesson we draw 
from our experience.

It is an slander against us to say that we 
created the inner party crisis. The facts prove 
otherwise.

The crisis was worst in its form and content 
when within a week of April convention and 
adoption of immediate programme, the forest 
leadership resorted to armed and adventurist ac­
tions in voilations of party line. Centres which 
were more than one came to the surface.

The crisis was there when Mulugu area com­
mittee resolved and demanded the P.C. to merge 
the entire organisation in Charu Mazumdars 
group (whice formed the M L. party) which was 
carrying out a left adventurist policy in all as­
pects.

The ''left" opportunism, which had raised 
its ugly head in Andhra was part of All India 
phenomenon.. We tried our level best to correct 
it but representatives of this deviation refused to 
correct their mistakes. In the end they forced a 
split. Thus the "left" opportunism is antiiparty 
trend which is behind the split.

Faced with these facts we have taken certain 
firm steps to see that immediate programme is 
defended and implemented. We circulated our 
documents directly to the ranks to avoid delay 
and we created organisational guarantees too. 
This is inevitable and 'necessary in the present 
situation.

These are the facts. What basis they have 
when they say that it is we who have created 
present crisis and not they?

The last straw that broke the organisation's 
back was "Reply of Khammam area Committee" 
and its circulation. Questioning the correctness 
of Immediate Programme it sets forth that they 
have an alternate programme which they are im­
plementing and which was proved to be correct 
by their ''Two years experience/' This was a 
full fledged "left" opportunist line which the CP 
subsequently developed it to be an admixture of 
left and right opportunist line.

areas (forests) joined together to form into a 
group to formulate and implement 'left' opportu­
nist line which was opposed to party line and 
Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tse Tung's Thought.

The crisis came to the surface at the time of 
Manthena’ incident which was adventurist. It 
was again invocation of the party line. A sec­
tion of the P.C. leadership defended the outlook 
behind the incident till recently. Now it has 
committed volte-face saying that it too was ad­
venturistic (Regional Committee document).

Our organisation being inherited from neo­
revisionism was too weak to fight the disruption 
of the C. P. group. Establishing a political line is 

' the precondition to take firm steps in the field 
of organisation. Now that we have one such 
political line, we are in a position to take firm orga- 
isational steps and we are taking them. From the 
above it is clear that it is not we who are split­
ting the party on the other hand we are fighting 
opportunism' right and left. In this process 
some unstable' weak and opportunist elements 
will certainly go out of our fold. That is all for 
good we have nothing to worry.

To sum up the following is the situation 
as it stands to-day.

create confusion that we had been supporting 
their premature armed actions etc. Our adver­
saries, when they are incapable of attacking our 
fundamental line take shelter behind our ommis- 
sions and commissions and try to attack from 
those positions. This leads them nowhere.

This crisis started in organisation and move 
ment when adventuristic individual actions were 
started in Nalgonda district after the circulation 
of September party circular.
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3. EXPERIENCE OF UNITY AND SPLIT IN 
. THE PAST.

The same-thing happened when there was a 
split in 1964. Such groups are having their own 
impact on moves of unity as well as split in our 
own organisation. Right opportunism is having 
its source in these elements.

In view of their policies and practices, we 
will explian our attitude towards so called "unity 
proposals" they offered through their docu­
ments. ,

■ 2). There is a right opportunist leadership 
which is consciously inacitve and which 
does not work for an agrarian revolution. 
It lives on the laurels of heroic deeds of 
forest comrades. But the leaderships are 
merged into one to fight our revolutionary 
line.

3). There is a revolutionary wing accepting 
and implementing the immediate progr­
amme. This wing highly politically cons­
cious as it is, is working for it. This wing 
has a fundamental line and is defending it. 
It is a growing force whose immediate task 
is to devolop agrarian revolution with . 
armed struggle as its form of struggle.

1). There- is -a "left'? opportunist leadership ad- 
vocating> armed, actions of struggle for 
partial demands.and practising., individual 
assasinations. It controls the-major part 
of the organisation in the forest areas. 
It is utilising its sources to slander our 
revolutionary line and.its representatives. 
We do not rule if small sections join them in 
plains as well if they have not yet joined .

already.

The combined leadership of right and 
"left" opportunism has its own organisation and 
the revolutionary wing has one for it. Both are 
functioning. It will be the task of the revolu­
tionary wing to fight right and "left" opportun­
ism to the finish. This should be done not 
only on a local but on an all India scale also. 
The revolutionaries have already set forth on 
this task;

Ever since our separation from neo-revis- 
onism left opportunism gradually gained ground, 
first at all India level (AICCCR, CPIML) and 
then at state level (CP group). They could org­
anise splits with "left" phrase mongering and 
adventuristic actions. They were their main wea­
pons to fight revolutionary line.

"When the state co-ordination committee 
was formed we were hesitant to join AICCCR 
then and there as we found that we1 were mov­
ing apart. By that time they began their attack 
from left angle while organising their own 
group. In the process of this attack there was 
a temporary retreat when we joined them. And 
the attack started again and ended.in disaffilia­
tion. At that time it was decided to have non- 
antogonistic relations, between the two units. 
Charu Mazumdar group has never maintained 
at any time a non-antogonistic relations with us. 
Immediately after our disaffiliation they began to. 
attack us saying that we are opposed to armed 
struggle and we are revisionists. For some time 
we sticked to their offer of non-antogonistic re­
lations. At a certain point we had to come out 
attacking their "left" adventurism in the open 
through our documents "problems of peoples 
war" and "Left trend in Indian revolutionaries".

Here two poitns come out sharply. Accep­
tance of Mao Tse Tung's Thought was not eno­
ugh to work together nor unite in one organis­
ation. Programmatic and tactical questions came 
in the way. That they can be discussed and 
decided, is a general phenomena in all parties. 
But we could not de. Though structure of the 
co-ordination committee was not competant to 
perform such important task "left" opportunism . 
and groupism was in the main responsible for 
this failure. This group attacked armed struggle 
as a form of struggle for agrarian revolution as 
revisionism and opposed it while it could pose 
rather temporarily assasination of individuals 
as armed struggle. A good number of genuine 
revolutionary elements were swayed by such 
left phrase mongering and adventuristic actions.

. There had been differences leading to form­
ation of. groups in the party prior to the split in 
1964. Even in CPM there had been groups at 
various levels. While breaking away from 
CPM we have inherited some of the groups.



35

This is peculiar situation in Andhra where . 
right and left opportunism has joined together . 
in one organisation i. e. C. P. group to attack 
and fight our revolutionary line.

Therefore we are faced here also with two 
distinct lines. One is a revolutionary line. The 
other is an admixture of right and left opportu­
nism. Facing the party fait accompli, organis­
ing coups inside the party, spreading lies and

This group is also attacking us from a right 
opportunistic angle, saying that agrarian revolu­
tion is a distant possibility, and not an immediate 
one; hence we are adventurists.

Therefore division between revolutionary 
line and "left" opportunism prevented unity of 
revolutionaries into one organisation. Thus the 
two main groups developed according to their • 
programmes and the other was adventuristic.

slanders etc, have become the order of the day 
for this group. We do not know what they are 
going to do the next moment.

Here we can see that the C. P. group also 
adopted the same "tactics" (rather perversion of 
concept of tactic) of attacking us'Jrom a so call­
ed left angle. This may facilitate, though 
temporarily, to mobilise a section of militant 1 
elements in the forests.

These are the conditions under which revol­
utionary party units came into existence to 
defend and implement bur mass revolutionary 
line. At the moment we are not the number of 
such cadres. What we desire is that they must 
be revolutionary units who can. implement, def­
end and fight for this line. Experience has 
shown us that while not minimising the impor­
tance- of discunsions revolutionary practice has 
a decisive role in our struggle for a single organis­
ation because such practice alone proves the 
correctness of a line or otherwise. Our practice 
in Telangana in the past, iSrikakulam and Konda 
Modalu (in East Godavari) during this period has 
proved that our line is correct. This gives added 
strength to fight the line. Had there been no 
such line there would have been no revolu­
tionary units to defend the line. "With this line 
we stood against the on slaughts of Charu Ma- 
zumdar's group. And now again we are deter­
mined to fight against the C.P. group: It is our 
right to do so.

The same experience got repeated in 
Andhra in a slightly different form. As we saw 
earlier there were already 'left' opportunist elem­
ents in our ranks. They formally accepted our 
mass.line but in practice resorted to left phrase 
mongering and started, defended adventuristic 
actions as and when the occasion arise. When 
we tried to correct them they lay low for some 
time, They changed their slogans that theirs is 
armed struggle for self defence and partial stru­
ggles while practicing assasination of individuals 
When we further criticised this line basing on , 
our revolutionary line, they are now attacking 
us saying that our arguments lead to advocating 
laying down arms and we are virtually revision­
ists. J • • •

Within this group are joined the right opp­
ortunist elements who ere opposed to an armed 
struggle and agrarian revolution as an immedi­
ate task. They support the former's selfdefence • 
and pose themselves as supporters of armed 
struggle.

ThereJs a section 'in CPI (ML) which had a 
bitter experience with Charu Mazuipdar group 
Both of them could not work together in one 
party.. There are other groups who 'arfe having 
the same experience with that group; either on 
an all-lndia level or on a state level. "Left" 
opportunism and groupism has led to.; this 
situation. . .

All this experience proves to us that we 
should.have a line, a revolutionary line.£.which 
can stand the test of revolutionary , practice 
basing on which alone we can unite jn.one 
organisation. s ».. - _•

An organisation which is able to implement 
defend and 'explain the line is necessary. Un­
scrupulous elements, groups in our ranks are 
active now more than ever. The line has to be 
defended against the onslaught of such elements 
Therefore the organisation which we have set 
up will help in the long run, the process of uni­
fication of revolutionaries in India and state as 
well.-
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4. THE REAL FACE OF THE "PROPOSALS”

(i) The 'proposals'.

Charu Mazumdar’s group has adopted such 
methods in the past and the C.P. group is doing 
the same at present. They I have been attacking 
us that we are revisionists etc., at the same time 
trying to win over our rank and file with the 
plea for unity. Both cannot go together.

The organisation that existed prior to April 
1969 convention was a weak, formal, disjointed 
one which was broken by the revolt of the C P. 
group against party line through armed actions 
Inspite of this certain units loyal to the party 
line were functioning.

After the arrest of majority of the PC leader­
ship the group opposed to party line came to 
the top, conducted the affairs in such a way 
that they began to mobilise the units and rank 
and file behind their alternative line as against 
the party's official mass revolutionary line (Cir­
culation of the document of "Khammam area

A fight for correct line has already started 
and is going on. To the extent the line success­
fully advances, the revolutionaries are united 
around the line. To the extent revolutionaries 
are united, the line can be adavnced vigorously. 
Therefore both are inseparable. To think of 
unity without a correct line is an utopia, if at all 
one is sincere in his desire.

A fight for correct lines presupposes existen­
ce of more than one line clear or confused. Ex­
perience has proved even a co-ordination com­
mittee could not accomodate them or a full- 
fledged party like CPI (ML) Our experience in 
Andhra has proved the same. Therefore we 
should search for more concrete and definite 
form of organisation than the present amorphous 
and formal organisations which are falling like 
house of cards as soon as unscrupulous elements 
began to attack them.

If there was a well knit organisation these 
proposals were not necessary. Everything wo­
uld have been done in the normal process. The 
very fact such proposals are made confirms that 
there is no such organisation.

c) A convention will be held in which a party 
line will be adopted and a new committee 
will be elected which will be all powerful. 
and authoritative.

a) The present committee consisting of exclu­
sively C.P. .group should be recognised by 
one and all to be an authoritative committee 
to deal with all affairs; political, organisa­
tional and everything.

This group is saying a few words in a low 
voice that they are committed to Immediate prog­
ramme for the present and they express their 
determination in a high pitch that they are go­
ing to revise it for which they have an inherant 
right as they claim.

various documents the following may be consi­
dered to be important.

d) The units implimenting and defending imm- 
idiate programme etc , should be dissolved 
here and now and the Comrades concerned 
must accept the authority of the above co­
mmittee.

There is an attempt on the part of these 
groups to isolate the leadership by all possible 
means mostly unscrupulous and to win over the 
rank and file. For this purpose they have been 
adopting suitable policies. Ruling classes in 
every capitalist colonial, semi-colonial and semi- 
feudal countries adopt what is known as "carrot 
and stick" polices. While they try to suppress 
mass struggles with iron hand, they offer minor 
concessions to the fighting people. If such 
methods are introduced in our struggle for 
correct line among revolutionaries we have to 
oppose them and put an end to them.

b) This committee will conduct inner Party 
discussions. Comrades in jail can send 
their documents. They will be circulated.

Though there have been some variations 
between various proposals incorporated in their

Let us examine their proposals in this 
context.
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(ii). THE QUESTION OF CONVENTION.

Hence we reject the committees competence 
to conduct the inner party srtuggle.

This group consists of pastmasters in orga­
nising coups in the party in facing the party with 
faith accompli etc. They had enough opportun­
ities to correct themselves if they so desire. 
But they proved unfit for this.

a differentiated approach has no place in the 
inner party struggle. When they have degenera­
ted the term inner party struggle into mudsling­
ing how can we expect that they can even con­
duct inner party struggle in right earnest mann­
er.

Committee's reply".) A plan for revising the 
party line through a convention was also revea­
led. We took steps to expose this game and 
organisational guarantees were created to imp- 
liment and defend party line.

A group which is not convinced of the corr­
ectness of the party line conduct the affairs of 
party organisation as well as mass revolutionary 
movement. It will always try to take them in 
the direction in which it is moving. In fact it 
is doing the same all the while. Experience has 
proved this conclusively.

They promise to conduct inner party stru­
ggle It is not limited to circulating this docu­
ment or that document. The leadership should 
be able to fromulate issues under discussion 
and see that opinions are expressed in an orde­
rly manner. The way in which this group is 
distributing pamphlets in public denouncing us 
virtually as revisionists has no parallel in any 
inner-party struggle of any party. Once such 
pamphlets are distributed the leadership forfeits 
all rights to conduct our inner party struggle.

At the same time there are questions of a 
fundamental nature which are to be discussed 
and settled. The programme and the path are 
such questions. We have prepared the drafts 
on these questions and are releasing these for 
discussion are not limited to our own ranks. 
Other revolutionaries outside our periphery 
should also discuss them. Since we want to 
unite with them on the basis of these drafts 
their discussion assumes all the more impor­
tance.

Our conception of inner party struggle is 
not fruitless discussion without relating to 
basic points nor do we permit discussion on 
already settled points. For example an armed 
struggle should be a people's armed struggle is 
a settled question. Assasination of individuals 
is against Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tse Tung's 
Thought is also a settled question. If somebody 
takes up this position we criticise and try to 
correct him. If he corrects himself well and 
good. If he does not, he has no place in our 
organisation.

The same is the case with the C.P. group 
and its policies. The theories they advance are 
not new. They were there in the past and they 
were condemned as being anti-Marxist anti­
Leninist anti-Mao Tse Tung's Thought, The 
wrong theories appear in new forms in new-con- 
ditions. It is not necessary to open inner-party 
struggle simply they happen to appear in new 
forms.

Their document are diversionist. If the point 
of difference between us and the C. P. group is 
whether the armed struggle is to be a people's or 
some armed actions with the purpose of assas­
ination of individuals can be called the armed 
struggle. The C. P. group diverted the whole 
discussion into one of laying down the arms vs 
holding up arms. This is a cheap demogagy 
which has nothing to do with inner party stru­
ggle, Their campaign of lies and slanders with

Our state convention was and will be a gat­
hering of representatives of various units. For­
merly its purpose was to review our activities 
ever since our break with neo-revisionism adopts

Accepting a committee consisting of this 
group as all powerful is worse for the party. If 
they can provide correct leadership comradeswill 
automatically reorgnise their leadership. They 
need not demand recognition from them. Here 
the question is fight between two lines in which 
they can not represent official line. Hence the 
non-recognition.
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The committees though reorganised occasion­
ally have never been the commitees of implem- 
ting party line. They have either violated party 
line or kept inactive. Now they joined the viol­
ators. The representatives of such units have 
nothing to contribute towards a correct line.

There is no regular party membership enro­
lled and checked. Mass revolutionary wcrk has 
never been the. criteria. The entire membership 
if there is any, is loose. It deserves to be check­
ed thoroughly.

This being situation all talk of convention 
is a deception and empty talk as for as party 
unity is concerned. Even it is held it will be a 
show piece and nothing more. .

Our experiences of April convention showed 
that not many of them had revolutionary expe­
rience and revolutionary convictions. They dis­
associated themselves with the accepted Imme­
diate Programme as and when it suited their 
convenience. Now most of them are desertors I 
as far as the programme is concerned. Present 
position is still worse. These comrades in order 
to coverup their desertion are resorting to abuse 
slanders, double talk and what not. Nothing 
useful to our revolutionary party will come out 

. of them.

Apparently everything looks taking demo­
cratic process and comrades who do hot know 
its implications say that let us accept the demo­
cratic verdict of the party. We are opposed to 
such formal concept of convention which is 
nothing, but a . formal democracy without rela­
tion to the revolutionary practice. We 
in the past had conventions, conferences' plen­
ums etc. They themselves could not unite the 
party. Every one of us know that all the revi­
sionists and neo-revisionists polices were 
adopted at congress consisting of delegates 
duly elected in a ' democratic process". There­
fore a democratic process alone could not pre­
vent the party being transformed into a revisi­
onist or_ neo-revisionist one.

Our April (1969) failed to unite us. Within 
a week and a month the present C.P. group, to­
gether with some leading comrdas conucted armed 
action in their respective area in violation of the 
accepted party line. Ever since the split 
contiuned.

organisation is at present devided into 
;crc era units at state and district levels 

programme and its

representatives with revolutionary experience 
gained in the process of implementing Imme­
diate Programme. They will hold one such" 
convention at an appropriate time. On the other 
hand C. P. group wants a convention of viola­
tors of Immediate Programme. Most of their 
representatives will be from violators of various 
hues including a number of inactive elements. 
This convention is organised and headed by vio- i 
lators. By holding such a convention they 
would like to revise the Immediate Programme 
into right and left opportunist directions.

Our c
two. There are i 
which are for immediate
implementation. They want 9 convention of

The CPI (ML) comrades were no exception 
to this. They organised a conference or congress, 
in the month of May 1969, adopted programme 
etc. and elected leading committees. It took 
about a year to appear cracks inside the party. 
Now it is devided in more than two groups. 
Such examples can be added.

immediate programme and elect a new commi­
ttee. The proposed convention as. we under­
stand is meant for legalising C.P. groups acti­
vities of violations of Immediate Programme 
anew to revise Immediate Pragramme, to adopt 
draft programme path and to elect a new • 
committee.

We are for a convention or conference or- 
congress in due course. It will be held on the 
basis of enrolment of revolutionary party mem­
bership, continuity of. revolutionary committees 
and on the basis of revolutionary experience. 
We gained by implementing our mass revolution­
ary line. This is the only way of holding

Experience of the convnetions, conferences, 
congresses shows that formal democracy alone 
cannot unity the party. Something more is 
necessary. It is the correct revolutionary practice 
based on that line, combined with a democratic 
process in the form of above representative 
meetings.
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(iii). QUESTION OF OUR UNITS.

Such being the situation is the need for 
such units all the more to seek a place in the 
convention organised by C. P. group defend 
and implement the party line.

convention etc. such representative meetings 
alone can unify the party.

revolutionary foundations. Hence our units and 
our organisation.

As far we are concerned we think that our 
line is correct as contained in documents. 
Hence no need to withdraw them.

To ask us to dissolve these units means asking 
us to fore go a weapon to fight for the accepted 
revolutionary line, to forego the right of imple­
mentation of the line which we are not going to 
do. These cannot be called rival committees 
as they made the party line their line. Where 
as the committee headed by C. P. group are 
the rival committees because they are massed 
with violators of party line and then practice is 
also violation.

The inner party discussion that took place 
hitherto has produced a number of comrades 
who formed themselves into units at different 
levels. They accept the party's revolutionary 
line wtih convention; they are trying to imple­
ment the line to the best of their capacity, 
These units will grow and form into a full fledged 
party because they are bc-sed on a correct prog­
ramme and path. They have a historic task to 
perform. They are doing it without hesitancy.

In a properly constitued party there will 
always be provisions for inner party democracy 
inner party struggle and conventions etc. They 
are not conditional. Here the C. P. group makes 
these provisions conditionaly by saying that if 
the supreme authority of this committee is acce­
pted and if our units are dissolved inner party 
democracy will come into being. A queer logic. 
This shows there is no properly constituted 
highest committee there is no inner party dem­
ocracy. The entire organisation has no sound

There are certain spine-less elements who 
. disowned immediate programme pose them­
selves as one with CP group say that granted 
that the CP group has commited a numper of 
mistakes though having guns in its hands has 
raised the prestige of the party. Therefore all 
glory to it according that its admirers had such 
trumpeters in the past; and we are having 
some in the present. If having guns in 
their hand is a glory and not Marxism-Leninism- 
Mao Tse Tung thought, we have so many such 
persons in India with guns in their hands, Why 
do not the same apply for them also? A people's

In this proposal they admit their weakness 
by implication the very fact that they are in a 
mood to with draw their document shows that 
they are not convinced of correctness of the line 

, coming In their documents. Of course this has 
come in the form of an individual proposal. 
Therefore we cannot attribute it to the leader­
ship of the group. Our comment refers to all 
persons having such views.

We had an oral proposal from one of the 
comrades who claims to be responsible person 
in C. P. group that in the interest of unity doc­
ument should be with drawn from circulation 
from both sides. Our comrade to whom the 
proposal is mooted had rightly rejected it out-, 
right.

The C. P. group wanted to hold the conve­
ntion some where in the middle of middle of 
1971. It has postponed it till the conspiracy 
case is over saying that comrades who are acq­
uitted can have an opportunity to participate in 
it. A good number of comrades who have 
participated in the connection have disassocia­
ted themselves from Immediate Programme either 
explicitly or implicitly which is the basis for the 
case. In the present conspiracy case such dis­
association pays its dividends. Whether this 
postponment has anything to do whit this is 
any body's guess.

While the C. P. group pratties about inner 
party democracy it is creating all sorts of hard­
ship for comrades who are critical Of then wrong 
line and who are in the forests Such comrades 
are being segregated and no organisation and 
proper discussion is being allowed. The entire ( 
cadre is fed on the distortion arid slanders.
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This does not mean that opportunists will 
not have any programme and path. They to 
have their own. They will have them tomorrow 
if not to-day. They will advance their opportu­
nist slogans to win the genuine revolutionaries 
and people as well. We have to carry on an un­
compromising fight against them. As this fight 
takes a definite form, polarisation will take place 
at state level as well as all ndia level. The more 
it takes the better for us. Because there it will 
be a straight fight between the two contending 
forces.

We on the other hand are with the party . 
defending and implementing. There is no scope 
for implementing as long as we are tied to the 
group. The only course left open to us is either 
fall in line with them or have our own way. We 
preferred the latter.

All this amply makes it clear that the propo­
sals the C.P. group forwarded or the suggestions 
of various comrades if implemented, lead to 
an unprincipled and fake unity. We have had 
such unity for the past 3 to 4 years but could 
not achieve anything worth the name. Let us

Some other comrades ask us; Why don't 
you take a minority position and fight for your 
line? These comrades do not understand the 

'peculiar circumstances in which we are func­
tioning.

We are witnessing the phenomena of group 
deviding into sub-groups. There is another 
phenomena which is growing that all opportu- 

■ nists are coming together in one form or other.
On the other side all genuine revolutionaries 
are coming together. Our move in the direction 
of constituting in to a party organisation with 
a correct programme and path is a clear indica­
tion of this and facilitates this process of uni­
fication of revoulutionaries.

We have a party line which was adopted 
by April convention (1969). A section of the 
leadership voilated the line and is implementing 
its own line. For various reasons this section 
was not expelled hoping that they will correct 
themselves and implement party line. They 
instead of correcting themselves are Implemen-. 
ting their own line. They want to formalise it 
in a proposed convention.

armed struggle is always different from individ- 
duals holding guns. The persons having no 
conviction in peopled armed struggle can alone 
praise such innividuals. All such persons have 
already turned into right opportunits.

Though we are functioning on the basis of 
revolutionary party principles yet we cannot 
forget the fact that we have not organised 
ourselves into a party. This situation is being 
utilised by opportunist elements for their 
factional or group purposes. Arrest of the 
majority of the party-leadership was a Godsend 
to them. Therefore here is the situation where­
in there is an official party line which the C.P. 
group renoncued once and for all. A line which 
came into being by renouncing the party's 

’ official line cannot be a majority nor the official 
line can be a minority line. Ours is the officially 
accepted mass revolutionary line and we are 
taking organisational steps to implement it. 
The comrades who ask such questions are 
wrong. They instead of starting from politics 
start from organisation as it is existing to-day. 
It will be wrong on our part to go on legalising 
what ever illegal acts are done by a section of 
the organisation facing it with faith accompli. 
We reject this attitude once for all.

This also does not mean there will not be 
any differences among revolutionaries now in 
the process of formation of a party. It is quite 
natural and we have to resolve them applying 
principles of inner party democracy. Our constitu­
tion is based on such principles.

There are comrades who naively ask us how 
long this division would continue? Is there no 
end to it? We should tell these comrades fra­
nkly that they are carried away by the sentim­
ents and not looking into realities. As long as 
there is opportunism in our ranks right or "left" or 
both, a fight against opportunism and for a cor­
rect line should go on. We at present having 
no single party organisation. These opportun­
ist elements are trying to form themselves into 
groups. Normally they join them without diff­
iculty. But they try to win the revolutionary elem­
ents into their fold. This is the bone contention 
between us and the opportunist groups. The 
fight goes on to win them over.
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HOW TO ACHIEVE UNITY.5.

(i) HOW TO UNITE WITH INDIVIDUALS. .

1.

2.

3. The path of Indian Revolution (Draft).

i

come down to realities and work for principled 
and real unity, even after this bitter experience.

As a result of this discussion if some chan­
ges are made they will be taken up at an app­
ropriate stage. Much depends on implementation 
of this line.

We are of opinion that a principled and 
real unity can be achieved only on the basis of 
our draft programme and the path. It alone can 
be a lasting unity. At the same time we are 
ready to learn from other groups and comrades. 
If they claim that their programmes, paths and 
practices provide any basis for unity we are 
ready to consider it.

Immediate programme.
\

The draft programme of communist 
party of India (Revolutionaries).

Our releasing these documents does not 
mean that they are closed subjects. They are 
drafts for the present and they will be draft for 
some time to come. At the same time they 
are the drafts for implemention as well as discu­
ssion. Therefore our discussions will not be 
academic. They will be related to our revolution­
ary practice of present and past. Such an atti­
tude will enrich our understanding and clarify 
many points relating to the subjects under 
discussion.

The main purpose of immediate programme 
was to provide an agrarian revolutionary prog­
ramme and a tactical line for agrarian revolution­
ary movement in Andhra Pradesh.. Every state 
has its own specific features in agrarian relations. 
Therefore a separate agrarian programme can be 
considered for each state. But the tactical line 
remains the same, fundamentally.11

Experience has shown that formal accept­
ance of Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tse thought is 
not enough to unite .in to one organisation. 
Therefore it is necessary to go a step forward 
i.e. we should have a programme and path. For 
this purpose we are releasing the following 
documents:

Preliminary Draft constitution of the 
Communist Party of India (Revolution­
aries).

These documents will form the basis of 
day to day mass revolutionary work and our 
views regarding national and international ques­
tions. Therefore they will be the basis for 
unification of Indian revolutionaries as 
far as we are concerned. We carry out discus­
sions with individual revolutionaries and revol­
utionary groups. On the basis of these docu­
ments with the objective of achieving unification.

Individual revolutionaries having no groups 
will not have any difficulty in uniting with us. 
Such comrades should study our documents 
first and express their opinions on all important 
points and if possible on all points. An appro­
priate committee will go into his or her views 
and will find out weather any basis for unifica­
tion exists or not. If there is some basis the comm­
ittee will provide him some more important docu­
ments in which our views regarding some of 
these subjects are clarified. He can go through 
these documents and get necessary clarifications 
from the committee. If he is not a newcomer 
into revolutionary ranks, he should submit a re­
port on his activities during past three years . 
and documents if he has written any. Such re­
ports and documents give us an understanding 
of what his thinking and practice was. The ap­
propriate committee after satisfying that he can 
be taken into our organisation will take necess­
ary steps as provided in the draft constitution.

At any rate final decision rests with the 
committee and not on the individual revolution­
ary. At the same time all facilities will be provi­
ded to him or her to be able to convince the 
committee ofhis or her fitness to join the 
organisation.

(ii). HOWTO UNITE WITH GROUPS.

This is the most complicated question. There 
are a number of groups and sub-groups of revo- 
lutiona'bs in India. Some are non-antogonistic
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Our

A CLARIFICATION.6.

and others are antogonistic towards us. 
approach will be in accordence with this.

Here we are not thinking of groups who 
join us in united frohts. This is entirely a sepa-, 
rate subject We will discus it when such que­
stions arise.

We would like to have relation with such 
groups on the reciprocal basis. Exchange of do­
cuments, views on experiences can go a long 
way to bring us together into one organisation.

We may have to take series of steps which 
we can not specify here and which can be dec­
ided upon by mutual agreement to expedite the 
proecss of unification.

1). They must accept the party line as 
enunciated in the documents and must be ready 
to implement it. 2). They must self—critically 
examine the activities in the past three years 
and rectify the past mistakes under the guidence 
of the appropriate party committees. 3). They 
must agree to necessary organisational steps to 
ensure the implementation of party line

We assume corrective approach to all mis­
guided comrades at all levels while a firm attit­
ude will be taken against those who are consci- 
ou!ys behind the present crisis.

On all accounts acceptance of party’s line 
and Its implementation is the main criteria to 
guage ones desire for unification.

We are adopting the same attitude towards 
forming into a party. Unless there is unity on 
party's fundamental line there is no use in 
thinking of uniting organisationally. Therefore 
we try to achieve unity on the basis of funda­
mental line first and then necessary steps can 
be taken for final merger.

There are other types of groups which have 
been taking an hostile attitude towards us. 
Charu Mazumdar's is one of it. As long as this 
hostility continues we cannot think of uniting 
with it. Taking its composition and practice 
into consideration we may not have much to 
expect from this group.

We would like that our documents are dis­
cussed by the entire membership of the group. 
The leadership can send their comments to their 
ranks if they so desire. A wider discussion of 
these documents will help us to know the 
other's view point more clearly.

their documents there is no common point bet­
ween us regarding the question of armed strug­
gle. In such a situationthere is no point in 
searching for unity with them. However all are 
not likely to share the same opinion. Those 
who want to unite with us can do so on the fol­
lowing conditions.

Some comrades may ask us "what about 
your self-criticism? Have you not committed 
any mistakes?" Our answer is that our funda­
mental line is correct. As far as this is concer­
ned there is no need for any change in it. We 
had our omissions, commissions and mistakes 
in its explanation and implementation. We 
have been correcting and will correct them in 
future whenever they are found.

Controversies and discussions of the past 
two years, inspite of the harm done to the

There is another group which' has been part 
of our organisation till recently. This is C. P. 
group. This too has taken an hostile attitude 
towards us by calling us virtually revision ists 
advocating laying down arms. We have exposed 
the falsity of its accusation. As we examine

We ‘ are ready to open discussions with 
those groups which are not antogonistic tow­
ards us. We would like to know the opinion 
of each group on our documents before we 
start any discussion. If there is not sufficient 
number of common points to go ahead a further 
discussion on our ohter documents might be 
come necessary to clarify our position. We will 
discuss the groups documents thoroughly to find 
out its viewpoint This process will bring us 
closer and pave the way for unification.

The CPI (ML) is no more a homogenous 
party. Therefore we are not dealing with it as 
a party. It is divided into groups and sub-gro­
ups. We would like to deal with them as such.
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CONCLUSION.

I

3). Experience of armed struggle in Telan­
gana conclusively proves that armed struggle 
can be a form of struggle at the stage of land 
distribution not at the stage of partial struggles. 
Where as CP group distorts the experiences of 
Telangana armed struggle and states without 
factual basis that in Telangana partial struggles 
took the form of armed struggles.

built based on an agrarian revolutionary progra­
mme. Immediate Programme provides this. CP 
group distorts experience of Telangana armed 
struggle and states without any factual basis 
that in Telangana partial struggles were con­
ducted as armed struggle which is totally false. 
CP group advocate in words armed struggle as 
a form of partial struggle. In practice it carries 
on armed actions without people's participation 
which are nothing but assascination of indi­
viduals.

organisation and revolutionary movement by the 
disruption of the C.P. groups, have helped us to 
clarify our views and to know various view 
points inside our organisation. These are the 
positive results we gained. Present discussion 
of our documents will also help us with further 
clarification. This is the only way to improve 
our mass revolutionary line.

We have discussed important aspects of 
our differences with C.P. group. This discu­
ssion shows that we do not have any points of 
importance that unite us. This discussion can’ 
be summed up.in the following points.

We are able to work out this line because 
we are ralying on revolutionary practice of the 
past and present. We are deriving confidence 
from this practice. A correct line combined 
with revolutionary practice alone can lead us to 
victory.

5). We are of the opinion that any unity 
inside the organisation is possible only on the 
basis of our fundamental line. It has to be im­
plemented and improved upon the basis of expe­
rience we gain by implimenting it. Any convention 
or representative meeting should be held on this 
basis. We think, such a process alone will unify 
and strengthen our organisation.

The C.P. group wants a convention of loose 
elements who have experience in violating our 
fundamental line from a right and "left" oppor­
tunist angle. They reduce the accepted funda­
mental line to a negligible position. They want 
to legalise their departure from mass line under 
the cover of convention

2). We are for an armed struggle as a 
form of struggle for agrarian revolution. For this 
an agrarian revolutionary movement has to be

Where as the C.P. group has no such fun­
damental line. It is attacking our line from 
right and "left" opportunist angle. This is an 
opportunism pure and simple.

1). We have a fundamental line which we 
think it to be correct and it stood the preliminary 
tests. We uphold it. There is no change in 
the line as far as we are concerned.

The documents which we circulated from 
the begining will be there as official documents. 
Our fundamental line being correct all basic 
formulations contained in these documents 
continue to hold good even to this day. How­
ever words inadvertantly used, sentences giv­
ing a meaning of over emphasis or under emph­
asis will be corrected, explained and necessary 
notes will be added. We had summed up our 
experiences of past and present in these docu­
ments. They help in educating and unifying 
the ranks. Therefore we retain them as our 
official documents.

4), Our experience before and after April 
connection provided that the land distribution is 
possible and necessary to build and advance the 
agrarian revolutionary movement We could 
gain this experience by implimenting immidi- 
ate programme whereas CP group refused to im­
plement the programme, violated it by going in­
to premature armed actions. It now says 
that neither agrarian revolution nor armed 
struggle asitsform of struggle is 
immpossible now. Thus it renounces the 
task of agraian revolution and advocates indi­
vidual assosiations. It says that this is the ex­
perience that they had during last two years.
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NOTES:

7.

3. 8.

4.

9.

applying 
Thought

Andhra Pradesh Communist Committee .
(Revolutionaries)

''Nine comments”: The nine articles written 
by the CPC leadership exposing Modern 
Revisionism of CPSU leadership.

(Period 1963).
2. "A reply of Khammam Area Committee” : It 

is a document written and circulated by 
Chandra Pulla Reddy and his associates. It 
was in reply to the P.C. document which 
deals with his violation of the general line 
of our own organisation. (1970-71).

The document on "Morals”, which again 
wcs circulated by C.P. group advocating 
sex-anarchy inside the Party.

6. "Razakars" : Literally means volunteers. 
They were a para - military organisation, 
which has functioned as an appendage to 
Nizam's Armed Forces.

This refers to the conspiracy case against 
Communist Revolutionaries led by T. Naga 
Reddy, filed by the Andhra Pradesh Govern­
ment. Curiously enough the Communist 
Revolutionaries defended the’ Party's gene­
ral line in the court, while the C.P. group 
has disowned it.

5. C.P. group in the whole document refers to 
Chandra ;Pulla Reddy group, which broke 
away from Andhra Communist Revolutiona­
ries in 1970. Subsequently, it has merged 
in the CPI (ML).

They 'carried the "Inner-party struggle'' in 
the streets by virtually denouncing us as revi­
sionists and as advocating laying down of arms 
in their pamphlets, documents and oral propa­
ganda. This has no parallel anywhere in any 
party. In our opinion this is an open declaration 
of split and any talk of unity on the part of C.P. 
group is a deception and fraud.

Faced with this situation, we think it nece­
ssary to reorganise whatever organisation remai­
ning with us on sound revolutionary lines. And 
we are having one . such organisation. It has 
a programme path and a constitution. It is

Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tse Tung 
to the practice of Indian revolution. 

This organisation will try to unite all genuine 
revolutionaries all over India including those 
in the C. P group. The path we have chosen 
is difficult yet a correct one.

Every proletarian party and every revolutio­
nary movement has its own zig-zags in its cou­
rse. In the earlier days the difficulties are all 
the more severe. Under the guidence ot Marx­
ism-Leninism-Mao Tse Tung’s Thought, we rev­
olutionaries will surmount all the difficulties, 
unite and lead Indian revolution to a sucess.

March 23, 1973

'.’’Reject'': is a part of the title of the docu­
ment, circulated by the C.P. group. It con­
tains the "left" opportunist line it advoca-_ 
ted, while asking the ranks to "reject" 
party's correct fundamental line.

"Two Years Experiences": A part of the title 
of the document in which the C.P. group 
has summed up the experiences of its armed 
actions which they characterised as armed 
struggle.

Manthena incident : This refers to an inci­
dent in the forest area of Kareem Nagar 
district when some arms were siezed from a 
Christian Missionary, by the party workers 
functioning in the area.

1(L A Draft Constitution was ready even by 
1971-72. which was circulated to our ranks 
It is mentioned elsewhere in the document.

11 • This point was further clari fied in the "Path 
of Indian Revolution".






