FROBIEMS OF REVOLUTIONARY TRADE UNIONISM

Thesea Adopted by the Eighth Sesgsion
of the Central Council of the R.I.L.Ue
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I. TWO ECONOMIC SYSTEMS AND THEIR INFLUENCE ON THE
CONDITIONS OF THE 'JORKING CLASS

Since the Fifth Congress of the RILU there has been a further
deepening, extension and intensification of the world economlic
ecrisis. During this period France has also been drawn into the
orbit of this crisise.

The crisis embraces thus all the capitalist countries, all
branches of industry and agriculture, with the exception of ths
war industry, which in capitalist countries is continuing to
develop and the production of which continues to grow without a
breaks The decline in production has assumed dimsnsions un-
paralleled in the history of capitalisme The world industirial
production has declined by 30 to 35 per cent by October 1931,
as compared with 1929.

Foreign trade has fallen on the average by 45 to &0 per
cent in the advanced capitalist countries. Notwithstanding the
unprecedented decline in production from 1930, the stocks of
the most impartant commedities are continuing to increasa,

Unemployment has assumed monstrous dimensions. In November,
103C, there were &0 millions completely unemployed in 26 countries
=~ in November,1931, this number has increased to 40 millions.
Millions of workers are partially unemployed. Millions of
peasants are driven from the villages to swell the many=
millioned army of unemployed.

Degpite the bhig decline in the whelesale prices of raw
material and agricultyral produce on thé worlc markets, monopalise
capitaly with the ald and under the protection of prohibttivo
duties, is maintaining retail prices on the home market =t a
high lsvel, and in some countrics it is sven inergssing tliem,
makinz the crisis still more pzinful for the wide toiling masseg

supported by the high prices on the home market, monopolist
capital 1s practicing unprecedented dumping in relation to foreign
countries, which leads to still further competition on the world
market, to the gro-sih of customs barriers, to economic war and to
a further intensificafion of the world crisis.

As & result of the deepening and sharpening of the industriel
and agrarian crigis in 1931, a financial crisis has also broken
out which is assuming the forms of & credit, currency, and banking
crisis, end in some countries also of & crisis in the state
finances, which has seized, in one form or ancther and not in an

equal measure, the entire capitalist world,

The growing dcf{icit in the irading and peying balances, the
failure of a number of big banks ond concerns, the flow of gold
from cne country to ancther, the flight of capital and the growing
deficits of the State budgets, thc withdrawal of shorteterm
foreign loans, the withdrawal of d eposits from the banks, the
panic on the money market, the catastrophic fall of 211 kinds of
securities, the devzluation of currencies, thc abclition of the
gold standard, inflotion - such ore the menifcstations of the
finencial crisis which intensifi. : gtill more the crisis of the
whole capitalist syctem.
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Inflation meriis a reductiorn in real wages. The failure of
banks and concerns neans the clcsing down of o whole number of
factories, a new wave of unemplcyment, the demeciation and loss
ogfthose savings vwhich the best-pnid workers had been able to
effact,

The bourgeoisie in all counti:ies 1is trying to cover the
deficits of the State budgets by increasing thc taation of the
toiling masses, by reducing the co-called socizl expenditure(social
insurance and socicl benefits), by reducing the wages of State
employeces, of workers-in-State enierprises, by reducing -expenditure
on health-protection, on educetion,etce., o

The offensive of cepital on the standard o life of the
working class sinc: the Fifth Cospress of the RILU has become
sharper in all capitzlist ccountriss, has becoms still more_cruel,
e —imbenss and wideo The main chargg;gristic feauresof the offensiwe —
of capital during tho-last yeer7 3 followss—

(1) The offensgie iz directrd not only agninst all-categories — 7
of workere but also against the iiddie--and Iovwer-Stote employeess

— (2) The periond: -betwesn.aliacks.on one and the same group of
—workcys~dg beeemit;: shorters

(3) various forms of direct forced la » {public—work, labour
service duties,etc.) are being nore and more applieds ,———

(4) A special attack against married womer and youths

w O Jdmitations epd deporTta’ i of—Foredgn

—
The-—capitalis s are a ins direcet ard indirectmethods of
reduling the stamdocd TiTe or tie workers, “he working women
_ﬂ_.ﬁnd.mgzk%gg‘;guih’ and mainly the direct reduotimn—efﬁm%mnu;Lﬁ_——-“"’d
wages, thrE—Feduction of wages by woay of the apnlication of
low-paid women and «i:ild labour, by way of the alsplacement of
——skii el worksra by comdmgkilled, 7 the transfer of gkilled
workers tc lower wooe grades, by the application of a reduced
work:ing week and & lonsthepedwoniiing—dny, by wi,of inflation,
reduction in real wares, by incroasing retail prices on the means——"
of subsistemeze of the workers, by reductions of wagag-by-imercased
taxat iep.ef the weokersy-by ~incrcesed-comtributions for social
T TIMsuTEnce setc.

AS a result-of 2ll.thie—the wages of workers have been reduced
during the two years of crisis by 25 per cent in Germany, 30 per
€ent in U.S5.A.y, 20 per cent in Ensland, 35 per cent kn Japan, 10
1o 12 per cent in France,etc. The working class of the U.S.A. has
lost, during the twc years of crisis, and as a result of unemploy-
ment 2nd reduction n wages, the =um of 22 milliaw»d dollars, the
— _ Germenrworking class lost 16 millizrd marks.et .

The bourgeoisie is_Jeading an attack not only against the
employed workers, but also against the unemployed (reductions in
benefit, increase in workers! contribwtions, narrowing of the circle
of the insured and the circle recciving benefit,ete.), it leads an
attack against the eick, the invalids and the aged, reducing their
__benefits and—pensions, the position is still worse in those

—  countries where ther~z is no unemnioyment insurance(U.S.A.,Japan,
etc.) where the unei;:loyed have in rely upon alis and charity or
are simply docmed to death by starvation.

-

Only one country has not becu seized by the crisis, only in
one country is there a growth in +the whole national economy
—umprecedented in history - this is the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republicge Theworking classof " he-USSR has attained decisive
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successes in the fizld of Sccinlist construction. While the world
industrial production has declined by 30 to 35 per cent during the
last two years, the production cf the USSR has increased in 1930
end 1931 by 45 per cent. 82 per cant of all the peasant households
have already been organised in c¢ollective farms in 1931,

The advantages of planned .ccialist Soviet economy over the
anarchic, decaying planless capiiualist econony have never yetl been
so strikifg. In the lands of c-ﬁltel mere and more factories are
closing day by day = in the USJu in 1931 alcne hundreds of great
factories have started work, 1In the capitalist countries the
productive apparatus is working tremendously below cepacity - in
the USSR the entire productive =2nparatus, all the factories and
works are working unceasingly.

In the capitealist countries chere is forced labour, the
labour for the ben«fit of an alicn class, of o class of exploiters
and oppressorg. 11 the USSR fic¢ae socialist laobour, labour for
oneselfy for the strengthening 2 consolidetion of the might of
the toilers, for .he material and cultural bettering of the
working class. In the capiteol’ i countries « unheard of terrorism
in the factories, espionage, the employers' drive, and work, the
stirulus of which is hunger and fear of dismisscle In the USSR
is tremendous labour enthusiascis.

In the USSR there are 3.5 million shiock workers, enthusiasts
of Socialist consf o uction, volvri~-rily raising the productivity
of lzbour, so as o reach and outstrip ths advenced capitalist
countries technical?y and eccnc. 'cally. The working cless of the
USHL. is proving t¢ e working ~lusg of the “whole world the
adventages in nraciice of boviet Jockalist economy as against the
capitolist eystem.

3ide by side y,ith the ecoacmic pressure, and marching in
advance and support/ Tt, a politic~l attack is also developing
in the capitalist countries on *le elemuntury rights and geins
of the workers( tlc shooting cn workers' demonstrations, the
destruction of workers'! orgenisaiions, the workers' Press, mass
arrestsy etcs). Las‘,lst reaction has ralsed ite head everywhere.
The bourgeoisie, from a dictatorship covered by '"democratic'
ornaments has in & number of countries passed over, and in others
is preparing for the transition to an open faccist dlct“torshlp.
The USSR, at the same time, is iiquicdating wi*h a strong hend the
kulaks as a class and is leadin: the whole covntry along the path
of developed proletarian democr 7y .

In the capitalist countrleu there is 2 hiwe growth in
unemployment s in the USSR on the contrary, thorc is & sharp
deficiency of labcuir power and 2 hige growth. nuamerically, of the
proletaeriat. In tho C“pltullst countries =~ kuizc wage cuts - in
the USSR, 1ncreﬁse* in wages{ b/ licvember 1931, .y <0 per ccut, as
compared with 192¢

In the lands o capital th¢ icngthening of the working day
and the wide appl*“ tion of the  horter workin; week(partial

unemployment), in v.¢c USSR the " -hour day with increased wages.

In capitalist .ountriecs evi~v ons of the uremploryed from their
homes, and the conp.te cessatici of honse puilding for the
workers, in the US-" greandicse * ‘ers' honsii~ construction and the
building not only pany thouws 103 of new wo~icrs! districts but
of entire cities. I. cg italisy countries, relentless reductions

in gocial Bmmufdnc. in the U3SK ~ huge growth in the social
insurance budget.
In theeceas
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En the capi®~list countri:s a reduction of expenditure on '
naticnal education, in the USS? an impetuous growth in the number
of schools, techiicel collegee, ~nd hlgh schools attached to the
big factories for the toilers -zl their chi.dren.

aS & result of the great : chievements ond the hercic struggle

of the workers, the building ol the foundatione of Socialist
econcmy is being completed in the TSSRe  The sympathy of the wide
toiling masses in the capitalist countries for the land of the
proletarian dictatorship is, in this connection, growing day by
day. The bourgericie and ths cocial~fascist. consider as a denger
for themselves, ot only the r:alisation of thc great Five<Year
Plen, but even the comparison of the unprecescnted crisis in
capitalist econorv #ith the great upsurge of tL: USSR, for this
comparison is a sentence of desth for cs plto igt economy. It
convinces the w14 st magses of the oppressed workers of the
advantages of Sccialism over C‘“lt lism. It ajbres them ulong the
path of a revolutionary way out of the crisis , poverty and wage
slavery. It is this, that two_wolls, two gy ' .wms of econgrny and

-

lgbouvi confront cn: anothes:. S

The struggle Zor markeis, ivse the sources of raw material,for
gold, for a new rccivision of the world, has itecome more extremely
inténsified. The irperialists ore seekLng ever more actively an
outlet from the crisis along tic path of now wmrs(plunderih“ seizure
by Janman of Manchuriz,etc.), tha Internation:l ourgeoisiec Iis

strzining all its *ﬂports so ai to put & stop to the growth and
flourishiwger Statc of“Sroeialigh Jn.wtr_uktlon caud is preparing wililary
intervention so «s to put an en. to the eeuwniry 4bich-is.building
up- Sccialism. |

The danger ol war of the iiperialists arong themsexv,w, and
particularly-af-ihe imperialic® s againsi the USSRtﬁhao.grcwn
considerably since the time of .1 Fifth Conor.ss. The workers in
the whole world & struck mor: mnd riore v1kuJJ with the radical
difference between cecaying ceoitalism and fiourishing Eocialism.

world of capiteiism and +n*_ vorld of Socirlism are coninuing
-‘-““%o~deve;gp>1n opr aite d;recthr' e

The capitalist system is baconring more ¢nd more shattered,
Socialism is growir~ amd—consol . ating in Lk T188R, a revolutionary
-« -upsurge is rising 21l over the ..1ld, elags— ntagenien is becoming "
ever more hrtensified and the internstiwnal oroletariat is being
faced more and mor: pointedly—w’th the question: a capitalict -or
a revolutionary~way out of the crisis,

II. THE 25ORMIST AND Vi VOLUITONARY "T/DE UNICN MOVEMENTS
Il CONDITIONS G+ THE WORLD ECOLJMIC CRISIS

; THE Amsterdsam International which is unlcr the leadership of
international Social~Democracy mmd which supported caprcallsu
rationalisation end hailed prosperity is fevo.diihly seeking a capi-
talist way out of ths crisis torether with the whole bourg60131e.
The fundamental position of the ..-sterdamites consists i - that
the working clasg must help the bourgecisic Ly All means,; as
quickly as possibic, to come out of the cris -, and that ithe main
thinz dis to maintain capitalis’ cconomy.

The reformists insist thal @« way out of the crisie is possible
only along internatficnal paths. ¢nd the refOFI-oto of one country
strongly put forw.:¢ as the cu prits of the cr isis the bourgeoisie
of the competing ccuntry, and not the Lourgecisie of their own. With
this as a starting »oint., the .rsterdam Inteanc,¢on puts forward
the slogan of recul-ting “edlu recrding to plaxn, tre public control
over trus d;c'ﬂfbﬁﬁﬁ”ﬁLu- a7 BMarnaticnal regulation of
prices,etc. =
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The nationel rcformist org-nisations complete this "labour
programme’ with the demands of & Supreme Industrial Council 2nd 2
Five-Year Plan{U.5....), inflatien, protection, planned national
economy and n2tionalisation of the mining industry with compensation
(Great Britain), State capitalism(Austria), strengthening of the
influence of the social principle in private economy(Germany),

ayment of reparations in kind and percentage limitation of immigra=-
tion to the factorics(France),ctcs

The reformists in all counirics ectively collaborate in and
frequently even toke the initiative in carrying through a regime of
econony &t the expunse of the working class by way of lowering the
3dving standard of the working masses ( the Labour Party and the
General Council in Great Britaln, support of the Bruening Govi.,its
amergcency laws, the support of the anti-workers' policy of Hoover
by the .merican Fedcration of Lebour).

The more the crisis sharpens, th: more that the discontent
of the working messcs grows, the niore are "left" slogans being put
forward by the .msterdamites, who dgsire by "left" phrases and
fraudulent manoeuvrcs to run awsy from the greviing anger, dissatis-~
factlon and demaigs of the ? ggg. The rofornlsts speaﬁ of the
benkruptey of the aerpitalist ng £ the neceegity to replace the
hankrupt regime by snother regim: but simultanaouslﬁawith thla they
propoga the tactic of the "leseur evil," and warn the workers of
the ryination of civil war and of the necegsity of finding a way
oyt ?{ g@-eeﬁhlmnunmsﬂthnoughmih- Loague of Nations and its

wdnetltgtions.

Together with all the bourrecis Parties which can only see a
way out of the crisis by puttine ~11 its burdens on the shoulders of
the working class, internztionel reformism is supporting all the
reactionary measures of the bour,coisie, covering up its anti-workars!
policy by the theory that if we <o not retreat and if we do not
voluntarily meke concessions to +he capitalists, the bouwrgeolsie wilt~
carry through 8till more eruel nuasures against the workerse Tha—"
rev@%utionary trade union movement must systamatically cerry on the
struggle against all attempts of the reformiste to cover up their
partieipation in the politilcal rrg] cconomic attacks on the living
Bteninga and eleiltary wights and gains of Mg working mhsses.

It is necessary untiringly ‘o expose before the masses the o0ld
and the new social-rascist slogens and their capitalist progremme
- of a way out of tic crisis, specilal attention heing paid to the
exposure of the leaders of the “deft" soeial-damocratic groupings
in the reformist trade union movement who are striving by their
"lef't" phrases to prevent the broak awey of the workers from
social-Tascism( Scidewitz, Brandl.r, Maxton, Dumoulln).

The .4ll-~Germen Federation of Trade Unions at its last Congress
in Frankfurt(Septcmber 1931), declered the necessity of sacrifices
on the part of the workers, and the German trade unions carricd
through in practicez a sesies of agreements with the employers in
this very spirit. The British Trrde Union Congress in Bristol
(September,1931), dcclared itself in favour of protection and
ggeinst dhecmBrugglce of the masses for their urgent demands. The
Congress of the Reformist Confedar=tion of Labecur in France
(September,1931), passed a resolution, which obviously agreed with
the Government of Laval, giving in advance its sgreement to all the
anti-~workers'! measures which the Hourgeoisie may decide upon. The
last Congress of the .umerican Feceration of Labour (Seotember,1931)
has Geclared in favour of Hoover's slogan "work in turn"(Stagger
systemn), covering up the slogan of Hoover by the slogen “equeal
distribution of work."
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The leaders of the reforniet trade union movement have carried
throuch & lowering in the standsrd of life of the working messes
not only in co-operation with Lle representatives of the other
reacticnary unicus, but have also come to an understanding directly
with the employers, and have uvported all the measures of any
cepitalist Goverrment from Hoov'r and Laval to Bruening and Boldwin
(Great Britain, Goermany, Francs, Czechosloveckin, Polaend, U.S<4.,
Japon,etce)s These leaders of the trade unions not only came
forvr- rd in favour of economy ai the expense of social insurance(the
General Council of the British Trade Union, the /ill-German
Federation of Tradec Unionsgetce ), but even declared themselves with
determination agesinst the introduction of social ingurance in
such countries whorg this does not exist( ths smerican Federation
of Labour).

iv characteristic peculiarity of the activity of the reformists
during this periecd is their initistive in the voluntary reduction
of wages and in 11 other anti-workers' measures. There is complete-
unity &£ views in this respect, notwithstandinz differences in
practical methods, among the leaders of all the reactionary trade
unions, beglnnlnﬂ with the .mstardam, Catholic and Hirsch-Dunker
trade unions and ¢nding with th: yellow Kuomintang ones.

/nd so, the intensification of the econcmic crisis is
encouraging stITT more before wic masses the "ouggeo;s _capi
gnce _of internﬁiionai refbrmiom and is brincing out its

active role in “the matter of pas sing all the “hurdens of the
crisis on the shoulders of the wile working LASSE6.

The crisis has unmagked all the reformist twaddle about

~———prosperity, about the benefici=l iInfluence of capitalist rationali-

sation and has compelled the reformist trade union bureaucracy to ~—
engage openly in saving not onl’y the cepitalist systemy but
individual capitalists who have bacome hankrupt, by supporting
Governments which psy out millisrds of the peoplets money to
industrialists and financiers covering up this policy by phrases
of the "public good" and even o "Socialism."

alist

The crisis has brought abcut that the workcrs have before
them, in the practice of the day-to-day strugile, a comparison L
between the reformist and the revolutichary trade-union movement-«

roetional Socizl-~Demgcravy, this chief Sccial prop of the

dictatorship of the bourceoisie,lins converted the trade unions which
it lcads into bulwerks of the canitallst system, into organisations
which serve the bonrgeoils state and support it, and who hdve become
the closest end moct necessary collahorators Lo the bourgeois
State machine, which increage-en? will continue to increase more
and more the growin: antagonism between the nmaose of the membership,
and the blackleg trede union apraratus(the textile workers' strike
in Great Britain, the miners! strike in the Ruhr,etc.). The saving
and improvement of the capitalist systemy this is what determines
the theory and practice of the reformist trade union movement.

The question of the relaticis 1o the bour~-ecois State, the
capitelist system =nd. the crisis of capitalism is the fundamental
political line of demercation b tween the refcrmist and the revolu-
tionary trade unicn movement. <+he revolutionery trade union
mogement determinus its tactice not from the point of view of the
interests of the maintenance and «¢ymsolidation of the power of the
bourgeoisie, but conly from the .«.!.nt of view of the interests of
the working class, snd the probicr: of the seizure of power hy the
working class.

For this reascn it was onl  the revoluticnary itrade unicn
movement which has organised ah’ 1allicd the workers for the struggle
againsStesse
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against the offen:ive of capits®, alone it or:irnised strikcsy,and it
was only the revcluiionary trac . union movement which called upon and
rouscd the masses fer the defen:: of their every daydemands ~nd final
obJjectse a

The experien:: of the ccouonic struggle since the time of the
Fifth Congress ie axceedingly rich, with the struggle of hundreds of
thousands of prolct rians under the leadership of the revolutionary
trade union movement and the unheard-of open ~nd behihd-the=-scenes
betrayals on the part of the relirmist trade union bureaucracy, which
has many a time headed strikes culy for the purpose of betraying
them all the more 2isilye.

The cepitelist nature of il reformist tride union movement ﬁgmes
to the surface with sspecial cl ~imess when it is compared with tHEy1et
trade union movemuntes The Soviet trade unions subject their day-to-dey
work to thé develc iant of Soci:1ist economy, the reformist trade
unien bureaucracy :djeets the wi. le of its work to the saving of
capitalist economy. The Soviet . ade unions strain all their
efforts so as to nclp to accomy™ish the '"Piatilekta"(Five Year Plan)
in four years, th: reformist trede unions strnin all their efforts,
frequently under tha cover of "Iluit" phrases, so as to fulfil all
the plans for savin; capitalism, vhich are worked out by the bourge=-
oilsies  The Soviet Lrade unions ~i'e dofng everything so as to
improve the condiuvion of the wo.oking cleass( rnising wages, the
sevén-hour working: doy,etc.)y 4 the reformist trade union

- hurgaucracy is straining all it eiforts so. a6 to assist the

bourseoisie to-imprive its pesit/ h at the expense of the working
¢lase (reducing wugnaf_;ngpcixgyJvaqulngmsnmugungﬁi;,qgnanﬁa‘to
capltalistes—en =&eesint of taxationgetcs).

The experiencs of the last yo~rs especially has.shown that the
reformist and the i¢voluticnary tiade union movements differ from
each other not only in the cquest: on of their relation to theState,
but in the practicsl day-to-—deay guzstions-which are before the
“working-clses, - arising—frem-the developing crisise It is just
because of this thnt it is necessary to increase tenfold our activity
in the struggle against the reformist trade union bureaucracy, with
the object of wresting the wide mnsses from sceisl=-democratic theory
and practice.

The strensthendnz and sherpening of the stpusggle against “ﬂfﬁ'r
socizl~democracy ( which is the moderate wing of FascIism=5 !

the roformist trads union bureaucracy is the most importemt
e-requislite for the successful struggle against Fasclsm, ond for
' 2 more rapidly the majority of the working class, for &
gevolutionary way ot of the crisls. The amsterdam International
end 1ts sections, l:. by internni..nal social-democracy, is the most
importent obstacle in the struggle of the workin> class against the
offensive of capit~l.,

The fmsterdamites not only s¢cod back and tie down the initiative
of the masses, but nctively disru t all the movements of the workers
by way of open strile bresking or 2ck-stair machinetions with the
employers. The exprn:ure, therefor:., of the policy and practice of
the 4msterdamites cii. their parti:ipation in the offensive of capltal
on the standerd of life and the ol-mentary richts of the workingclass
is the most importrnt task of all ndherents of the RILU.

BEaperience hag chown thet thoie is only one trade union movement
which mobilises the rnesses againic the offensive of capital,which is
making tremendous sacrifices in ‘¢ class war, ond that is the
revolutionary trade union movemew”, united in the RILU. And so stern
experience impels the masses to cumpare the reformist and revolutionary
trade unions, and to choose the w~y of constant capitulation and
defeat or the way ».' class strug, il =~ the way of Amsterdam or RILU.
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III. LESSOLS OF THE ECCHOMIC STRUGGLE SINCE THE
FIFTH CCIGRESS.

THE period thot has elapscd since the Fifth Congress of the
RILU has entirely and fully confirmed the perspective of the Fifth
Congress of the ineviteble growth of the econonic struggle of the
prolctarisat with the further dev:lopment and intensificafion of
the crigis and the offensive of capitale. In 211 the most important
capitalist and colonial countries we have before us a considerable
growth of the ecconomic struggles( Germany, Poland, Great Britz2in,
Frence, India, U.S....y Czechoslov=akia, China,etc.S. The strike
movement has eeized a number of countries in which for a leng period
there had been almost no eccnomiz struggles(isustria, Hollend, the
Scandinavien countiri:s, the Balk- ns, a number of the small cclonial
countrics,etcCe) o s

At the same time, we have hod a wide development im all countries
of such forme of economic struggles of the working class as strikes
in departments, ca'e-canny strikes, stay-in strikes, protest
demcnsteations.etcs The unemployed movement has assumed mass dimengiong
and is more and more linked up with the economic struggles of the
workers employed in the factoricse. The further radicalisation of
the mosses has found its expression, begides the various forms of
econoijle struggle end unemployed movaments, in the most various
forms of political demonstrations; right up to mass political
strikes( Germany: Braunschweig and Nawes; Czechcslovakiag Freiwsldang
Polands Grodnoj etc.).

The peculiarities of the economic struggle of the proletariat
after the Fifth Consress are as followse

(2) The increased importance of strikes as o means of defence
and counterw-pffensive of the working,;in conditions of the development
of the crisis. Hence, the growth everywhere of police repressione
and the pressure of the State apparatus during the cconomic strugglas
the formation of speeial armad strikeebreaking coliimsawhich together
with the Fascists, coms forward a;ainst the worksrse. Hence the
new tactics of the cmployers who apply different methods of ottack
on the working clase(reductions of over-tariff wage rates, reductions
in working time without the mmintenance of the old wages 1in some
cases, and the lengthening of the workimg day in othersg, abandonment
tariff's, disadvantageous for the bowrgeoisie and the forced continua-
tion of collective agreements which are adventgeous for it,etc.),
which is striving by false promiscs and negotiations to luil the
vigilence of the working masses for the purpose of on unexpected
attack and blow( Berlin: metal workers! strike in 1931, the strike
of textile workers in Northern France in the summer of 1931 =nd
otherss; the January miners' strikc in South Walés). Hence the new
Bactics of the reformists 4 who are increasingly applying "left"
manoeuvres andy nt the same time, acting more thon ever they Aid
before in co-operation with police apparatus at times of strikes
(the textile workers' and miners! strikes in France, the port
workers in Duisburg snd Hemburg, the seamen's etrike in Germony,the
miners' strike in Pennsylvania,etc.)e

(b) The resistance of the workers has becom: more stubborn,
despit: the unprecedented terrorism of the employers and the police
md the subtle treacherous menoceuvres of the so-~inl~Fascists(strikes
in Germany, Poland, Bulgaria; the¢e miners' strikec in Permsylvsniag
Ihe e, ricultural labourers' strikes in Germany =nd Czechoslovakiag
the textile workers'! strike in France, and otherc). Much more
sharply and frequently than hitherto, strikers come up against the
entire political apparatus of the hourgeois government. More
rapidly than hitherto and thanks tc the pressurc of the police
apparatus, economic strikes are growing into mass and political
gtrikes(the struggle of the Czechoslovakia quarrymen in Freiwaldan,

the eo.
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Swedish paper work.rssetc.). Fven a2 amnll cccnomic conflict
beccomes transforred into 2 mass political movement more easily than
hitherto(the Warsew tramway worlers, the "Renard" mine in
Dombrovogetce ).

(c) The decline of the elerment of spontaneity in the economic
struggles, notwithstanding the tactics of unexpected attacks on
the part of the eiiployers and thes manoeuvres of the reformists
(all the recent strikes in Germany, Poland,and others)=- although
spontaneity is still a predominating feature in the economic
struggles in a number of countrics. The RILU adherents have not
yet learnt how to direct this movement of the masses into an
organisational channel.

(d) The growth of strike colidarity, the almost complste
sbsomce of strikebreoakiing on the part of the unemployed, despite
the inecdtement by the bourgeoisie of the unemployed against the
employed; the fallure of the Fagelst attemptas to create a mass
movement in the factories and among the unemployed for the
organisation of strlkebreaking, both within the factorilee and tha
rear of the strikers(Germany).

(e) The growth in some countries of strikeos, which ended
succossfully despita the crisis and umemployment, both in the sense
of the direct satiszfaction of the demands of the workers as well
as in the sense of beabing off the attacks of the employeras

(f) Considerable achievements in a number of countrieg by the
revolutionary trade union mowvement 1in the orpanisatlon and indepspie
dent leadership of the strike struggles. The independent leadership
of the economic struggles has bcon more vividly expressed in
countries with a hizher state of revolutionmary upsurge(Polamd
Germany, Spaln, China). At the same time, the revolutionary %rado
unior movement up 1o the present has succeeded in drawing - "
into the struggle only part of ths workersyand it,therefore,
succeeded only partlally to keep back the tempos of the offensive
of capital.

(g) In the progress of all the sconomic struggles which took -
place after the Fif'th Congress of the RILU, the revolutionary treda
union movement, dosplite the conegiderable weaknesses still existing
was the only farce that came forward in the organisation of the
proletariat against the attacks of capital. And it was Jjust this
role of the revolutionary trade union movement which was the main
reascon why the reformist leaders frequently felt themselves
compelled to mask their treacherous work of disruption of strikes
by "left" phrases about the struggle and even formal "support” of
strike movements so that they might more conveniently disrupt them.
At the same time, the Central Council of the RILU declares that the
revolutionary trade union movement has not yect, to a sufficient
degrec, utilised in practice the directives of the Strassburg
Conference and the Fifth Congress of the RILU.

In the leadership of the eccnomic strugglcs since the Fifth
Congrdas, the following weaknesscs and defects of the revolutionary
trade union movement heve come on the surface.

(1) The wcakness of the revolutionary trede union movement in
the factories as the main source of all the weakmnesses of the
independent leadership of the economic struggles. Hence the
insufficient mobilisation of the wide masses of workers for a striks.
Hence the reliance on the spontansous movement of the masses ..

WML Lok s ptrd L, onee tln Siliznes on
which frequently docmed a strike to failure evon before it had
begun. Hence the irsufficient ccncreteness in the demands for
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every factory separately. Hence the weaknessAn carrying through
the united front from below.

(2) The strike activity of the revolutionsry trade union
movement and the independent leadership of the cconomic struggles,
with its general undoubted successes since the Fifth Congress of
the RILU, is still lagging behind considerably desp ite the
devclopment of the objectively favourable conditions and growth
of the fighting capacities of the masses.

(3) The elements of spontanzity in the economic struggle are
still much too high; the employers succeed in their offensives - to
catch the revolutionary trade union movement napping, as the latter
has nct yet learnt how seriously to take into account the situation
of the struggleyand to choose the moment for the begimming 2and end
of » strike.

/ The preparation of a mass basis for a strike

(4) The orgen isatiocnal preparation of the economic struggle is
still congiderably lagging behind the agitation and propaganda for
a strikes/An the factories before and during the struggle ( sirike
comnittees, elected by all the strikers, the discussion and
adoption of the demends worked out by them), and consolidaticn after
the struggle, all this is still extremely weak. There is still
an insufficient understanding of the importance of a mass basis for
the cirike committees as a weapon in the strusgle against the
reactionary trade union apparatus; the membership of the reformist
and other reactionary trade unions are still insufficiently drawn
into the economic struggle, into its preperations and into the
organs which should lead it.

(5) The fear of the messes, thé lack of foith in the fighting
capaecities of the masses in conditions of crisis,are still very great;
also the incapability, and sometimes the fear of extending thsa
territory of the strike struggle; also the incapability and some-
times the fear of transferring the strike to h izher forms of
political mass strike, and side by side with this, the incer-bility
of combining a strike with other forms of econcmic struggles,and
also the incapability ef utilising all forms of protest of the workiy
masscs against the offensive of cnpital for the preparation of mass
economic end political strikese.

(6) The contact, at times of strikes, of the unemployed with
the strikems 1s still insufficient; due attention is not devoted
to thc prevention of strike~breaking on the part of the unenployed,
to drawing the unemployed into the strike strugglee. The cases of
organisation of the simultaneous concrete movements of strikers with
the object of supporting the demonds of the uncmployed are very rare.

(7) The incapability of beating off the treacherous mancauvres
of the reformists; the lack of understanding of the importance for
the c¢conomic struggle of the proletariat of winning by the
revolutionary trade union movement, of positions within the reformist
trade unions; the weskness of these positions were the greatest
obstacle and orne of the most serious seasons for the defeat in a
number of the most important strikess the lack of understanding of
the importance of the united front of all the workers in the
facteries for the success of the economic strusilee.

(8) The much tco general character of strikec agitation;
insufiicient concreteness of the struggle against the offensive of
capit=2l and the incapability of taking advents = of the d ightest
conflict between lahour and capital for the development of & wide
econcmic struggle.

(2) Insufficient capability of profiting by the discontent of
the msses and all forms of protest,and the economic struggle for

the recruitmenteecses
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the recruiting of ncw members inte the Red trade unions and trade
union opposition,and the systematic consolidation and development
of the independent re¢volutionary trade union movement .

The main task of all the adherents of the revolutionary trade
union movement for the immediate future is the fulfilment,with the
maximum energy and persistency, of the policy-of the Fifth RILU
Congress on the independent leadership of the economic struggles
on the basis of the widest united front of the working class
against the attacks of the employers, for the every-day demands of
the workers amd for the revolutlonary way -out of the crisis,

IV. THE GROWTH OF UMEMPLOYMENT AND THE LAGGING BEHIND
IN THZ IEADERSHIP OF-THE UNEMPLOYED-MOVEMENT.

" UNERMD. naa continued to grow since the Fifth Congress,
“—“and_s1l.sisms show that unemployment will alsc continue to increase

in dhe future, Forced lebour for the unemployed has been introdyced. -~

in & number-of countries, not only o» publie work, but even cn

work for private individuals.,who, by agreement witnh the Government,

are utiliging the unemployed as chear labour power with the object

of decreasing the Stute expenditure on socisl incusemes, the

reformiste, in some countries, put forward the slogan," The w

must work one day for the benefit of the unemployed," or "The -

workers must temporarily yield .their place at the bench to-the S s

We must carry on the most determined struggle against these
attempts to free the employvro—and the Stete ITome€Xpendituare and to
‘place on the workiny class the burden of maintaining the ammy of
~-—upemrloyedas Insurance at the expense of the State and the employerg
~ such must be the main slogan of the revolutioconary tradewunion —~—
movement, on the basis of which we musi mobildse the masses of

“unemployad-and those in.epploymente.

The reformiats, fearing the rewvolutignary energy dnherent in
milliang of sterving people, the reformists, even if they org

"~ ~the unemployedy do so onl or the gurgose of keeg%gg them from
__the re¢volutionary struggles e Fa ta are displaying great
gctivity, energe%icﬁﬁ%y working among the unemployed amd Trecrudting
among thehungry people, strike-breakers and fishters.for their
shock troopsg

In order that unemployment my De lessaencd, the Truling clagses
with the sympathy and the supnort of the reformist bursaucrecy,are
puttin; forward schemes of emigrating the unemployed to Africa
(Germany), and in such places where there is = large labour
immpigration, the bcurgeois and social-Fascist pirties.and the
reformist and other reactionary trade unions insist,not only on the
prohibition of entry into those countries of foreign workers, but
also upon the mess deportation of foreign workcrs( USA, France). In
the presepee of tens of millions of unemployed, 2ll the
revolutionary tradc unions should have closely taken up the
organisation of this potentional revolutionary power and yet almost
all thc sections of the RILU have taken up this work considerably
dateo.

The International Day of the Struggle againct Unemployment,
February 25,1931, brought to the surface the great weaknesses of the
RILU sections,which do not systematicelly work in the unemployed ™
movement, but by the way,which leads to a considerable lagging
behind of the unemployment movement from the repid growth of
unemployment.s After the special resolution of the Executive Bureau
of May 5th, and decisions of the Prague Conference,there was an

improvement in eseee



-] O

imprévement in some countries, but 211 the scre, the organicational
and political weork among the uncmployed still lags considerably
behind the growth of unemployment =nd revoluticnisation of the masses.

The main weakncgs of all the unemployed or:anisations
(committec s and ccunecils) is the breach betwecen the evaryday demands
of the unemployed and the ~enernl class demands of the proletariat.
Instcad of concentr~ting all thcir work on the day-tk-day neecds of
the unemployed, of trying , day by day, to secure from the village
communities, the municipalities »nd the State Immediate and direct
assistance, instead of fighting cainst evicticns, againstthe cutting
off of gas and electricity, and fighting for the issue of coal,milk
for children,etc., and linking up this struggle with the general
class tasks of thco proletariat, instead of doing all this,the
committees and councils of unemptoyed , in-a number of countries,
occupy themselves with questions of but a general character, and
put forwerd all=emhracing programmes which the masses were
frequently unable 10 understand,

In those placcs where the councils and committees of unemployed
havc carried on a systematic struggle for the cveryday demands and to
the cxtent to which they linked up the urgent demands with the
demands common to the unemployed and those in employment, the
influence of the unemployed organisation, and caually of the sections
of the RILU, have grown(Poland, Czechoslovakia). As soon as the
adherents of the RILU weakened the struggle for the everyday needs
of the¢ unemployed, the unemploycd organisations fell to pieces and
there was a weakening of the whole movement. :

A great weaknass of 2ll the unemployed orzans is their lack
of crystallisation, the constant disappesarance of ofganisation and
the birth in its place of another, the insufficient econtrol of the
unemployed themselves over the work of the committees and councils,
and the weak contact between the unemployed themselves and the
leading organs.

While in some countries( Germany) the unerployed orgenisations
were 2nd are a part of the revolutionary trade union oppositicn,the
unemployed organisations in other ccuntries are not linked up at all
with the employed workers( Prence, Czechoslovakia, Great Britain)which
separates the unemployed movement from the struzgle of the werkers
in employment. In some countries( Spain), wher¢ the unemployed
movement 1s elready now playing a big revolutionary part and where
the connection between the unemployed with those at work for joint
action against the countererevolutionary republicam socialist
governments 1s doubly important, the formation lLas begun of
unemplcyed trade unions, which is an unpardonablc distortion of the
line of “the RILU in the domain of the organis~tion of the uncmplcyed.

Upto the prescnt the methods of demonstration predominate in our
work among the unem:loyed over the organisational consolidaticn of
the unemplcyed moverment ond the concrete insistence upon their
everyday interests. The revolutionary trade union movement organises
and leads the stru. sk for the demands of the jnvenligednemployed
to a perfectly insuificlent degrec. There is as yet no sericus break
in the methods of work and the organisation of the unemployed,and for
this reason,the hure masses of the unemployed are still outside
the influence of the revolutionary trade union rovement. And yet
the character of the post-war gencral crisis of capitalism is such
that mass unemployment is not a temporary, a quickly passing
phanomenon. '

It is and will remain a constent concomitent of the decaying
capitelist system. Consequently, the developmont of the unemployed



movement, in its linking up wicth the struggle of those at work, who
up to the present " me have not y2t rendered sufficient aid to

the struggle of ti:e unemployad, is becoming in the conditions of
the present econoizic crisis and the huge additional growth of
uneiiployment, not - temnorary !ut a constant aud one of the most
important tasks of the internaticnal revolutionary trade union
movement.

The experience of the last months has shown that with serious
work among the urernployed it ic j,ossible to secure the leadership of
the mass unemployed movement( ¢rcat Britain, Cermany and Poland){
The Eighth Sessicn of the Centr:zl Council of the RILU, in confirming
the decision of the Executive Lurcau of May Sth on the forms and
- methods of the orzcnisation of the unemployed =znd the decisions of
the Prague Conference, charges «11l its sdcticns to devel op work amay
the unempbyed on the basis of tiicse decisions.

V. FIGHT FOR THE UNI" . FRONT FRCYM BaLOW

IN the conditions of the i.creasing poveriy and discontent’ of
the masses,and the zrowth of cl: s struggles, the most important
task of the RILU <-lerents is i capable ors-nisation of the united
front of the work:. s of all tend.ncies, as well as the unemployed,
for the Joint defence against +h: offensive of capital and for the
counter=-offensive or the workir, dass. The siruggle for the un-
organised and org¢rised workere :¢nd for wresiin: them from the
reactionary leaders can only be successful, providing the adherents
of the RILU are ablc to put befors every worker the question as to
how he is to defen? his wages zn’ his workin; day, etcsy In practice,
how tc orgenise 1 “lstance to i attack of cepital, and the forms
which the collectiv: mevements of the préletariat are to assume.

The task concicts in expla . ng to the eunnire working mass in
the very factories the charaztcr zand dimensions of the present
offensive of capitcls to approach 1 a comrade-like fashion the rank
and file worker, re¢_ ardless of ..z crganisaticn to which he may
belong, so as to drnw him into the joint strugale against capital.
The richt opportunist and left unctarian deviations which havebeen
noted by the Fifth Congress of tne RILU in some sections in this
domain have nct yot oeen outliveus. Somes in the Interests of the
united front, are propared to Lacy sitent abcut the main thing in
the united front, rw.iely that iy is created f+. the defence of the
interests of tae wcrlers, not for agreement wi-"but for the fight
against the bourgecisie. Another cxtreme, not l2ss harmful and not
less dangerous, ics the mixing v in one pile ¢ the rank apd file
workera and the l:cders, the re™ral to work ~it together with the
workers of other tendencies a jrint programme I day-to-day demandse.

Both these doviations from ic line of th: RILU must meet with
a determined resictince, The m =%t important t~ck of the adherents
of the RILU is the i:.bilisation the worker. _or definite concrete
movements eand actir . Tha demew . must be foruuliated simply and

in a manner which .1l make ther < mnevelly unccrstood so thet every

<

worker should unic o .and that h re is a guestion of vital interest
to hime. The adhercnns of the F | must cirgen”t 0 Llie united front
in tihe factoriss ... 1 the ranx file workers, the members of the

reformist and othoyr reacticnary - i.de unions.

The more int:n : the pressr. of the capitelists on the living
standard of the w. ... ing macsses 117 beccme, thc more rapid will be

the growth of fe-+ =t and disc ntont within h. reformist and
other reactbnary t > <e wnions, i the oppositicn movements of the
factory trade unicn organfzntis o gainst the —oneral line of the
reformist and cther —eacticnary o dorse The zdherents of the RILU
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must propose the united front on the basis of & concrete procramme

of demands of 2ll foctory organications of the reformist and other
reactionary trade viiions, who cor: forward against the transfer of
the burden of the ciisis on the sroulder of the working class,against
class collaboration and for the class strugglc.

Tosether wifh the growth of iscontent of the massesy the "left"
manocuvres of the lcaders of the reformist and other reactionary
trade unions are becoming more frequent (proposzl of the united
front, unity, "left’ demands, "thireats" againct capitalism, short-
termdemonstrative strikes for the disruption of the strugzggle which
is being prepared by the revolutionary trade union movement). The
adhercnts ofthe RILU must reply tc these manoceuvres of the trade
union bureaucrats by increasing the struggle for the united front
from beclow, by discussing the whole tactics of the reformist leaders
amd =11 their manccuvres at workers! meetings, and by contrasting the
words of the striki-uoreeking tracc union bureaucrats with their deeds.
The ni2in task in thuve cases is *¢ explain to the working masses the
diffcrence between: *'ie united front of the leaders of the reactionary
trade unions for the support of Lhc bourgeoisie snd the united front
of the working messcs for the vital demands of the workers against
the bourgeoisiec.

A number of cases may be noted during the past period when the
initiative of the united front wae taken by the "left" reformists,
One must pay the grostest atteniicn to such kinds of proposals,since
they bear most frejucntly the character of a manceuvre against
the revolutionary t.~ade union movarient. One must carefully consider
whom this proposal o the united “ront comes fromj does it cone from
the notorious politicians, from tie leaders of local trade union
orgenisations, or from rank and file workers? What iB of sgpecial
importance is the situation in which a proposel for the united front
is made? One must,~ith 211 determination, come forward against
negotiations behind the scenes; one must proposc to transfer the
discussion of all gquestions connccted with the working out of
the basis of the united front( pro-ramme of demends), to general
meetings of workers of special moetings of reprgsentatives of the
factories and workshepse

It is mecessary to treat with special ¢ eriousness propce als
regarding Jjoint movegients of workars who are members in different
unions at times of strikes. The adherents ol the RILU came up
againgt this question at the tims of the miners' strike in Pittsburg.
The adherents ¢ th: RILU should have taken advantage of the ferment
and the strike of the miners of South West Virginia so that by mcans
of sending special delegations from the striking miners of
Pennsylvania to the riners of West Virginia - vwho were under the
leadership of the Iucte group - tc¢ establish the united front in
the ctruggle between the miners o:' bhoth areas ~nd to unite these two
strikes on the basi: of a unifica rrogramme of demandse. This was
not done, and the miners' strike in West Virginia which was proceeding
parel lel with the niners! strike In Pittsburg, passed on outside
the influence of th~ adherents of the RILU.

Insofar as all Lhe forces cf the employers, the State and the
refornists are dirested towards driving out the revelutionary workers
from the factories nd towards the isolation o Lhe adherents of the
RILU irom the workin: messes, the most importens task of the RILU
achercnts is the formation of the united front Ifirst of 21l in the
factories. For this -urpose 1t x5 necessary to take the inidiative
of electing preparai-ry committeas or commissions for the defence of
wages or mixed committees of the united front, =nd commissions for the
collection of funds .or an impending strike, regerdibeing taken to the
conditions and providing there ig discontent and ferment among the
masses, such committ2cs or comnisslons being elcocted before the
beginning of the stiruggle.

The geae
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The organisatfen of joint meetings of the members of the
revolutionary, rcfopmiet end othcy unions, fopy the joint discussions
of burning questions in which the wide masses @f workers arc interest-
ed - this 1s a sergeus rethod for clearing the ground for the united
fronte The adhcremts of the RILU must penetrade into all workers!
meetings and everywihere explain the point of view of the rev~lutionary
trade union movement, We must, at all costs, break through the
trade union barricpe and, with the sypport of the workers, sccure
the right of spcakimg at all trade union eand other meetings.

The forme of the united front which have existed uptill now,are
not sufficiont, beceuse they arc too uniform and too much 0f one type.
The forms of orgmisation and the namesmay and should be changed,but
the main thing is not the form or the name., %hat is importent is
that the organs of the united front should bes

(1; Formed for the atruggle against the employers.
(2) BElected by the workera in the factorics. .
(3) They should coneist of workers of variocus temdencies.

(4) They should not substitute the revolutionary trade unions.

It is necessary, therefore, to display the maximum orpenisational
olasticity in the form of organigation and nathe of the orgena of the
united fronts The Contral Council ofndemns cl) secret negotiations,and
headquerters! combihntiens wnd omphaslea that pvggoaals on olr part
for the united front from dbove ake opposed 8 nll the declsione
adoptcd ad ven only cothfla the rark-end-file “Workers.

The adherents of the AXeE Muet opgou comBinations from ahove Ly
the united front from beldw, The united Lremt 4s not something in the
nature of a maan betweom the refomrniasts and mevolutionary tactics,
which 1s a mistake mpde Dy some o)emcnte in owr renks, dbut is a
combination of workeps who are roady to fight againat the employers.
The work of thse RIW seetions will be mgasured in future by their
ebility to draw into ths strurpds the mombers of the reformist and -
othe? regactionary Wede unieons and the ungrgenisged.

Thd united fromt for the stwyrgle is the starting point for the
clags sducation of ¢hs new sactioms of workers end the preliminary
condition in counteiss with a split trade union movementi, for the
unity of the trade union movemant on the basis & the class strusgle.
But gimultaneously with this wa myst carry on s §etem ined struggle
against attempts to. bring in reformist contrabagd under the flag of
unity, as is done by the reformist opposition ¥m ‘the Unitarien
Confoderation of La{our in mranco.

: The Minoritarisns are demagogically utiliseng the healthy
attraction of the French rrolateriat for unity and ars striving to
dacompose the Unitarion Confederation of Labour in the intcres® of
the French bourgeoisie. Coming forward under the s&logan of unity at
2ll costs, denying the elementar{ ¢ L nciples of the revolutionary
tfade union movement, the Minoritarians, these'disciples! of the
programme and tacticeé of French reformiam, are one of the ceauses of’
%he oz)'ganisational weakening of the Unitarian Confederation of Labour
CGTU).

Whils putting on record the mistakes and legging behind di:&‘}ayed
by the CGTU in the question of unity, which mado it easier for
Minoritarians to accomplish their disruptive work under the' flag of
unity, the Central Council approves tha decisions of the Executive
Burcau of the RILD of August 20th,1931 on the Minoritarians, and
proposes to the Uniterian Confederation of Labour of France and the
Executive Bureau undeviatingly to watch this agency of reformism in
our ranke and persistently and systematically to work for the break-
away of the rank and file workers from these politically corrupt
leaders. s o 4
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The Minoritarians and reformists openly declare that they desire
the unity of the trade union movepent, but do not want the united@ from .,
By this very declaoration they reveal that what they want is not
unity for the stru:;le against the boéurgeoisie but unity for its
support and for the disarmament of the revolutionary wing of the
labour movement. /¢ must carry on a determined struggle against
those clements which oppose trads union unity to the united front,
and must prove to all workers that unity without the previous united
front in the stru;;le is impossibley and represents but a siupls fraude
The united front &nd unity cen and should be formed on the basis only
of the joInt strupyle against the bourfecisic, Svery united front or
i&x“gieapagion any other basig 38 opposed _to _the grests of
e wor class.

VI. THE ORGANISATIONAL STATE OF THE Re.I.L.U. SECTIONS

TIE Fifth Con;ress put before all the sections of the RILU, as a
task which brocks no delay, to secure at all costs and in the shortest
paeriod possible, @ decisive improvement in the organisational work,
to carry throupgh o raconstruction of the revolutionary trade union
movement ofp a factory besia, to reorganise the Red trade unions on
an industrial basls, and in such countries as Gegrmeny and Poland to
take up the formaticn, from bottom to top, of independent orpjans of
the revolutionary trnde unlon movement, and to adapt the methods of
work and the whole structure of the revoluticuery €rade union movement
to the tasks which stand beforae it,

The Eighth Sccsion of the Central Council notes that thare are,
for the past perior, in the domaln of organisational building up, a
number of achievements in the matter of thae reeonstruction of the
Red trade unions and the revolutionary trade union oppositions on the
bgsils of the Fifth Congress declsions. It should be noted as a gericus
achievement of the ruvolutionary trede union movement during the past
period, first of all the growth and organisational crystallfsatiqn,from
top 10 bottom, of the RTUO and ths formation of a number of Red
trade unions in Germany and Poland, some increase in the membership
of the Red trade unions in Czechosiovakia, USA, Japan,etc. Eide by
side with this, the scections of the RILU in a number of countries ,
and in Germeny in thc first place, have achieved certain succecses
in the matter of the reconstruction of the revolutionary trade union
orpanisations on the basis of the factories and the widening of the
trade union activities.

Together with this, the Eigth Session of the Central Council
declarcs that on the background of o sharp intensification of the class
struggle, and despitc the narrowing manoeuvring possibilities of the
social~Fascist trade union bureaucracy, the achievements of the
individual sections ¢f the RILU AND TH, entire rovoluticnary trade
union meovement as a whole, in the cdomain of the reconstruction of the
Red trade union mo rmant, are clearly insufficient,end the pdsition
in some sections(Fr~nce) mayg be characterised &s alarming.The
organicational stat: of the RILU sections does not conferm to the tempo
of gro th of the rcvelutionary risc and the whole favourable
objective egituation, and forms for the RILU sections a danger of
findin~ themselves =t the taill end of the growing revolutionary rise
and the fighting initintive of the working massec.

The orgsnisaticnal weakening ofthe Unitarion trade union movement
of France, which has already lost & number of pogitions which had been
won, is particularly alarming. Thus, the Unitsrian trade unions have
not only not censtructed any new factory trade union sections in
the factories,but cven in those two unions which had been bgilt up on
a2 factory basis(railway and municipal workers)ihe number of trade
union sections in th: enterprises has declined.

The....



‘he Eishth Sccosion of the Central Council emphasises that the
weak st link in ilie RILU sections, even in those which have certain
successes( Germany ) 1s the rank and file trade union net work and
work at the factoricse This is a consequence of the non-fulfilment
of the decisions of the Fifth RILU Congress. The revolutionary trade
unicns meet at the factories with the relentless resistance of the
emplovers,the reformnists and Fescists,and ‘the problem is not to retreat
before the difficnlties but to overcome them at all costs. 4nd yet,
the overwhelming majority of the RILU sections are clearly
procceding along the line of lcast resistance,since they have not
recon=ztructed their work on a I'actory basis.

The number of factory tradc union sections is insignificant,
and what is particularly important is that all the orgamns of the
revolutionary trace ugions are not carrying on real mass work in the
factories for the writing anxd rallying of the workers. Weaker than all
in tle entire wor! of the revolutionary trade union organs is the
mobilisation of th: masses at the factory itsclf round the cay-to-day
dem nds and the sfruzgle against rcformism, fascism, factory
gspicnage sand atrike~breaking organisations.

-+ serious deicct of the factory sections and groups is that they
have not always put forward,in time eand correctly,demands based upon
the turning needs of the workers in iAdividual factories-anc deptsae ,
that they have nct 2lways headed the discontent which arose in
connection with th . everyday disputes between workers and emrloyers,
and hinve not alwayc - taken the initiative in the solution of these
disjutes by way of the apnliésticn of various formse

The extremely Timited number of revoluticiiary delegates and the
insufficier” defir: cness of their functions and inter-relations with
the rcvoluivionery irade unions ¢t the factori~s,has led to this,that
this institution, eveon in such rlaces where 1, was formed,wns not
utilized in"the inuirests of stringthening the révolutionary tbade
unionse The revolutionary trade unions, in.a number of countries where
ther: sre represen.ctives elected on the basis of the law(delcgzates of
miners, railway worxers in Franc:), while having sccured the clection
of 2 considerable riumber of revelutionary candidatesythey Bave
yet fraquently left them without any assistancce and control, which led
té their separation from the revcinticnary trode unions,and sometimes
also to their directhAransition-into the camp ¢ the reformists.

The absence cf work(meétinss, instructing, tec.) with the existing
repras.ntatives of ha rdvolutionary trade union orgenisations in the
factorics( collect.”5 of dues,distributors of journals,etc.) has
led them to fulfil ns only technical functiong ond not bein: drawn
into the extension of our influence and the further consolid: tion
of our positions i the factories.-

In the conditicns of the systematic offensive of the employers
end the removal of the revolutionary workers ivois the factorios,the
foetory committees aitain special significance for the strucgle
against individual a2nd mass dismissals, against the closing cdowg of
factorizs, and to unite all the workers againsi the attack ol
cepitale And yet, “he Red factory committees ‘i those places where
thay exist( Germeny, Austria, Czechoslovakia), lave largely, =s a
result of their pestivity, not yet become an inctrument for tue
extension of the »nolitical and or snisational i:.ifluence of the
revelutionary tradc union movement. This is to 5o explained,chiefly,
by thz fact thet the LU sectiong did not direct the day-~to-dny
work of the Tactory committees and did got educate the leading
functiona.des of th.occ important crgans of the nited front ~t the
factoricse.

s big weakness ¢f the revoluiiomary trade union movement 1s the
almosy complete 2bscnce ofinter-union amalgamations,and in th:se
placeSeees
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placcs where they c.:ist(Councils or Cartels of trade unions) they arc
8till in 2 primitive state. In 2 number of countries the revolutionary
trade union orgenisctions still bear a locel character and are not
unitcec on an indusiriazl basis and a national scale,and are not united
territorially(Japan). 4n end must be put as quickly as possible to
such a2 state of diuporsion.

Despite the categorical decisions of the Fifth Congress on the
strengthening of the work within the reformist ond other reactionary
trade unions, all the RILU sections have not only stren-—thencc this
work,but on the contrary, the work among the workers united by these
unions hag become wcaker during the past period,2and this has especial ly
t0 be noted in the case of Germeny and Great Britain.

The drawing of the wdde working masses into the struggle and the
widening of the influence of the revolutionsry trade union movement
within and without tiie reformist trade uniens 1s possibls only on the
basis of an attentive attitude to the everyday nceds of the workers
and thelr all-round scrvice. A number of RILU sections,however ,have
not devoted sufficicnt attention to the service of the daily nceds of
the workers; they hava not carried out the declsions about the
organisation of the cultural and legral service of their members es
well as far the improvement of their living needs. And this has led
to the position th:t the workers who have even been recruited have not
been consolidateds The fluctuation, which was noted by the Fifth
Congress, has not y.t{ been outlivaed in a considerable number of the
RILU sections.

» more backward .ector of the work in all sections is the work of
eparation, selecticn, and bold promotion of new cadres. With the
exception of a few scctions, there has nowhere been any arrangements
meda for the educaticnand re-educetion of the cadres, especially the
rank and file onesy, by means of courses and schoolse The question of
the work of studyin,: the cadres has not yet been raised in a single
section. It may be noted everywhere that there 1s insufficient
cxperience, particul:rly of the rank and file trade union militents,
on important questions of trade union work(tariff work,labour
lepislation,etce) s [

The Eighth Session declares that the decisions of the Fifth
Congzress on this gquesiion have not. been carried out in pracfice and
that the RILU secti.ns are not devoting any attention at all to the
education and promoticn of a non-party trade union body of militants.
The Eighth Session instructs all the RILU secticns to carry on
systematic work for the fulfilment in practice of the Fifth Congress
decisions on this question.

In a1l such places,where the rcvolutionary trade unions end trade
union oprositions hav. taken upon themselves th: organisation of the
defence of the interests of the masscs and the lceadership of the
economic struggles, the revolutionary trade union movement became strone
mer politically and c¢-ganisationallye. This means that the
revolutionary trade union movement ;rows and will grow 28 a fighting
trade union organisztion of the working classe. Ve must prove to the
workin ' classe. %e nu-it prove to the working masses that we hzve not
only tiac best progrs.i.:, but also thc best tactlics and the bec
practice.,

For this purpos . we must attoin a state of 2ivfairs in which the
day-to-dey life,the mcthods of work,the relaticns betiween the members
of the union and the l:ading organs, the methods of education of the
membership, etce - tii:t all this should radically be different from
the reformist trade union movement, And yet all our organisations
still do not live 2 wide and active lifee Trade union democracy is not
sufficicntly practiced. Questions are frequently decided at

headquartersesess
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hercuarters without discussing them with the mnases. The control of

the ronk and file =nd the rcporting to the masses is still very
wenv, which may give rise to a certain amount of irresponsibility.

sclf-criticism in-our organisations is not yet an instrukent
of ‘L betterment of our cveryday work ond the correctdeom: of our
wealmosses end shortcomingse. The struggle against deviations from
the rcvolutionary line of the RILU bears rather a declorative
chr: ~2ter. New problems, necessary tactical chenges are not always:
discnssed with the masses, they are not gxplaiped but decreed, which
Yook ne ideolorlcnlly the rank end file members,and by this ltself
lowers their fi htins capacity. We must at all costs securc & chanZe
and carry through, systematicelly and persistently, trade union
demc-rucy 2ll along the line of our trade unien organisations from
botiim to tope : -

VII. THE IMMEDL.TE T~SKS OF THE MEMBERS OF BE R.I1.L.U.
&= . :

‘he fundamental task of the T.I.L.U. scctioms is to mobilfise
the ide masses for the struggle against the attempts of the- bour=
gee tie to place the burdens of the crisis on the shoulders of the
tol "1z masses. This mobilisation of the masses can and should take
plo oo on the basis of the more vital guestions which affect the in-
acrosts of tens of millions of toilers. The gstrugele for th% stan=-

Lon_1is

dar. of lifc for the working-class in the present sityats w3,
int: = strugile for Communism, sSince it reaisce Lie ques 565-53€E§%I§2E

of Wi cs, but 2180 the question of the abolition of the cntire gys-

tem of exploitation and oppression.

- ~he forms of struggle may and should be vorious. Every aghea
rent % the RILU should understand that the cconomic strussle has

now uore than gyer a-proggundl¥ pelitical chorseler, and that there
arc 1 the objectiive pre-requisitves for the inter-twining of the
ecencinie strusgle with the politieal struggles, for the utilisation,

as & woeapon in the strurgle, of mass political strikes with the
objecu of shattering the apparatus of the boursecois -state.

The leacdership of the economic struggles 2nd unemployed move-
ment demands in the present situation the unccnditional fulfilment,
in practice of the political,  tactical and organisational decigions

of the Fifth Coniress, the remodclling of all methods, new tcmpos of - -

werk na adaptations of forms of ectivity of the RILU scctions to the
repi.ly changing <ventse. In order that defensive battles may be
succuosully led, in order to organisc and lead the movement cof the
masecs for a countcr offensive and to knock reformism out from all
its pesitions, the RILU scctions must direct all their efforts-to-
wards the solution of the *following problems:

1. Systematically-and untiringly to ficht asainst the slightest
wors«cining of the coniltions of the workers against all kinds and
forms of lowerins in the living gtandard of the masses, under what=-

avar_ "lcmocratic™ or "Socialist'" banner these may be carried through
(the <4e~hour weck with a corresponding recuction in wages, cqua

¢istrinution of work, etc.). The RILU sections must work out, with
the active participsztion of the "interested wide working masscs, the
econcric demonds, not only for all the workers, but separately for
the workers in the individual industries, -individual professions,
srours and onterpriccse. We must in every way fight against the
heughty attitude to the everyday necds and to brand as empty phrase-
moncre ond oprortunists those whe propose not to fight now for the
cveryi~ny demands onid needs of the workers but to postpone this until
the victory of the proletariat over the bcurgeoisice.

The revoluticnary trade union movement will never be able to
prepare the proletarint for the overthrow of ecapitalism if it is not
Capable esee

v

¢
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carcle of winning: the confidence o¢f the passes in thelr day to

day strugcle, which is the fishting elenentery school of solidarity,
and the starting point for the winning of-a s jority of the
woriing class on the side of the revelutionsry class strus:le,

2, We nust, nore carefully and better than was hithertc the
casc, prepare the econonic strussles and nobilize the nasses for
the struggle, and choose the nonent for this strugcle with the
ut: st seriousness, The role of the secctions of the RILU is
untiringly to explain to the :asses thet their condition will
unirterruptedly crow worse unless they fight, The task of the
RILU sections 1s to prepare the struggle of the messes, not to
sukbctitute the masses, and we must, therefore, declare resdlutely
agringt leading out only the wanguard for the struggle when the
nair nass does not yet want to fight or does not wnderstand the
nec.. for the strug;srle,

. nd _ i ) oy ine
inas & gdergnlt v k&S y 150t1ngs both
2ra NS e rig tance on the part

of the refornist trade union bureaucrats, and against the
“"left! sectarian noods which éxpress thenselves in striving to do
—wiibhout the refernist workers, We nust form strike connmittees
elccted by the whole working rasses, re-—electi them and add to
thern in the event of new detaclyients of strikers Joining in, not
to scatter the strike leadership by way of the formetion of
youth and wopen®s strike comulttees in a conion strike (Japan),
but earry ont the struggle in ths spirit of the Strassbur
Conference decisions on strike tactics and the Fifth RIL8
Congress decisions, l.e.,, on the basls of denrocratic centralispy:
not to cormand, not to substitute the strikc cormittee by the
trade union, not to destroy the initlative and work of the electad
fizhting organ, but to develop its imitiative and work to forn
and crystallize a bedy of militants: not tu shunt the revolutione
ary trade unions during a strike (US4), but teo strengthen the
revolutlionary trade uwnion noverwht in the prucoss of premmrations
and developpent ©f tha acononle struggles.

We rwust strive to end every strike by a collective agreenent
siried by the red trade union,uthe trade union opposition or the
strike comnittee, We nust carry on a deternined struggle apainst
the reformist-enployers® tariff policy and apainst secret
ne ntiations in regard to tariffs. We reccpinize cnly those tariffs
ancd those collective agreenents which have been discussed and '
endorsed by the workers thenselves through their elected
reprcsentatives, 41l sections of the RILU nust make a careful
stuly of every successful and unsuccessful strike and discuss the
positive and nerative sides of our tactics at nass neetings,

We rust openly revognize defeat, where such there be, before
the workers, and not attenpt to describe a defeat in the forn of
a victory, The ftactics of selfeconsolation is harmful because it
nakes it nore diflicult for the masses to understand the rcasons
for failures, anc xkm this disarmns and weakens then in the
strusgle against capital, We nust apply different forns of econonic
strurrle, which should depend upon the situation and the correla-
ticn of forces; o protest strike, a strike while remaiping in
the factories, a slowing down in the tenpo's of work, a delay
in the conveyor, a demonstratiocn in the factory, at the gates
of an enterprise, on the streets, bad work for low wages,
strikes in separate workshops and professions, etcs The inportant
thine is not to overstrain the power of the fichters but to lead
into the struggle cver newer and fresher forces,

(The slogan of the...



“he slogan of the magg politdeal stirike, put forward by the
Fifth Congress of the RILU, remains also for the future slocan which
unitzs and directc the whole economice strug-le of thé working
masces towards a rovolutionary way sut of the crisis, With this
it is necessary to take into account that in a situation of growing
revolutionary upsurge, and provided we have strong revolutirnary
tradc union organisatlops, it 1s pdssible to have a rapid transition
of the most simple forms of the strygrle into higher forms, partial
strikes into wide mass economic and political ”trikes, embracing
entirc regions and branches of industry,

In the applicntion of varlous supple forms of struggle
corrcsponding to lodal conditiung, in resolutely fighting arainst
the proclamation of strikes without a preliminary careful considera-
tion of all the concrete conditlons and without serious preparatory
worls amongst the iwsses, the revelutionary trrie union moverent
must place iIn the centre of its attention the btruvﬂle against the
chief opportunist danger- the lack.qf faith in the power and
fighting capacit\ o> the working class, and \uﬂlnst all tendencies
whicl., starting from the difficulties of the struggle in the
present moment, tal’c Up a linc of poliey of abandoning the struggle

n 2

in view of " (dicke . s,” and of 8%@g%_g13g;
adied,"” and of abandone

pdrtial strikes "Mv ‘
e non-preparedness of the

inr nass polltic<1 strikes in vﬂew of
revolutionary trade union movement and so on and so forth,

s Tens of millions of working women and working men have
becone wnemployed and the task of the RILU sections is to head and
organise this huge army, A&n enu must be put to attempts of
converting this movement into a gimple appenduze of the RILW
seéctions and to put forward any political couditions for the
unenployed who desire to joein the unemployed organisation (Japan)e
&n’end must be put to improvisatlions in this domain and it nust
be understood thai the organisation of the uncniployed is not
sorething secondary and auxiliary, that this work may be carried

on, by the way, if rnust be undcr tood that it _is one of the primary
‘ Iy o) Y

We must carry on a resolute struggle against nationalist
inciiecment on the part of the raformists against foreign workers
and the attempts tn incite the local worker:c u:alnst the emizrants

21 Lk

uncer the slogan i’ "
of rorelgn workeys" (France, \ ILU adherents
is Lo expose the criminal anti-$abour character of such badyering of-
foreirn workers and to organise unemployed foreigners together

with the native ‘;xhers. We nust understood - 1d take into account
the fact that 1f wo will not or;enise the un(,gloyed mags, this

will be done by Thb enepies of the proletariat who are trying to
hanrer out.the winiployed into a fighting forcs for the disiuption
of the proletariasn struggle,

What is partl rularly important is the linking up, the close
collaboration ant joint movements of the uneriployed and those at
worls for the dene: dg of both tie one and the cther, This is the
prc-requisite for the consdlidation and rallying of the forces of
the forces of thc revolutiocnary trade union movement,

The e loyers, togcther .
ormlsta, with the a351stance of al. extensive nct-work
of gsplonage and factory police, are driving cut from the factories
a1l revolutionary workers, This gives rise anong some parts of

our cadres to pessimistic moods and the seargh for easier forms

(and nethods ofe...e
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and nethods of unitfwg the workers who are errased in production,
Such ndods represc: . a great darn; r for the revolutionary trade
unions. . ' :

We' 1ust carry wn e deterniicel strugglc acaiinse the. peretration
into cur ranks of the agents of enployers, couibirne legal and illegal
methods of work (cri:anising, instcad of gen-:rol neetings of trade
union groups, shcp :izetings and «ven ncetings o1l aggregates,
careful checking vp of the leauil:; funciionaries of the trade union
groupes, utilisation of workers from o*her fastories as speakers at
neetings of workers of-the given Zactory, etc,). and undeviatingly
fight for the open existence of the revolutiocnary trade union
organisations in gereral and in th2 factories in particular,. We
nust carry on a dedirnined strvg ie against who-ce, who.fron fear
of ¢itrficultics g=d obstacles. prorose o aha:dnomn work in the
factories and to enter deeply w...rground ant scnd to the factories
only written direct®ves (Japin). Such noods rerresent the rreatest
harn and " the greatest danger for the revolutio...:y trade union
novenent.,

The work in the factories i:¢. was. and wili repain the ig
ipportant *ask in aLl counvrs. v yesnrdaess huthe? fhe revolutione-
ary tradz wuniocps apg lera... si...leral or , .i27al. - This neans

that we must unt oingly nobllis . iuc worke: g

r in the fucuvories for
the struggle, and urceasingly bu."d up th=. *=cy, 2y sections,
systernaticaily cicea ap the orp. afsavionar oF ‘cotagandicey work

of the rank-ad-rilz organs in t': factories, '.cluding red Tactory
cormittees, check up the methods of recruvitir~, che forns of
preparation of the struggle, ete., subjecting a.l the organisational
tasks to the task of the development of the econouic struggéle amd
the winning mf on thils basis, 0" fhnajority of the workerse,

The factory is the fortress which nust be cartired; this is
the only way to win a wajority of the working class,

5e The reacti s :ry trade W © s still cont-in nillions of workers.
The experience of a number of ccintries (Great oSritain) has shown
that the menhers ¢ the reactic - °y trade’unions are read; to flght
despite the will T the reformi it leaders, L1 is ilmpossible t9o
direct this reb~llir>n of the rarnr and-file workérs agalnst the
treacherous rocial.fascist leadcrs froa withoat, W3 must be
within and nust win influence c.- the nasse: by our celf-zacrificing
and devoted struggle against the pourgeo’sie and the defeatist
trade union bureaico ey, We muc. at-all costs work within the
~eacticnary trade unions and ca 'ov on a decermined struggle against
the inclilinatiocn tovards the linc of least e 'staice,

This neans thau all attenpis te abandon - weaxsen the work
within the rcection~ry trads urt.ng, under v ever flag this be
covered. nust neet with unflinching resistarcr Sirmlteneously with
this we rmust deci-ively Tight ¢ ~¥nst {le gliliest attemphs at
crunpling up, the revorutionary wark in the n-me of this tasls,

The work within tne réformist crpanisaticns -J not en end in itselfy
but a neans to aun end, The nco  irmedieste air 1s to win the mam
perbers of ghe relfcrmigh unjon € L-che clags ctruegzle, gnd £9

reanige the resistauCe gad covater-ofiensire of fhe oroletarizt.
%he work wotin inhe reforr: st Livons neans tre struggle for the
nasses and a tenfol” struggle a ainst the sir.ke-breci:ing refornist
trade union apparatus,

Instead of strengthening, o3 wvas direct-d hy the Fifth
Congress, the worl» within tae - actionary trade unions, of
organising all the revoluiiorary and opposltionaliy inclined workers

: . (included in then,. ...
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inc.uded in then, and rousing then against the reactionary strikee
breaking trade union apparatus, instead of this, we have had 1in a
nupnber of countriles a weakening of this necessary and cbligatory
work, i.e., the abandonnent of posdtions and capitulation before the
refornist %rade union bureaucracyg In those places where workers are
to be found in fascist organisations, the task of the RILU adherents
is to forn in these organisations their groups so as to wrest the
workers fron fascisli,

6, We rust fight a-ainst the slightest attenpts of opposing the
work within the ref rnist trade unions to the consolidation and
developnent of the rcvolutionary trade unlons and trade union
oppositions, The forrmla, eilther the consolidation of the red trade
unlions and frade union oppogitiong or the work within the refornmist -
tradc unicns is profcundly oppartunist and nust be sharply'condggngd,,
This s just the line of the refornist opposition within the
Unitarian €onfederziion of Labour im Frence, which in tha nare of
wreri " ithin the reforniet wnions and unity with them proposes to
liquinte the indencndent rewnlntionary trade uniaon novenent.

Work within the refeemist trade unions strengtheng the trede
wpior ~eroedtion and weakens the trede e LI aps I
very tnlng strengthens the rewalutionary tradg ynion rnovebent On
the other hand, the consolidetion and develommgnt of 1indepond€nt
trade unions, the crawing into the trade unlon apposition df the
wnorcanised, nay cornclderalbly stvergthen the rawelutlionary temda
union oppaesition vruvided we do not separate ane teask [fon the
other, but will look upon it as a = sinple taskey We nust
unceasingly recrult_vorking rnen and woeking woren into Red trade
unions and trade wiion oppositliong, concentrating our attention on
the nain erenches o0 Industorr {mi-ning' motallypry, & T
oshonicel, textlle, rallway and water ILranspart 3{c,)) vixhaut® g
ideological and oripanisational e¢onsolidatdon &8 worker: who have
joined the revolutioiaory tmads union novernent, without this v gg
inpossible to stren ihen and widen our positiong, it 1s inpossible
to put an end to flictuation and Becoue & pewenfyl fastor in the
clgpe sfuggle of Tl prcletariat'

The independent leadership of the econonie struggles wil}
renain an enpty phraco unless we forn an lndependent revolutionary
trade unian novepert, whlph will wage a struggle wi
and araninst the wiil of the refornist trade unionn%a¥§§§3?§§%=&'§§§n’
aunerents are o.und, therefore, o : : 5 ]
efforts the Red Tra.. unions and
build up on a wide '23is 3 voluti
The dcveloprient and consolidation of t pe onary
trade union novenert is the pre<requlsite of a wide development
and successful wagi.  of the struggle of the working nasses and is
the most important f=sk of the RILU adherents, and therefore, ghe
whole work of the I 5LU se ons pust be subie Q e

2yelo g g dercnd

7o Special attentlon nust be paid to the_opg o1l of « woemn
workers, in the while work of the revolutionary trade;uniSHET'—The

expericnce of a nuwibcr of strikes since the Fifth Congress of the
RILU (Gernany, France, Poland, Italy, China, Japan, USA, ete,)
testifies to the hu < role and fighting capaclty of this detachment
of the working class. The Central Councll declares that in the
donain of the work = .ong the nasscs of working wonen, in the dorain
of their organisati.n and of theilr bring won for the side of the
revolutionary trade union novencnt, there ig a stil] greater lagging
bchind than in other domains end this is a serious defect singe

it undernines and wenkens the whole work of the revolutionary

mr trade union novercnt.

{The Central Council,..
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The Cenural Courncil proposes to all the scctions of the RILU to
secure, in confornity with decis:i 's. of the Fifth Congress and the
XxR Firet Internatior:l Conference of wonen workers, a real develop-
nent i the work ¢f our trade uniocn~organisatlons arnong the nasses of
worien workers, and to ensure firn oevolutionary direction of this
work, coensidering it is one of th c:onponent parts of the entire trade
union wark and as tuc duty of all r trade union organisations and
trade union oggans frca top to betoon,

The Central Council points out to the RILU sections the nccessity

“"of a deternired strug;le against the under.estination, which still
exists in sone of our orpanisatic:s. of the role of the workin; wonen
in the struggles-and their fightis; capacity ard to fight against the
tendencies of ignorin; the parifis” Tornands and necds of the wonen
workers. The Central Counclil str<sc¢s the necegsity of educating
fron aiong the worlen workers new leading cadres for trade union work
and as organlisers and leaders of {(iz rnsses,

8. The'Clentral:Cotmil declares U .at the winning of the workins vouth,

their riobilisation for "TMe-econonic struggles and theilr organisation

within the ranks of th: revolutic: vy trads vnions, hag _been carried
_out-successfully in }it a few cow..ries, but tint it 1s still

inpossible to note o scneragl turn towards the nasses of the working

youth in-econfornity 7ith the resolations of the Fifth Congress. The

develcoprnent of work eniony the.youtl: lags behind the. general work of the
_mevolutigpary trade unlo. novement

T . bes.

sThe Geatral Com ~-1 points cu* fo all the sections of the RILU
that the torréct_ful:- inent of the ..ecisions of the Fifth Congress -
and Ceniral Council ars indissolubl: connected with_ the-real
develoment-of nass v 7k ancng the @ orking youth, for the winning

of which"the~faseisis and social.lzdcists are carrying an increased
strugsrle, The drawin of the youn; workers and apprentices into the

. Fenerad struggle as well as.;he creanisation and carrying through of

~tho independent strug - tes ¢ the ; suth on the basis of their depands ..

“sochids the pre-irequlic<ife for the "inning of the nass of the working

v youtli, o . -

- The Central.Council emphasiscs the responc:bility of the leading

““organs -of the revoluticnary trade vnion novencnt in relation to the
youth and "Dinds then, when preparing and waglng ecoronic struggles,

. %o pobilise the working yeuta for ihe struggle side by side with the-- ...
adult workers, by way of includin: .he derands .7 the youth in all
prograrmes—of deuards (Central an . factory denends) and to popularise

 then anong. the nass of working ycutl. as well as by way of formation
of youth ctrmi~siona of all leadi.: fighting o =a:s,

~The particularly weak fulfilocat of the resclation of the
Executive burean of .y and thz rcsolutions of the Prague Conference
in the natter’ of tlic wobilisation of the juvenile unenployed,
coripels the Eighth S:=sion of the " ntral Covncil to point cut to all
the RILU sectiors ot they nust + Le lmmediate s-eps for the
developrent of "the st:uggle of the uvenile uncriyloyed,

9, The revoluticne | trade wnior ovenent differs fron the refornist
both: in‘practice en” o -theory, I. order that we gy continucusly
widen the political iafluence and successfuvlly corsolidate
organisaticnally th®: ‘nfinenre, it is necessary to carry on systenatic
educational work in ¢ : nasses al  .reparc ideclc ically consictent
cadres, 'The revolucirnary trade e on rovenent devotes attention to
the ideological eauuc .ioir of that nca-Party nilitant gréup, without

the forration of whiclii it canhot “i_ome a nass novenente To be a
non~-Party does not nean to be incifferznt or ncutral between

refornien and Cormurist, It is n.cessary that the cadres of the

{rovolutiorary trade union...
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revolutionary trade union novcr..nt should be inbued with the

spi-it of the irr.:zoncilable el-ss struggle 2:d that they should

know wherein is tiwx differencc hetween Ansterdan and the RILU

ancd should be cana ?1e of carrying out, in a disciplined fashion,

§?$Uﬁecisions of ¢ Congresses and other leading organs of the
L1 o

The sharper +he strulrlc T Cones, the ¢rooter the ideological
couecistency whi LS re ed _{ror leadin- cadres of thc
rev-luticnary tr “<< uniop povere:it, Consegquently, the
consoulidation of “le whole of ur trade unicn acthlty, The
proniction of new cedres (GSPGCl“Lly of thcse who had passed
through the schocl of econonic struggles), the instrueting and
ediicetion in thenry and practicc, assistance io the prorioted new

revnlutionary lcqrgrs, all this becomes extr«:ly inportant, 411
x% the sections ' the RILU nu.t ensure for ﬁ*l the trade unlon
furctionaries a rovolutionary-class educaticn in theory =
especially in procelical nass werk,

75
i

10, The trenendous work which was carried out by the trade unions
in the USSR during the fourteen years of proletarian dictatcrship,

is of exclusive inturest and a:;: important lesson for the labour
noverent of the wihiole world, and therefore, {h: acquajptancs of

the widest ragses MMMM&LWLM

the work of the S:viet Trade Unia ns in connection with Soclalist
Construction, the rcconplishnent of the Five-Year Plan in four years,
end ithe raieing ¢ the naterial and cultural level of the T'orklng
nacses, this nuEL € gg i th: qog; ;onrt'ﬂL tasks of thc
iutcengtiongl revjutd et e

The trade unicnsg of the USER nust, to & still greater oxtent
and still nore closely, link upe with the revolutionary trade unions
of capitalist and colonial courntries so as to nake known to
therr how the revolutionary trade unions of the USSR have won the
najority of the working class end havé becone the nost powerful
trade union organrication in the world, In conection with the
looring nenace of war, the Ceﬂb*al Council ccnsiders 1t necessary
that the VOSPS (ihe Council of Trade Unions of the Soviet Unicn),
should organise .o ether with the revolutioncry trade unicns of
othor countries aJt exchange of labour delesations so as to
consolidate the Traternal inter-relations and to prepare for
joint action in th. event of scrious conplications in the
international situation,

11, The young lapcur novenent in the East snd the colonies is at
present passing through special difficulties in connection with
the developrent of the crisis z2nd the growir: terrorisn,
Netwithstanding thiis, the labour novenent cof the Far, Middle and
Bear East and th: legro Colonies are carryin: on a coufagenus
struzgle against the inperialist and native cxploiters,

The Central Council notes the extremely insufficient and
unsatisfactory wori of the Unitarian Confed:iration of Labour of
France, the Vlnvéiuy Movenent ©f Great Britain, the Trade Union
Unity League of thc USA , and ithe trade unicn opposition in
Holland, in the :stter of assistance to the lnbour novenent of
China, Indo-Chinl, India, Cubm, the Philippir~s, Indonésia and
all Colonies, ex ' cited and ruined by the 1“obr1allsts. Ihe

systcnatic gupve, © of the strw:_Je of the wcorking ¢lasg ana the
toiling nasses ,;L_tge epanciration of the cclonies, spgg"ﬂle
on the part of tho rcvolutlomnﬂy trade union ovenent in the

inperinlist countrics, 1s one ~f the riost igvogpanj tagks <f the

RILU adherentse.
(TheCentral Ccuncil,..
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The Central Courcil denands :rom all the RILU sections, and in
the first place fror the adherents of the RILU in imperialist
countries, undeviati.;ly to carry -ut in practice the decisions of
all the Congresses of the RILU on this question. Special support
should be. rendered to the heroic Chinese proletariat, the Soviet
Governnent, and the Red Army of Cliina, who are waging a fight
against world inperialisn, unbricled nilitarismn and the bloody
regine of the right and left wir s of the Kuonintang, and waging it
under the heaviest pcssible conditions,

12, The brigand att: ck of Japan on China, the assistance on the
part of the League or lNatlons tc this act of bricandage, the
support of this attack by Japanese and international social-
fascisili and the open and unbridlcd call for arn anti-Soviet war

of the inmportant organs of the i: Jerialist Prezs, all-this- si:nalises
the near approach of the danger ¢! the transformation of wer in
Mapnchuria into a world war directed in the fir .t place against the
land of Proletarian Dictatorship., The war whicn has begun in
Manchuria and the near approach of the world war nust Impel a1l the
revolutionary trade unions and their Press to carry on a relentless
strug:le against a1l those (and in the first p..cce against the
refornists) who, 1u the interests of the bourgccisie, disguise the
war of Japan against China and de-liare that t!.i: 1s as yet no

war znd deny the dai ar of war z. .inst the USS: o1

The Central Ccw.cll welcome the courageous conduct of the
revolutionery trade unions of Ja»nzn who have s resolutely core
forward against thé predatory attsck of Japancce imperislism on
the Chinese people. The conduct f the Fapan=ge revolutionary
trade unions in the Sino-Japanes ‘ar should serve as an exanple
for the whole worlé revolutiona:y irade union novement which nay
already in the nea ‘uture be fa:od with a new vworld war. The
workin- glags of aul) counfries r i3t _prepare their forces se as %o
end the war, berun b the inperi- is in the some Wway ag the
proletarigt of Rusgia ended the v r in October, 1917,

VIII. i08F A REVOLU “ONARY "WAY OUT OF
,,T-H:E RISIS,

I face of the vorld econonic crisis, the furious offensive
of the bourgeocisie - ainst the w.-king class, and the preparation -of
a new world and esjecially an anti-Soviet war, the Central Council
calls upon the wor.” revolutionz: - trade unio: novenent to exercise
the :reatest vigila:iice and revoiuiionary activiiye

The bourgeolsie and its reforalst assistaince are seeking a way
out of the crisis by the further caslavement of the workers and
are ready to throw tens of nilliocns of toilers into a new world war,
so that in the stru_ le for a new re-division ¢f the world, to
drown in blbod the revolutionary labour novemc..t and the land of
the Soviets,

The capitalis. world is sha i “ered and the objective conrditions,
notwithstanding the unequal growtii of the condiiions requisite for
a revolutionary crisis, are becoiing nore and uwore favourable for
the development of e¢conomnic and rolitical stru;sles and the creation
on this basis of a powerful mass revolutionary trade unlon nmovenent,
embracing nillions of workers, a. : winning a majority of the
working—class for the overthrow .7 the power of capital and the
establishnent of the power of laboure

reolc refor g _capitalist, but g :gvolu;iog-

o

9) \ .
ry way out of the crisis -~ suck nust be the slcgan of every
adherent of the R1LU, of every p:oletarian.

09¢0cs00000N8°
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1SSURD BY UNITED MAHARASHTRA 0.C., For A1l Party Members.

A Note on the Composition of the 0.C. for United Maharashtra

This note is an attempt to explain in brief the selection of the personnel
of the 0C for United Maharashtra, =

1= The new CC while selecting the personnel of the 0,&, has attempted to
adhere as far as possible to the principles which were laid down in gelecting
the personnel of the new CC, It hss allowed no other consideration exvept
that of principles to »nrevail uvon in selecting it. Becsuse it is convinced
that one of the hindrances whirch heg obstructed the crowth of the Party cen be
cleared only adhering to principl-s and bv not sllowing the slightest scope
for opportuniat compromises with then, Strict ndherence to principles is one
of the indimpensable conditions for unifying the Party, consolidating it,
strengthening it 2nd revit-licing it so 2s to ensble it advance and discharge
its political tas-s and resvonsitilities of the revolutionary Party of the
working class, The letter of the new CC has 1laid down these principles.

2- Obviously this is not an ideal OC. But it is the best under the circum-
stances. For selecting the personnel of the OC if the new CC had applied the
test that only those whose understunding and practice had not a2 shade of left
sectarianism, who had a correct conception of the national liberation revolu-
tion, its stage, strategy and tactics, who had differed basically with the left
sectarien line of the 0ld PB und who had voiced their differences and consis-
tently fought for a correct line, no CC ¢-uld have been formed. There is no
comrade either in Bombay or Maharashtra who could have stood this test. If
there had been such comrades available for selection of the versonnel of the

0C none who have been selected by the ©C would have had a place on it. None

in Bombay or Maharashtra had cither opnosed or voiced his differences with all
the full-fledged left sectarian docunents of the 013 PB, namely, the Tactical
Line, the Agrarian Question and T~onle’s Domocracy. Only a few had voiced

some differences with some of the basgic Teormnlations in some of these documents,
had raised some doubts reg=2rdine some of the bosic formulations, and had been
raising doubts sometimes regardinz some of the issues such as the 'Nationsl
Bourgeoisie', the 'internal con*r-dictions emone the imperi~list countries'
when articles in the Cominform and nther cuthoritative documents started
appearing.

Under such circumstances setting up of an ide=l OC was impossible, Compro-
mise with principles wos rendered necessary and ineviiable by reality and was
the only way for putting the Party units and mass moveasent in United Maharash-
tra on the correct path based on the new revolutionary line of the new CC. The
new CY has 1aid down the bagie for the evolution of an ideal provincial unit.
But it can be only at the end of the process of inner-Party discussions on
the new line which alone can unify the Party, of & thorough criticism and
self-criticism from top to bottom nnd of election of the leadership of the
units at different levels resulting in a Provincial conference or a provin-
cial plenum. The Provincial leadership evelved in such 2 monner and under
conditions when unificd ard common understanding and outlook have emerged
as a result of inner-Party discussion on the basis of the new line, alone can
enjoy the confidence of the entire Perity ranks., The organisaticn of the
inner-Party discussion and the preparation of the critical and self-critical
reports in the light of the Politicnl rescluticn and the organisational report
of the new CC, are the initial indispensnble steps of this process,

= The basic understanding ~f the comrades who have been selected for the OC
was left sectariay tr a2 more or less desree, They have been guilty of left
sectarion mistakes to 2 mere or less desree in their day to dey pr-ctice, A
concrete self-critical review of the mass movement in Mmharashtrs and Bombay
since the Second Party Congress on the begis of the new understanding and in
the light of the new line, snd o full criticism and self-criticism of different
comrades in reiation to different struggles and movements, will alone enable
us to hove a critical and 2ccurate estimate of the conrades who have been
appointed on the 0C, It will be one of the primary tasks of the OC to prepare
such » concrete self-critical review in the light of the new political line

as emhodied in the documents ~doptedby the new CC,



In selecting the personnel of the 00 the new CC was fully aware of the
fact that the personmel selected by it consisted of comrades whose basic
understanding was left sectarian, nn@ who had committed left sectarian mis-
takes in practice. But the new CC had to select this personnel as there
was no alternative. Reality did not parmit of a choice which could have
been better, than the one which the new fC Lss m~de. Because firstly the
selection had to be made Trom umong those who =2re mrture enough to constitute
the leadership of 2 Provincisl unit, And secondly ~mong such comrades

available for selectiou, there was none who had been less left sectarian
in his basic understendine and vractics thaon those who have been selected
for comstitufing the OC, This however ig but the negntive =2spect of the
consideraticn that weighed with the C° to select them. But the selection
was Desed on some positive considerations slsgo, And that consideration was
that mcst of the comrades who have been selected are those few who have voiced
their differences with some of the basic formulations cof the left sectarian
documense of the PB and had raised some doubis regarding them. Taking
lessons from life and realitysome of them hed been groping towards a more
or less correct understanding of the basgic task of unleasghing the agrarian
revolution, of the necessily of organising armed resistance for fighting back
repression in the countryside and of developing the agrarian revolution
into armed struggle where conditions permitted it. Some of them had put up
up a stubborn resistance against some of the left sectarian practices of the
0ld P8, e.g., on the issue of the Railway Strike of March 9,1949,

A A1l the members ofthe OC were the members of either the BC or the Maharash-
%~ PC. Since they were responsible for the left sectarian mistakes in Bom-
bay and Maharashire. it is but natural for cne to entertain the doubt that

they have no right 4o bs on the 0C, t is true that they were in the main
responsible for the left sectrrian mistaes.. It caanct be an issue of dispute,
But tlis ie not the whole of the reality but only a »nart of it, It s other
part consists of the fact thet these comrrdes were lese left secterian in their
understonding ani practice than anyone »lse who cen renlece them, It is there-
fore necesstry 30 stode a few feets in brief which would show the justification
for the calection of this verscnnel. This brief etatement is not and cannot
be a substitute ifor the self-critical review of each individual comrade and

nis work during the nast two years. But it ic only meant to indicate how the
selection is the ba2st under the circumstznces.

Selection of Ccumrades ou the 0C from Maharaghtra

Three meabers of the Maharashtra FC 2re on the 0C. They are Kamat, Gau-
tam and Shiigﬂt. Vishram Patil who will ve on the OC in case Com, Vikram is
dropped is/working class leander from Amalrer. Com. Kisan Patil was arrested
at the time of the selection of the personnel.

1 The wnderstanding of 231 these comrades was basically left sectarian,
Their conceptiocn of the path for the victory of the People's Democratic
revolution was ‘'strikes, general sitrike, nolitical general strike and armed
ingurrcction', But thie is however not the path for the victory of the na-
tipnal liberation revolutinn in colonial snd semi-cclonial ccuntries. Their
understanding wegarding the nature nf the revolution, its stage, its strategy
and %tactics was left secterian, They thought that the entire bourgeoilsie

a2d finally gone over to the side of imnerialism, But despite this basic

left gsecctarian understanding, they were gronins towsrds a correct evaluation
of the significonce of the =mgrrriaen revolution in the People's Democratic
revolusion and wers thincing that developmen* of the nmgrarien mtruggles into
ermed gstruggle was alsc necessery slong with arned ingsurrection in the cities,
The following relevant brisf gquotation from the Provineial report which was
prepered by ¥amat in Oct, 1648 after disc ssing the points with Kjisan Patil
and Gautam will indicate the direction in which they were thinking.

"How far have ve plauned cur work among the pessantry on a provincial
plane with a view to discharge our fasks as formulated by the Second Congress?

n the negative, Our failure in this

"Our answer tc this guestion ig i
3 do not fvlly realise and appreciate

respect arises from the facu that we
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the place, relntion and importsnce of the agrarian revolution in the Democra-
tic revolution. National indevendence and democracy cannot be achieved without
an anti-imperialist poliey end struggle: and without the agrarian revolution
feudalism is the strogest and staunchest ally of imperialism and capitalism
and the fcundation of their rule. The struggle against feudalism which is

the crux of the agrarian revolution, is cne of the main contents of the demo-
cra‘ti revolution,

"What are our specific tasks in the peasantry? Our primary and urgent
task is rousing of the peasantry to struggle agazinst feudalism with the
nbject of ending all feudal expleoitation of the peasantry. Rapid intensifica-
tion of the agrarian struggies in the rural areas and vigorous organisation
of the peasantry is the immediate task.

"What should be our plan of work?....Differentiation cf regions becomes
necessary as our struggle must be concentrated in those areas where we can
rouse the peasantry against feudalism zna feudal exploitation.... For concen-
trating our strength we must select the areas where feudal exploitation pre-
vails and the poor and tenant cultivatnrs constitute the overwhelming
proportion of the rural population, Becruse the tagic force on which the
agrarien revolution can rely is +hg nonr and pouverised peasants.

"The emphasis c¢n the importance of the work »~mong the poor ~nd paupe-
rised peasantry must nct be construed +to mean that the work among the mid-
dle peasants where the peasant proprietors are in preponder-ting numbers
can afford toc be ignered. Work amnng the middle peasantry and winning it
over to the side of the poor peasantry is important and necessary. The middle
peasantry im the rural areas is the nearestally of the pcor and pauperised
peasantry, without whose sympathy and support, fhe vocr peasantry cannot suc-
cessfully carry on the strugglec against feudalisam. The pcor peasants must
not be isolated frecm the middle peasantry,"”

This report furtlser stated thot "Our second weakzess (in the textile
centres of Xhandesh) is that the workers stand isolated from their closest
ally, the peasantry of the respective districts....

"The task ~f winning over the closest ally of the working class, i.e.,
the peasantry, has been neglected in Khandesh....,Our vision of weakness was
blurred, Even when we had the financial resources and there was no dearth
of cadre, our resources were nct utilised for extending our influence to
the rural areas."

2- YNow I come %o the prst-Tactic=l Line period, Com, Kamat, in the course
of expressing his opinion ~n +he PB dncurent, nemely the Tocticeal Line, had

expressed his disagreement with some of the points =2nd hed raised some doubts.
The following brief quotation ~ill indicate his noints nf disagreement and
doubts:

a) He hed cmoressed his disacrecment with the criticism of Mao in the Docu-
ment. He said: "Lagtiy the Cominform has not yet reviewed the Chinese
revolution, its strategy 2nd tactics in the different perionds and the
devistions and mista-es ccnaitted by Mao. We should hesitate to tread
where Cominform has nct stepped.”

b)Regarding the slogan of rejoining different linguistic provinces ~f Hydera--
bad state tc different provinces, he had stated: "It is true that the
bourgeoisie has turen ini‘'lative in raising the slogan for promoting
its own interests. But it cannct evade the fact that it strikes
sympathetic chord in the hearts of the people as it cxpresses their |
desire for unification. The response from the urban petiy bourgeoisie
is so sympathetic that the issue is becoming a buriing one. It is our
tagk tn see that the brurgenisic does not utilise the desire of the
people for unification to run into a channel which will promote its
interests. We must raise this slngan and explain to the penple why
and how they must fight for a revolutionary unification by establish-
ing people's power."

c¢) Regarding the slegan given for puttine up "militent defence in Teleugana'



he had reised dnubts and said: "There is 2 qualit ative difference between
militant defence and armed resistance for saving the embpyonic state .
forms in the liberated areas and mllitant defence including armed re-
sistance for reteaining the ooonomic gains in that area. The first kind
of struggle would entail on us the task on consolidating the embryonic
state forms, exterd the liberated areas, etc., while the other would
entail on vs the ftask of retaining the land to the peasants, Armed resis-
tance for retaining the esconcmic gains would in practice mean the defence
of the mbrycnic state forms., It would be wrong to erect a Chinese

wall between the two. The document is not clear onr this point and this
point needs to be clieared."

d) On +the question of comnterposing the Chinese to the Russian pattern of
"revolution, whils agreeling with the formulation in the I3 deocument that it
was wroLg to so couniterpnsa, he had raised some doubts and said:
" A question therefrre arises in my mind as to what the prospect in
Irdia is., Is it not quite likely that the Tourgeoisie will initiate
& civ:il war .oy routine our strength befrre the Party is completely
prepared, before it haz grtherod end nrgeonised forces nf demncratic
revolubion, beiore it hes broken down the influence of the Bourgeoisie?
That the bourgecisie will resc=t to this course seems to be a certainty,
How do we prepare frr it?,,..How o we vrevare nurselves tc meet the
possibility of a virtuzl civil wer bteing initiated by the national bour -
genisie?.u. .1 feel thet “he nrgent need of the hour is that the several
aspects of this quesiion are considered by us."

I shall proceed %o wake the other PB dccument, namely "On the Agrarian

Questiorn". Com. Kamat had consistently opposed one of the basic formulations
of this document. This issue was discussed by Kamat and Gautam who had ex-

presssed his agreement with the views expressed by Xamat on this issue., KXamat
had stated:

"Whila the development of the capitalist mode of production was undoubted-

ly zvident, I think that the pace of develepmert of cultivation by hired

bends instead off lelting cut is ovewestimated in the document.

"The generalisations overcstimate the extent and pace of cultivation
with hired labour Ly the new class of the rural bourgeocisie as they are
sweeping., They are cnly partially true....It iz perfectly true that th e
new clags aspires and exerts $o exploit land by exploiting hired labour.

. Bxploitation of hired labour by this new class is on an increasing scale,
But to conclude therefore that "it cannnt exmloit these lands unless it
erploits hirad isboud” is 2 sweerninge generalisaticn, The new class of
the rural bourgecisie heing = cresture of the disintegration of the pes-
sentry as & resulit of overvewering nf the feudsl economy by the covita~
ligt economy, ospires tn develon cepitalist mede of exploitation of
hired labour in ugriculture. B3Bul circunstanced ss ha is by the con-
ditions of the colonial economy, his aspirations d~ not fully materialise.
He is compelled to cxuloit land bv letting it out....The rich peasant is

gtill more of a landlord than a "nll-fledged capitalist exploiting hired
labouxr."

In the couran of his criticism on the chapter dealing with the measures
of the Gouveriment for abolition of iandlordism, Kamat said:

"This chapter fails %o focus the atitention on the main tasks of the Pare
ty. "Our central task is to defeat the manceuvres of the bourgeoisie
directed towards checking the tempo of the agrarian revolution. This
task can be aischarged only by developing and carrying forward the
struggle for the seizure of land and land to the tiller,

Kamat continuesd %o criticise and object to the vasic formulation em-
bodied in the PB document, viz., th2 Agrarian Question. He had written a
pamphlet in April 1949 on the Brombay Act to Prevent Fragmentation and to
Promote Consolidation of Holdings. He had discussed the pamphlet with
Gautam who had zgreed with the formulations in the pamphlet. Shekhar
did not raise any objections to iv. The PBM in Bombay to whom the pamphlet
was shown, criticised it at lenzth .nd ssid "It eculd very well have been
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written before the PB document on the Agrarian Question. Shekhar theireupon
agreed with the criticism levelled dg&lubt the pamphlet by tle PBM, Kamat
replied to the various points raised by the ¥PM in his criticism. Shekahar
did not express any opinion on Kamat's reply whereas Gautam agreed with it
in the mzin,

In the reply Kamat criticised the formulation made by the ex-~¢
course of his article on the UP 7&mindar1 Abolition Bill, which had appeared
in Ccagunist, and wrote:- -

"There are two small paragraphs in the atticle which had appeared in the
April issue of the Communist on the UP Zamindari Abolition Bill, the impli-
cations of which do nnt seem to be correct,

"It is true thet the reiati-ns between them {the moneylender landlord
who lets his 1and and the poor pensant nr the exorovriated neasant to whom
it is let out) are not continuation of the purely feudal relations, But it
is also true that the relations between them are not the same as those
which exist between the canitdl ist landlord and the sgricultural labourers
whom he hires, These relations contsin the features of both feudal and capi-
talist systems ac the system of such landlord farming is transitional one
from feudalism to capitalism. As long as the peasants' instruments are not
subgtituted by the iunstruments of the landlord, purely capitalist relations
between the moneylender landlord and the peasant tenant do not come into play."”

3~ Now I proceed to briefly state their practice on the peasant front. Ba-
sing themselves on the evaluation ¢f the significance cof the agrarian
gtruggles in the Pecple’'s democratic revolution, which had been made in the
Provincial Report of Oct. 19483, Kamat, Gautam and ¥.isan Patil planned their
work on the peasant front with a view to unleash the agrarian revelution
where it could be done immediately and to prepare for unleashing it where

it could be easily unlieashed, This decision was basically correct.

In Nagar district, in view of the historic and anti-Snrwecari struggles of
the peasantry cf the district at the time of the Decoan Riots in 1872, they
decided to take steps for unlesshing the agrarian revolution by taking
offensive against the most hated monevlenders in the are where the Party
had bewn atle to build 2 gtrong neacent bese as a recult of very intensive
campaign for over six months bv the comnrrdes who had to go u.g, on April
1, 1948, It was alsc decided +» t~ke up the issue ~f the procurement plan
which had produced acute ford crisis in the district and to organise resistance
to it. These decisionsg acein were basically correct.

The agrarian struggle againsgt the werst and the most hated moneylenders
which was organised in Akola taluk of the Nagar district and the plan and
the various steps taken for launching it were basically correct. The offen-
gsive t aken againgst the moneylenders at Khirvira unleashed the century-old
smouldering discontent of the peasantry in the are2 against the moneylenders.
It inspired the peasantry. This struggsle was organised after a thorough dis-
cussion and agreement between Kamat, Gautam and Kisan Patil and also between
the UG comrades in that taluka.

The struggle reached a decisive stage in April 1949, when the Govt, let
loose ferocionus repression in the area for terrorising the population which
was supporting it, It was at this stage that Dagdu Patil, one of the DC
members, raised the duestion of armed resistance for fighting back repression
in Nagar DC, The NC disagreczd with Dagdu Patil on the issue of armed
resistance to repression., Kamat and Gautam had to intervene and convince -
them that the path of armed recigtance advocated by Dagdu Patil was correct.
That was the only way nf fightine back demoralisation and helplessness which
was creeping among thie peasantry, ~f develoning the asgrarian struggles to a
higher pitch. The problems vnsed by life were guidine us in the direction
of the correct path of agrarian revolution., This decision of resorting to
armed resistance for defeating revression and developing the strugele was
bvagically a correct one,

When offengive was launchzd against a2 number of goondas who were help-
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ing the police and harrassing the pcople and against the police when they
were in a disadvantageous position, the demoralisation among the peasantry
disappeared. They were enthused and their tempo rose high.

In Octnber 1943 Kamat, Kisan Patil, Gautam and Shekhar met together for
a fortnightfor the purpese of planning to develop the struggle to a wider
arez, After prolonged discussion it was decided to extend the area of the
struggle to the adjoining area of Thana and Nasik districts which was hilly
and where the overwhelming proportion of the population consisted of poor
peasants and pauperised peasants and where there was an influence of the ¥i-
san Szathe, It wes 2lso decided to rrganise our comrades in the area into
batches of not more than five, The issunes which should be te-en for exten-
ding the struggle %o a wider ares were also discussed and decided upon, These
decisions, so far as they =0, were nliso corvect decissons,

But they were nnt congeious of the foct thet nrmed resistence and armed
struggle . in the countryside must necesserily adopt the guerilla form of
struggle., Ner had they the conception of building Party organisation/suited
to armed resistance amd armed struggle, (/and the mass organisation)

Ag a result of these serious shortcomings, the strugele has suffered
heavily during the last three moniths, when the most ruthless measures of re-
pression were adopted. There have been very serious losses of cadre in the
area since the arrest of Kigan Patil Ly the end of lMay 1950. Many key com-
rades 2ve been arrested recently. To interpret these losses as being due
to the fact that azdventurict ~ta~tics were adopted, would be politically
wrong., This serious setback is due to the fact that we had no conception of
how to fonduct the agrarian struggle when it reaches the stage of armed
resistance, how to build the Party crgenicaticon znd the mass organisations
suited to this stage of agrarian revolution. 14 may also be stated that these
lnsses might not have been so heavy if the decisions which we had taken
in Oc%. 1949 had been implemented, This Aces not mean that other mistakes
have not been committed in ccenductine the stirugzle., But only a critical
and concrete review of the struggle would reveal what these mistakes are,

To characterise the strugegle in Akola as basically left sectarian,
adventurist and terrorist is right reformism., It amounts to denial of the
Telangana way and the Chinese path ss the only way for advencing the nationa 1
liberation revoluntion and leading it to victory,

Qur task in Akola is to regroup cur shatitered forces in t he &rea, to
equip them with the correct verspective ofthe Chinese path and the knowledge
of guerilla forms of struggle and advancce Turther with adequate preparations.

(b) The decision takeu by Kamat, Gautam and Kisan Patil after discussing
st length with thecomrades in Nasgilk to start work in the peasantry of Kalwan
and Peath talukas where the overwhelming proportion of the populaticon con-
sists of poor peasants and agricultural labourers who are hill-tribes, with
a view tc organise them, 4o unleash the agrarian revolution cn the basis of
their immediate and acute prohlems and tc develop it inte higher forms of
struggle was a corrsct dedsion. This vas a new area where work was to be
started. It wag therefore deciled to crganise the peasants on the basi s of
their. day-to-day demands am an initial and preparatory step, The result of
the work on the bad s of the plan chalked out, showed that our understanding
of the agrarian revoluticn was not lert sectarian and adventurist, The work
in the district came to a stop when all the comrades whe were working in
1: ese talukes were arrested in Aucust 1949. These arresits were due to non-
vigilance and non-obgervance of Tech. rules, HBecause 211 of them were
arrested when they had/together for plaunine the wofk.(/come?) It is after
a lapsa of geveral monthg than sn attemnt to revive the werk could he made,

{¢) Kanat, Gautzm and Wis-n Patil whe haprened to go to a village in
Igatpuri taluka in Jan. '49 revised their earlier decisicn regarding the im-
pending struggle of Igatpuri peasants was wrong, They decided to support
thig struggle and wort in cooreration with the local Bahujan Samajwadi Group.

It wag alsce decided th2t ocur ceomrades should net hasten a premature conflict
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with them. But at the same time they were instructedt o expose the trea-
cherous role of D,S5,Wagh and other leaders as it unfolds itself, to criticise
and expose the limitationg of Satyasraha as a weapon of class struggle, to
"popularise alternative forms of struggle and to adopt militant forms of
struggle when and where they became possible, These decisions were correct,
A review of the Igatpuri strugcle which was prenared by Kamat after discussions
with Gautam was algo basically correct. They were trving to build united

front relations with the Peasrnts! =nd Wnrkers' Party on correct basis,

i.e., both from below and from shove in this strugele,

(4) The situation in the Warli srea wes totnlly different, from any other
area where we have been working among the veasantry in the province. The
potentialities of the strugcle are ~reat. No sooner the struggle is launched,
it is bound to tave theform of armed resistance from the initial stage itself,
Kamat, Gautam and Shekahar discussed the question of launching the strugele
on several occasions, But they did not decide %o launch it as they thought
Govt, would use its might to ciush the struggle if it was hastily launched
without adequate preparations and without rebuilding a solid organisation
and also because they did rot know how tc develop the struzgle without being
allowed tc be crushed by governmental revression. They had nc conception of
the guerilla fuwm of suruggie, which form will have to be adopted from the
very beginning of the launching of the struggle and which alone can defy
all repression. They therefere hesiivated to launch the struggle, though it
was possible to launch it. Gaubam was making efforts to rebuild the solid
nrganisation which has been very loose after the last heroic struggle of the
Warlies.

This brief survey of their practice on the reasant front shrws that their
understanding of the task of unleashing the agrarian revolution was net basi-
cally left sectarian, However, their understandine ~f the role ~f the rich
peasants who do not carry rm feudsl ervrioitation was left gsectarian from the
beginning., These rich veasants win do nnt adont feudal forms of exploita-
tion were congicdered to be the enemies of the Peonle's Democratic revolution,
They accepted the left sectoriun formulation of the PB Deocument on the
Agrarien Question that tlhe midiie peazant was not o firm ally in the national
liberation struggle and the strugrlc acainst feudalism., (/rut op}ya vascilla-

tine ally
4~ Trade Union Front: The understanding of these comrades abous the trade
union struggle was basically left sectariun, They o1 ated the crisis with
the upsurge and the upsurge with the revolution., They thought andcorrectly
so that it was the white terror that held in check the mounting discontent
of the working class frcm btursting feorth intc strikes and general strikes,
But from this premise they drev theieft sectarian conclusion that the best
way and the only way tc btraak through the white terror was to preparef or
attocking the police and the stote machinery. The attempts of the state mad i~
nery to terrorise the workiung class can be defeated by taking and crganising
~ffensive against it, That the white terrcr in the colconies cannot be
successfully frught back by armed strugsle i the cities but only by unleashing
the agrarian revolution and developing it into armed struggle in the o« unt ry-
side, was totally absent in their conscisusness. This basically left sectarim
understandins naturally reflected itself in the instructions which were sent
by them during the strike strugsles which broke out in Jalgaon, Dhulia
Ambernath, Sholapur and the railway strike ~f March © in 1949 +1d 1950,
Instructions were sent to the worters at Ambernath, Jakaon and Dhulia
that clashes with the police should bhe orgeanised and higher forms of strug-
gles should te introduced wnile c-nducting the stri-es, The necessity
of organising fighting squeds for leeding the clashes in times of struggle
was emphasised., Thoy @id nrt criticige theleft sect-rian slogen given by
Sholapur Town Committee that the workers of the Sholapur 014 Mills should
break open the gates and take possession of the mill as they thought it to
be correct. These are some of the examples of their left sectarian instruc-
tions and understanding.

But while committing left sectarian mistakes, they strugeled to fight
againat right reformism which was rampant and had struck deep ronts in the
various Party units. It is true thet they could not successfully wage this
strugizle since right reformism cannot be fought by left sectarianism, Their
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criticism of the vacillations, hesitations and iundecisions of a section of
the local leadership of the varioues Party units arising cut of deep-rooted
reformism was correct. Mauy ingtancce can be cited as precef of the deep-
rooted reformism of sections of locnl leadersliiin of the various Party units,
A few of such ingstances cuan be ciged,

In Jalgeon the City Committee fixed 25th of Mey 1949 as the dzte of
the strile for fighkting sgaingt the cut in deevnazs ~llewance which was de-
clared on May 3, It nleaded lack of prepariizasa and lack of tempo anong
the workors for not fixing an earlier date. TPut the reality was otherwise,
200 werkers went to tne oftice zud insisted the+ a call for strike must be
given at the earlieat moment, .Lue leadsrshop Lisd to changs the date of strike
from 25 %o 17 May. Th2 strike wn tke 17th vis & compleve wucesss.

A+ the ingitance ¢f o rimijar characier which happencd at Dhulia may be
cited. A meeting of *‘ha General Bcly wos colled for considering the @ estion
of strike for fighting cgainst the cut in ihe dearacss alliowance. 4 gection
of the Paxty membership cyurosed the proposal of the strike on the plea that
thee vas ro tempc for sirikc auwong the workeis. They withdrew their oppo-
gition %o the call for strike whean the Sacrctary arncuanced that he would
call a useting of the wockers the noxt day, in W ich he weuld dscliare that
the Party meubers wers prepared to zceopt the cutbt in dearzness alliowances
and were not propared o gzcept the oot in doarrsopgn allownnice and -vere not
prepared Lo give a call ror strike bocavse the workers did not want & sid ke,
The daie for sirike wag iixed Zox June 16, 949 and the strike was a complete
SUCCeSt.

A third typical insdance feom Sholep.r may be cited. In the month of
July 194g, the wave o digernieui anone the workers becavse of innrdinate
delay in declqﬁlnv the #ozrd by the Indussrial Court resarding the digpute
over the question of minimun woage and gitandardigation of whges 12d reachad

very high pitch. The wurkera »ere immatient to go ~m strike., The City

Commistoe which met %o consider the situaticn disrersed without coming to
eny declision as %o whether a csll for sirike sheild e givea or nut. There
were four trende in the Clby Commi<ice, Ono of the trends wan that if the
Party gave the ¢rll for strivwe, it will hao charg-( w1+h inztigating ‘the
gtrike. NWo call for strike skculd fhorefire he giver, Th» scecond trend was
tnat thore was no temno camong the v orru*s. ke 'aruy woule be iazolated
Trom tho workers if the call forthe strike wag given. The .third iirmd was
that L the workers spontaneously wenu on a givike, theParty would lead it,
The fourth trend was that 2 cal® for 2 striks amust be given,

hhe Feasanulbs' end Workers' Parly hook *he initiative in giving the call
for stri%e, The Party veit follcwed. These ilivstrative examples will suf-
fice to show how decprooted refermism was in a ceection of the local leader-
ghip of the various Po-ty unite which was rightly criticisci ag anl expression
ofcrude reformism by Famat, Geutam and Shekhar,

(b) Regarding the ¥arch ¢ Bailyay Strike in 1949, both Kama’ ard Gau-
tam thought the slogon of the striko VLS wronv after it had fajiled, They
felt that the tempo of the woikers vsas overesiimeicd. Kamab exprecssed
his doubtg i» the PBM =znd one CCM with whom he discussed the railway stri-e.
He did rot Liuwever stick un te hin sland becsuse of hisg basic left sectarian
undecretanding, when he was coad conted vith the soeuwend ttat to characterise
the slogan as wrong amounted to deniel of ursurge, ¥Kamat couvinced Gaudeam
that hig opinion was wrone by renzitine the ssme 1rgument.

(o) Another thing may be steted in thig conncebion, The Ordnance Fag-
tory Werkers' uni n ot Amlerneth woe erntirtoly uwnder the cuntrol of the INIUC,
By patient and rersisteni wert of exposure by comrades under the guidance
of Gaulam for a numbesr of months 1in thAas wnion, it was captured by us in the
end.

(¢) The Secretary of the 411-India Toxtile Fraction had given instruc-
tion o theSecretary of the Sholapur unit in November 1949, +hat the hand-
loom workers should consider ithe 'asamies' as their enemics and fieht thenm.
Kemat, Shekhar end Guutem Sook the steand that these snstrictiong were
wrong and cpposed vher, fYhey ingiructed that the handlcom werkers chould
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formulate common proecramme, including the just demands for the 'asamies'

and ficht azainst the common enemy, the monnpolist wraders, who were tryine .
squeezine out hnth the measzre profits of the hsamies' and thersby ecompelling
them to cut the wazes of the handlcom workers.

(e) They sent irsfructioss to comrades at Sholapur that they should
build uvnited front reiations ow the basis nf conmon programme with the
Peasants' and Workers' Parity who had crnsideradble influence amone the tex~
tile workers, both from belrw and above, while sharnly eynosine the onnortu-
nism of the leadership whenever occasicn arose,

(f) The Pariy oresanisstion and gtrenath of the Party has suffered heavi-
ly. But to attribute these heavy losses to left sectorian mistakes alcne
would be wronz, as i% amounts te iesnoring ancther crucial factor, namely the
reneral offensive of the employers and the ruthless repression let loose by
the Govt. for crushine the Pariy and its strength, To what extent the losses
were due to left sectarian mistakes will have to be investigated concretely
in each individual case-

5~ The Student Front: & sclid basis for the student movement in Maharashtra
was laid during this veriod, It developed rapidly., The potentialities of its
development were great, but we could not utilise them fully, A special
characteristic of the student movement in Maharashtra is that the vast bulk
of students who have rallied under the AISF, studying in High Schocls and
vernacular schorls, comes from the peasantry.

The PC which met iix October 1948 took the decisgsion tec hold the first
previncial conference. It was held in December 1948 at Nacar and was a success,
In December 194R Wamat, Xisan Fatil and Gautam decided in consultation

with Sadashiv and Chumare to nreanifie a counference of the students residing
in boeoardings throughout Maharashiza. rhers is 2 network of such beardings,
The students comine from the middie and noor peasants ta-e advantage of thesnr
beardings for educating themselves. The conference wes held in December 1949
and was 2 success. United front %Gactics with stulents under the influence

of the Peasants' and Workters' Party were successfully used in organisine it.
They actively participated in it,.

On this front also some left sectarian mistae-es were committed. 4
critical and concrete review of this wori: iec necessary to trace what they were

GL Organigational: In raspeci of inner-Party crganisation, these comrades
are not guilty of either Titoist or Turkish methods in dealing with comrades
who differed with them on political or organisati onal issues. They tried

to argue their point of view and tried %0 convinae those who differed from
them, Sharpness of criticism is not to be misunderstood *or Turkish or
Titois% methods of functioning. To co characterise it is fo attempt to dep-
rive-the Party of one of its most powsrful weeponsof self-education and of
correcting wrong methonde and undersianding. They have %taken disciplinary
actions arainst some comrades during this periocd, These decisions will have
tn be reviewed in the lirhy of the new line of the Party. But it may be
said that the Adecisinns ¢f disciplinary acticng in & number of cases stand
inetified,

Seleciion of Comrades from Bombay Committee
~¥edar, Dhanaji, Bhai and Vikram—)

The understandins ~f all theaze comradec was besically left sectarian,
capture of power through pelitic-l egeneral sirixe, arned insurrection in
cities, etc. They did not ses the correct prth, the Chinese path of nationeil
liberaticn in colonies 2nd semi-colonies, asrarian revolution 2s the axis of
the national democrertic revolutinn,

But desvite this basic left sectarian understendineg, some of these com-
rades were raising gerious doutts oz regards the formulations made in the
main PB documenis such as rFeovle's Democracy and The fdgrarian Question, which
clearly showed that they were groping towards the correct path,
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L. September or Octcber 1948, Com. Kedar kad asked the GS to explain
why Com Alexeyev's article in Bolshevik referred to btig bourgecisie and not
the whole hourgeoigie ag havine eone over to imperialism while the Political
Thesis characterised the whole bourgecisie as collsboratiormist. Com, Vikrem
also had raised the sagme doubte regerdine Alexeyevw!s article in his corres-
pondence with Zedar,

On the docunent of Pecple's Degmccrscy, Com, Kedar to~k objection to the
formulation re. strursgle assingt inmnerialism, He had ncinted out that to say
that the struggle ies not againgt this or thet imnerialism but asninst world
imperialism in genersl, is tc think that India hud attained the seme status
ag France, Italy, etc. who are tied to Americsen imperialism, have become its
vaszals.

In a long note submittod to the FBM in Feb., 1949 Com. Vikram had raised
several points regarding the vasic formulations in 'People's Democracy' and
'The Agrarian Question",

The document of Feople's Democracy had stated that in the new situation
the fight against imperialism "is carried on at s different level...Freedom
now means freedom from world caritalist crder, not from this or that imperia-
lism onlyY Com. Vikram questioned the covreciness of this formulation and
asked whether according 4o the new docurent British imperialism had retrea-
ted from India, had disappeared {rom the scene for all practical purposes
and fight for freedom is fight agsainst world sepitelisw in general, If so,

Com, Vikram asked, wha® happens to the British vested interests still remaining

intact ir India and the new ~nes which are likely to be created by joint
Indc-British capital., In support of his areument Com. Vikram mentioned the
articles of RPD in lasting Pe=cge and other articles of Scviet writer s.

Regerding the formulati~n of the B that whole bourrecisiz has become
collaborationist, Com,. Vikram raised sa¢é Followine dcubts: "Why have slmost
all Scviet writers and RFD foraulated the ner setur in the o lonies and India
as an alliance between Imrerialism, bie bourgeciszie or top ranks of the bour
geoigie, why Com, Stnlin elso makes & distinction between big bourgeoisie
and pcity bourgeoisie wherezs in our Thesis asg well as in the new documents
we refer to the national bhourgecisie ag 2 whole having mads alliance with
imperislism. Is there not & vital difference between the two formulations,
heg it not an imp ortant bearing on the question of the new alliance of the
democratic front?"

Cem, Vikram also had raised doubis resgarding the development of capi-
talist relations in agriculture, FE¢ had asked "Can we visualise rapid deve-
loyment of capitalist agrioculiure in the immediate future? Is such bourgeois
reform cof agriculture, i.2, . slow climinaticn of feudalism by legislation
and develcpment of large-scale capitallst farming possible within the
frome-~wcil of colonial economy?™

Further Com. ram also had raised thw following poiui regarding. the
etege 3Ff Yhe »ovel oraud pladgs allinnce, He hnd criticised the conception
of interlacirg, interlinking, of the 4wo stages of revolution in the D docu-~
ment, He contrasted this conception with Lenirn-Sialin conception of passing
into or growing over of bourgecic dsmocratic revolution into proletarian
revolution and asked "Put when 20 we simsualise the state that will arise as
a result of democratic revolution to be the democratic dictatorshir of the
proletaxriat?"

Vik
Lt

Whiles thess important »ointa re. the basic left sectarian formulations
f the PB had been ranised by Com, ¥edar ang Vikram, Com, Dhenaji and Bhai
were 1ot in a position 4o raise such questions because they got the documents
translated inbto Marathl very late and even then only in Farts.
In implementing the left sectarian line of the ¥3 in mractice, the BC
in general uadcphed a cautious attitude upto March 9, Railway Strike, 1949,

In the Municipal strike of July, 1948 the 11th Lugust strike c2ll given
by the Socialists the BC did not commit any adventurist wmistakes. In the 11
£ug. surike ‘the BC gave a correct o111 for united front with Sceialists and
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and tried to extend the strike to other industres. At the time of the "
action" againgt Hyderabad, while the article in PA did not sharply bring
out the real meaning of the Nehru Govt.'s police action, viz., attack on
Telengana, the leaflet drafted by the BC gharply exposed the real game behind
the same. The draft cf this leaflet was chianged by Iokyug comrades cn thei r
own on the lines c¢if the PA article, but they were pulled up for this by the

BC Secretary.

police

On the igsue of Samyukta Maharashtra Tonference the BC took on the whole
a correct stand tried to radicalige the conference beth organisaticnally as
well as politvically., It is worth noting that Dyakov in his pamphlet #pvroving-
ly refers tc the role played by the Comnmunists in this conference. The BC
could not pursue this campaiegn further because of confusine and wrong criticism
nade by the PB of the stand teken ty the BT,

The 9 March Railwey strike was a2 major turnine noint for the BC, When
the strike call failed misersbly 21 most all mem™® rs of the BC Sectt, shar-
ply reacted to this bigrest jolt of reality, Having correctly seen the adven-

turist nature of the c2ll, they exrressed their individual views in writing
and submitted them to the »3i. In these notes Comg, e dar, Dhansaji and Vik-
ram stated clearly that the railway strite call was wrong and adventurist,

A1l of them were bitterly attrcked as reformists by the PBM and CCM
in charge of the Railwey Fraction., The latter nad even prepared & document
in which Ccma, Kedar, Dhanaji, Vikram and Patkar were condemned as rabid
reformists of the same type as Ji % Co. This document also stated that
these comrades by guestioning the correctness of the strike call of March
9 had shown utter lack of faith in the line of the second Congress,

This instirgtive nnd correct
to left sectarian and adventuris’ ca
then at least they had not only not cwed blindly, the left sectarian

line of the P-, but they even shar }1 fouguu against it when the call failed.
Thus on a majer all-India issue 1ike the Railway strike these comrades did
try to oppose the left sectarian pcliey of the cld PB.

cr. of leading BC Sectt. memters
i lnrchk 9 shows clearly that till

The real left sectarian twist in the politics and practice of the BC
however came after the supvrescion of the resistm ce of BCMg to the "¥k's
evaluation of the setback to March 9 call, Till March, they were in gen-~ral
fellowing 2 non-adventurist end in oractice moreor less correct live om
day-to-day issues., No bogus strive call! was siven in this veriod nor were
individual strikes that teok plece conducted as 'struseles for carture of
power', The strike in the suburta, the Jan milletrike, 11 August, Firestone,
One Day Strike in Mazegson and FVI Uocksare instences in point,

The review of the Merch 9 Railway Generzl Strike made under the guidance
of the PBM marked the turning point in the pcliiticel understending and prac-
tice of the BC Sectt

The campaign to rally pcpuiar support behind the hungerstrike of jail
comrades, particularly the May 8 demcustration, the c¢zll for anti-Constitu-
tion protest general strike on Jar., 24 and the demonstration on Jan 26
are examples of the crassest tvrp of left adventurism of the BC Sectt. Howe-
vertvo facts in connection with the support tc hunger strike cumpaign must
be noted,

The decision to hold the meeting at Lalbaug Maidan and stage the dsmo-
ngtration in defiance of the ban was not taken hy the Sectt, It was taken
by the comrades cn the qch. The Fecti. noverthée s cannct bte absolved of the
responsibility, btecause its cutlook, the cririt-fihe instvruetteovs were clearly
adventurist,

Secondly, the BC Sectt. reviewving the demonstration, amd the 11 ¥ay
s#trike fTinsco, con its ~wn came to reslise its adventurist blunders and had
alsgo arrived at correct couclusions which were to bte incorvorated in its
ceif-critical review, Thet the reseoluticn waes wt drafted and circulated
to the ranks wag doutitless a cerious feilure of t he Sectt,
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Learning from the costly exverience of iay 8 demonstration, the Sectt.
pulled itself up and moved in the suhsequent develcpments with caution,
giving particular attention to orennisation and geving csdre, This was im-
mediately seen in relation to the AITUC session, First Com, Dhanaji and Vik-
ram and later all of them ovrosed the »rovosal to hold the cpen segsion of
the AITUC in defiance of the ban,

The way the BC Sectt, suided the tonus atrike campaien of June 25 and
after, emphasising the activisation of militents, buildine of =mill commit-
tees, pursuing vigrrcusly the tactics of the united front from relew with
the Scocialist ranks, clearly shows that the Sectt, had not failed to learn
the lessons from the past, This camraign wherein the Sccialist leadership
was subjecte? to concrete criticism and the correct manner in which the strug-
gle apainst the staggerine gcheme and 84 hours day in textile mills was led,
paved the way for the success of the All-"ndia te tile conference,

The implementing of these lessons further in connection with the Jan,
2 one day strike, brought us a gignificant success. Over 75,000 workers

" came out on strike on the general lemands formuld ed by -the textile conferen-

@e despite the opposition of Socialist leaders.

The strike of 12,000 Municiypal workers was another occasion when it
was seen that the BC Sectt., instead of giving 'bd d ezll' for sympathetic
strike, tried to build up a borad united front fo rallying the support
of the workers and other democratic sections of the people.

The conception of the BC Sectt. even during this period of left sec-
tariani®m, of the peace campaign was not narrow, but one that soueht to ral-
ly the maxinmum number of masses by 2avvlyine the tactics of united front both
from above anl helcw,

Correcting some of the couredes who thoucht that the Feace Front can
only comprise of the T'srty and t he mass oreenisations under its influence,
thie Sectt.. had pointed out thaet the cause of veace had definitely a wider
appeal and therefore it instructed that orcanisdions like the Peasants!'
and Vorkers' vparty and Forward Bloc must also be enlisted in the sgruggle for
pezce. The mass rally to observe the International Peace Day on Oct. 2 and
the open session of the Bombay Provincial Peace Conference showed the success
attained by the Peace campaign.

On the student front there are two distinct stages., The line of demar-
cation between the itwo consists in the intervention by the AISF central frac -
tiOI_l_. ’

The BC Sectt. was in general guiding the EFombay Students' Fraction, ge-
nerally in the correct direction. D uring the period, the BSU led by our
Party became the leading force among the Bombay students. It led barring
a few exceptions all the struggles of the students, among them, four major
all-Bombay sae-day sirikes; (1) Protest against increases in fees, about
20,000 students rarticipatine; /2) Support to the no-payment of fees strug-
gles of medical students, about 50,000 students participating; (3) support
to the strugele of the VJITI gstudents aeainst the expulsion of their leaders
from the Institute, about 45,000 students rarticivatineg: (4) Selidarity with
the Secondary teachers' lenders of the ¥ine George Hieh School,

The strengtb of the BSU =lso rose from 1400 in 1927-48 to 3200 in
1948-49.

Althoush there were variocus defects inthe work of the Student front, the
Student Fraction under the guidance of the BC Sectt. had to pursue the tac-
tics of the united front with the siudents under the influemce of the Socia-
lists, made sober estimate of its strengilhy and the strength of the Socialists,
refrained from giving adventurist calls and did mot rush into inopportune
and isolated clashes with the poiice.

The AISF Fraction Centre cherged the BSU Fraction of opportunism, etc,
The PB dirested that student work thrcughout the -country be led end guided
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not by the Provincial Committees but by the AISF Fraction Centre, Thig d4ig °
shunt the whole of the student front onto the rails of left adventurism,
the effects and results ~f which heve vet to he examined,

The twist towards left adventupism in the politics and practice exacted
very heavy losses from the Party in Bombay, DBetwe en the three events, March
9 Railway Strike, May 8 demonsiration and 141 Nay support t- hungerstrike
actions and the January 26 demcnstraticn, the Party organisation in Bombay
lost a large number of cadres into Jail (about 175).

In organisational methods, these comrades are not guilty of Titoist
Turkish terror. They have not suppressed any Farty member or Party func-
tionary for hig political and organisational differences. They have un-
doubtedly taken disciplinery actions against a few members. DIarring two
most of the others may be found to be justifiabk, Of course each of these
will have to be reviewed. The *“wo cases are/bf it e leading comrades and
the BCO of Lalbaug, on the charge of geduction of a girl, Here the Sectt.
and theo BC are guiliy of drastically a PM who bhardly committed an offense,
The letter was suspended from the Farty tor outraging the modesty of a woman
Party member. In this case thza BC Sectt. and the BC can be blamed for teking

, & non-political view of the offence, frr judeinesit strictly on ideal basis,
\/B§O%Eeogeg?g§gi? onrve and P D, Veidya. 'he fome® was expelled in endorsement

L am not terlkine here of +he Patrapr-Tarhitker question. The matter is
under investigatinn of the CC which hag awppointed a Ceommission info the whole
guestion of disrurtion ir the Jembay Pariy unit.

Conclusion: This ig neither n concrete ner an exheustive self-critical
report either of work in Maharashtra or Bombey or of the individual  com-
rades of the OC durine the left secterian period, Such a review will be pre -
pared as soon as the O0C starts functioning, T hig note is meant only to indi-
cate the grounds on which the personnel of the 0C was selected.
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PB DOCUMENT FOR ALL FMs No. 7

F3 LETTER TO BIHAR

S /- Re. PB Documents for All PMs. i I =l
_ During the last tw months the following PB roumenﬁs have.beart, -
‘issued: 7. S i i) 2 :
: g oy
1. PB Resolution on Asean PC.
2. PB Note on Reformism in Assen,
3. PB Resolution on Biswannth Mulher jee,
*4, FB Note on Student Strugzgles,
5. PB. Resolution on Re)rpnnluat“on of West Bengal Prov. Cormities
A 6., PB Ncte on Recomstitution ?f W. Bengal Provincial Committoe.

A1l euture PB documents for all FMs will be numbered - thus this
decunent is = '
PB Document for 411 PMs_-No.7' .. '
PR Lettor to Bihar./ -

-

'P.B. LEPTER TO BIHAR

: | © o 6.9.49;
My dear Bharat, . it LS | : g A . ol

-8 ' .

Now cominz tq your docunents ani minutes. Lot me first come .to the nini-
nuw: points of aoreeuert Thefe is no. doubt thet your documents as ‘well as the
discussion on these docurients have servel to do one tig thing - shattered tha
illusion that ell has been more or less well in Bihar - an illusion which no
doubt was greated last time, I 1o not at this etnbe discuss who all were rcsron-
sible for this illusion. But till your roports canie - and the dlacupslonswcro
gone thru, the ;LluSLOn was there,

1 eptlrely agree with you that Reghu the COM- did not do anythlng to
shatter the' 111u91on, -éven though -he had seen some, of the donuments. -

It is equally true that t111 now he—has mede no self—cr1t1c18n. Iy Havc
plainly told hinm so long ago, though I could not hHold any serious pol1t1cal
discussions with him because of his continued 1llness.

Tounocenondobbtdononobbatx Hsstioe n@d&mm&&ammﬂm

Your demand that now that the docunenis werc there, 1nclud1ng the Mi-
nutes, the FB should concretely discuss and asscss the documents is very correct
end Just denand, F: 3 ‘, |

If it has not been done all these days it is because (1) yOu had ‘alreacy
upset the tine-table amd did nnt come in Arril or so.- The time from then on-
wards was ‘taken by other provinces. (2) I wanted -Hezha to be given an op;orbd-
nity to have hie say before the IEB caul” sit. for final. assessnent

Further you should have no misgiving that all that the PCMe have said
againat Raghu is treated lightly by the PB., A COM who gamnot cormand the con-
fidence of his colleazues im the province will have to answer the CC and the
PB. He will not bo allowed to evade the issue. The PB eor the CC will then de-
cide whether he really does not deserve the confidence of the PCMs or whether
these PCMs are wrong in withholding the confidence from him,

There ara no favourites inside the Party. No one is going tc get special
treatment from the FB. You should read FB resolution on Bishwanath - takc it
from JYatin - and see for yourself that no one is speted. Everycne is judged by
the same measure - Marxism,
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You nust algo realisc that if the PB acts n.a irresponsibly as you have donc
in your Pc mooting - nothing will romain of the Party, The PB has to treat cvery
CC romber with the highest smount of respoet and consideration - for the CCis
wBre duly olected by tho Congress. For you ccmrades, Party Congress, Farty dono-
cracy, Party constitution are all unrenl which shows your blatant reformism, Wie!
will happon to the Party if on tho basis of vaguo charges givon by you the B
decided to tnke steps against & CCM? Won't that be reducing the vordict of tho
Party Congrese to a mero farce? Thie will bo tho groescot forn of burcaucratism.
If we oursclvoe do not tako our own constitution, our provisions for democracy
soriously - who olso will takeo it?

You will now undorstand why I wrote you an indigmant lotter abouttho RERXPC's
attack on Raghu. You all are cntitled to make furmal scrious pelitical charges &
ask tho PB to investigate. You all were ontitled to write a sharp polemieal poo
tionl documont oxposing his polities - and demanding hie removal from tho CC &
This is tho proper Farty form - showing proper rospoct to the CC clocted by ti
Conzress and at tho same timo discharging one's duty. But for you nothing, not
evon tho decisions of the Congross, and tho constitution of the Farty are asact
sanct., You arc laying down procedonts undor which coell or district mectinge mey
casually denand romoval of PCNs from DCa, of DCMa from celis - thus smashing all
contralisn. What you have done in casually esking for Raghu's removal from FC -
is juet liquidation of the principle of contralism and assortion of roformiat prin
ciples in organisation.

Bosides the charges ageinst Raghu suddenly flaro up at the end - in discus-
sjiens on reerganisation. I have gone thru ell your reports; quotatione, allcga-
tione ote. and I do not find the lcast ovidence till now to decido that Raghu wos
a warse reformist than any onc of you, perhops with tho oxecoption of Asin, while
thorc ie plenty of cvidence to show that somo others porhaps wore woree roformists
than Reghu, v

If you have proof cnough to show that Raghu waa woree roformist¢ than others,
that ho woe nainly responsible for all the ovils, that in any caso his roformisn
is of such a porsistont typc that he will always dorail the PC you and Mahosh
should still produce it., If there is really somecthing in what you say, I mcen whot
you ~ll together say, and if you arc able to put it clearly = you will be rendeor-
ing a distinct service to tho Party. For such a porson in thc first placc cannot
be allowved to romain in the CC.

Firstly, tho PC shoulls have domandod his ropoval from CC along with removal
fron FC, You cannot roduce the OC to a farco by romoving CCMs from PCs cn the
chargo of rcfomism and say nothing about thoir mcmbership of tho highor commit-
too. This is pure Joshinn concoption of Farty orzanieation,

Secondly, you conmrades seen to have extremely light-hoarted attitudo towaords
ntking charges and nllogations, and lecavimg them there without investigetion. In
the first place no politieal case is nande for throwing out Raghu from the ¥C. The
fact that ho is & COM and therefore to romove a COM from tho FC is a grave natter
for the FB and tho OC ~ is forgotien, And lastly, Girdhar and Mahesh, ospocially
the latter make all kinds of porsonal charges against hin, Many of thosc chargoes
aro of a sorious type and they cammot bo juet wade and alloewed to ramain in the
ninuto hook. Doos anyono take rosponsibility for substantiating thesc chnrges? Or
are thoy just mado for croating offcet? Bosides not one thore has zot the elomont~
ary concoption of Farty demecracy ~that o TParty nmembor has a right te reply to the
charges -« and 441l ho replies o final decision normnlly cammot be takon. You all
thundor against Raghu's buroaucracy - amd I have no doubt that you must havo had a
just griovanca., But you yourself do not ovon qualify your decision by saying that
finnl decision he tcken after hearing Raghu's roply, -

Do not think theoso are smell things, Theso arc things involving basic prin-
ciples. What will happen to the DOs, TCe, PCs, if in tho absenca of certain menbem
decieions are takon regarding thom without giving thom an opportunity to oxplain -
and forward to highor comittco and tho highor committoca act on them. Will any-
thing romain of the Party? This itself iz pnrt of the Joshian heritage and it is
not surprising that your ontiro FC has fallcn a vietin to this burcaucratic boha-
viour -~ tho cpen violation of cvory fom, I do not want to blame you too much for
this. I only want you to roalisec how refomisn asaorts itself on cvery point.



What further takos away my breath is your ocool adoption of double standardc.
All agrcc that Bishnu should be on the IC. Yot Bishnu odnits that he hne appropii-
ctod larty monecy ifor private purposc - i.e. he has takcen from Farty nmoney o cor-
tain swi, Ho explaine it thus: He got Re.500/- from Jeshi for buildinz a housc.
0f theso ho took Rs,250/- and kept Rs.250/- with someonec who perkaps spent it ior
the Tarty. Lator on Bishnu takes Rs.85/- from Farty collections - I do mot kuncw
on whose authority. I ney beo nisunderstanding Bishnu - but from the ninutes it is
obvious that Bishnu picked up a sur: fron :arty collections which he had no ~utho-
rity to pick., The fact that some T'arty rembeor or lcader had sponb Rs.250/- bo-
lonzing to hin on Party work, lces not rive him any rirht to take Farty moncy witl
cut special sanction in repayment of the sun spont. arty menbers cennot be allow-
¢d to behave as noncy-lendors attachiny iarty collcctions.

Nowme of you revolt against this ~ not even protest., It is difficult for me to
reclate your connivance of Bishnu and your passion against Raghu to any objecciive
Marxian standards,

Mahesh nekes a serious and zrave charge against Raglw ~ that he wanted Bishnu
to be arrested, thus charging hin with conduct worthy of an agent provocatcur -
Nonc protests - You perhape only say no - This is a sorious chorge. Mahesh does
not roport it to the FB, though he was staying with us.

If the charge is renl and ssrious Raghu deserves expulsion, If it is fabri-
cated Mahesh deserves expulsion. The CrI membors cannot be allowed to behave like
rangsters, Again I may be misreading the ninutes - and wrongly judge hin. The ui
nutes night have been wrongly rendered. But ny impression is that Mahesh is in
the habit of nmaking wild charges ~ and in this matter he behaves not as if we aroc
nerbers of & cormon revolutionary orgenisation - but of a cheating 7zang in which
cach 18 trying to cheat the other, I am zlad to find that 4sinm has pulled him up
on one occasion when he charped you with deliberate distartion. To say the least
it is disgusting to come across such allezations in a Farty moeotling - and cven
those who do not protost agoinst thesc nust be reprinanded,

I wil]l tell you what honest rank and filcrs will say after readipgz the nie
nutes - especially thosc dealing with rcorsanisaticon., They will consider all of
you to be thorouzhiy dishonest persons intent on passing on the blame to each
other - and finally agreeing to agree among yoursclves to pass it on to Raghu,
Their cry will be a plegue on all of you. That is how thoy will see all of you
including Raghu and they wiil be justified, -

The general impression that people nmight get thru your discussion is each is
trying to pass on the ball to the other, The FC as a whole tries to hold the Scct
rosponsible for the stato of affalirs. Anong the Scctt members Bishnu wants to dis-
clein all responsibilliy seying he was not consultcd - a facile way of metting
out, He does not tell us why hc tolerated, why he did not kick uwp e row, why ho
did not inform the Centre,

So far as Mahesh is concerned his role is to soe that even the most blatant
frrmulations mada by hin should not be nniled down - as anything difforent fron
what others had sald, His so-called strug;le a-aninst the two trend theory « is &
bnzug strugzlo - an unconscious and indiroct atterpt to escape individual resnon-
3ibility for some yery harrible formulations he made and the doggoed and persistent
and cpen fight carried oy by him agcinst some of the directives of the barty Thesis,

All want to hold you three - Raghu, Girdhar and yourself - responsible for
the main nistake., When many of then fight against the so-called theory of two
trends - it is not an honest fight -~ but a fizht to establish that all nmembers of
the Sectt, especially you three, wore equally reformist, Again the basis is not
objoctive estinate of l'arty line as a whole, but an attempt tc establish that the
Ccott. menbers were the nain sources of reformism, Ne doubt the other conmrades
of'ten adnit their mistakes, Evegyone ecems to be in a repentant nood and ono feck
as if snc ls attending a prayor house, or a confessional nceting. But this docs nd
lead to an objectiveo cstinmnte of tho mistakee of tho I'arty as a wholc, As soon us
the formal confession is made and conecience is eatisfied each returne to tho
charge to prave that othors ~ especially the Sectt. was the nost guilty party.

In this respect even Asim fails to judzo himself objectively. dsin who
seeng to have an objective standard alright. I have not seon his latost,

So far as you and Girdhar are concerned you feel that you nust share the rcs-
£ponsibility, but inwardly you feel that Raghu is the source of all nistolkes and
you conie out openly in the discussion on reorganisation & zive yoursclf away.
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Had all of you shown a little objecctivity - you would have askod yourselve
the question - if Raghu were the source of all mischief why are we in lolirui
- when he has been away for nearly a year? The other FOMs = would have to ael
samc question - especially afier changing the Scctt., -why are we deadlocked. Rt
none of you had either the hunility, objectivity to ask the quecstion and facc t
answer,

Ronmorber that even if all that you oay about Raghu is correct and the IB d.-
cided to remove hin from the ¥C, etill ncthing will chanze there - since 2 new cowm
sciousness, a corroct understanding of the situation is required.  Thus the facile
understanding of Mahesh that Razhu was Joshi - and all the rest his followers -
this pose of imnocence rust be lescribed as a perversion of facts, worthy of thosc
who dare not see thomsclves in the nirror.

¥You should thus scc how you have reduccd the Bolshevik weapon of self-criti-
cisn to a farce. Tho result is no cloar unlerstanding of anything - an unconsci-
ous justificetion of onesclf - by holding or thinking that somcone clse is morc
guilty than you and finding satisimction in that., The nind of a petty bourgecis
is like o dog's tail. It never gets straightencd.

Now let me turn to your Recport on the Rizht Reformist Deviation in Bihar
IC. Sone days back I wroto to you that we reject it as encwing petty bourgecois cgo
and frxxdx individualism, You will now sec how corrcct that judgement is.

! However our rejection has ncthing to do with the criticism and attack levicd
by other Soctt. members - who no doubt have shown even worse ezoisn in attackin:
tho roport in the way that thoy did. They perhops thought that the report attackoad
other nembers too rauch, The fact is that the report attacked them too littlo i
comparison with what they descrved. But their fizht azainst two trends meant th t
thoy were hardly to blame - a dishonest fizht in which Makesh takes the lcad an.
nisleads the other nembers,
as

So far/you aro concerned, however, the report fails to ummask your own pcl -
tics i.e. the politics of the Sectt. - scrcens it bechind phrases, behind forial
adnission, Failing to ummask yourself you do not get the moral and porlitical ciu-
rege to umask others - and you zo on praising peote for tho slightest excuse, "-u
nake & pockery of self-criticism and you think it consists in somehow apportion'.
blone and prajise equally - irrespcctive of roality. You praisc Mahesh fcr sone
thing -~ and discover profundity in Bishnu's "discovery" of rich peasant and his
role, 4nd it is not without roason that you discovor profundity in Bishnu for *»
ing located the rich peasant, You do it because you had failed practically to .-
tion the rich peasant in your note on Agricultural Labourers - notwithstanding your
vain clain to have token a correct stand on agricultural labour organisation, In-
stoad of debunking yourself before the FC Sectt., and tolling then that tho nost
clementary thing had escaped your notice, that your docurent was a raw immature
attenpt - and realising that Bishnu had seen an elomontary truth - you flatter
Bishnu by calling hin profound, just to saticfy your own ezo. To you this cle-
nentary. truth appears profound: just becausc it cescaped your notice - all conceited
persons think that what they fail to understand nust be very profound.

Thus both inypur criticism and your praise you are wrong, This happens because
you 4o not apply Marzist criterion - you fail tc dc so because .of ycur iznorance
of Marxien and a little rcalisation of this would have nade you more objective,

It is just becousc you fail Lo debunk yourself - a failure due to lack of
Marxisn - and partly to your vanity and solf-csteen - that you are unable to hit
out with sufficicnt shorpness against others - even when you know their viows de-
sorve such sharpness, You thus come down to the level of a decadent bourgcois pro-
fessor - with his final swming up - Much can be said on both sides.

Then what is the aim of self-criticien? Is it to zive opportunity to concei®
ed intellectuals to record on how many occaslons others were leas right than then-
solves? Or is it to teach the working clase and its rarty from its living oxpcri-
ence, from the mistakes of leaders, organisation and individuals - to chanze prac-
tice, to what results nmistaken ideas lead and sharpen their mk consciousncss.

Whose consciousness will be changed by your review, who will bonefit? Yours #
not a review of the line, of mietakon policy in practice and action; not drawin=
of the lessons fronm actual struggles and judging individuals, formulations ctc, in
the light of the results of the strugglea -~ eo that formulations and individuals
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are tested on the bhasis of the common efperience, What you have done
i9 a review of the formulations of certain individuals, )
-+ ~nly vaguely connccted them with the practice of the iarty. Even when yeuLC?1~
ise the Secctt, formulations - you are not able to rclate thon to practice ©o
stow what practice it produces. Thus others :ln not realise thot they wercpari-
127 im the sin and they further do not rcalise that certain disastrous conse-
auoneos 1id Prllow the wronz fornulaoticns of the Sectt. - results which wsull uwet
nave followed if the DOs and ranks had correctly detected the nistakes, Thug you
il ts moke nthers realise that they also have to chauge their practice and gut—
lo-% - that their practice was hasod on the acecptance of the Sectti. fop?ulat;cns
anl it was wronz., The DOs and other Sceitt, menbers arc uero or less taking the
Snsc that certain renbers of the Secti, nlone were wrongs that they nade wroug
}onlulﬂticns, they forget that they themselves tried to implement them, faded to
scc 4hings and that the formnulotions led to certain practice, They practicnlly
arguc as if the wrong lead had no practical consequence - and thus attconpt to cxo-
nerete thenselves.

No dsubt it was a very difficult job to o¥ccute. aAnd I 4o mot blane you for
not being able to do it. It would be miest unfair to blame you R% for feilure. What
you rust be blamed for, is however, failure to develop certain ninirun standards &
accept the concretc leald ziven to you in writing,

The result has been that your reviews only judge between indiviluals and thot
too on a petty personal intellcctual level - without refercnce te whether any help-
6d to change practice - without refereonce to the e¢ffoct of the formulatiom, cxecu-
tion of the Party tasks. Strusgles, masses, practice ete, come only incidentally.
The nmain thing bocories whe said what on cach occasion - a concrete instance how 2
petty-bocurgeois slyly and surreptiticusly substitutes himself for the masses and
the novenent,

Your reviewa thercfore tcuch no one - and the ranke on reading thom will ouly
draw onc conclusion -all leadors cormit mistrkesz, Do not accept their lcad - Thus
you srash all faith in previncial centre.

You come to this sad end because you totally irncred the Centre's nate on Bi-
har Report -~ a note which correctly nails deown the main ralalies of the Farty
there, but which falls to holl the Secit. responsible for it along with athers.

It was becauss I was given to unlerstand that the fectt, was fighting refornier;
that on a very wide front the deviatisus nave becen conrrected. That is why, if I re
nenber correctly, we hordly discussed the Adugust Report, but we discuessed the cral
report and self-critical repcrt of Santesh and :thcrs perhaps..

4t the same tine «ll the wrong formrulations current in Bihar and made in Lhe
August report are decbunked in my notc of January 1949 -which yeou have ignorsd, The
nain lefect of that note was failure to hit the Scctt. on the head with a harrcr-
blow, debunk its pretentions in the sauc way ms the protentions of sona other pro-
vinces weore debunked. dnd for this 2all the Sectt, ncibers who cameo here - Girdhar,
Ra~hu, Mahesh, Santosh and yoursclf werc responsible.

I tenced to accept your clains becousc thoy were nade after reailing the Tact-
icel Line docunents - which really expoced ~ll the current reformist farmulations.
Tact is why no frontal attack on the Scctt. wng launchel but since you expresscd
corplete agreement with the T. Linec you werc aske! to 2aft your own self-critical
roport -so that things could be judged properly. [t the sane tine Centre notc on
organisation and report - gave you all the acccssary seneralisatlons, Pormulatinag
and ecriticism of some of your formudhtions - spontanelty ete, - to emable you to
nake e fairly objeetive self-criticism. You igncrod o1l this anl bunglel the whale
thingz.

fhcre 18 howeve? no doubt that you a}l created an irpression that now you wex
alr?auy on correct lines, that the Bihar icctt. was nore or less unitod - and I was
glad. I spoke Mghly of all of you. At the sane time I gave you only a few days to
drew your self-critical report so that the Pinal decision can bhe taken quiclklyvy,

I an writinz about all this because if you remcmbered all this -and copeceial~
ly the Centre's noto - y-Hu would have lirected the nain fire azainst the August
Report of the Sectt. -which is a blatant revisionist draft which repeats all tho
orportunist formulations made in Bengal by certain comrades and constituics a
rchash of Joshi's I'ol-Org letter. Your criticism of that draft is of such a type
that we are again whemewo wers hofcrec the T, Linc,
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Firstly your August Report, when it cores to practical guidance, zives ﬂ}l.tm
possible directives - in a vague anl general nmannor - without in the 1ca?t h0{31n3
the ranks to understeunl which directive is to be followed on wiich occazion. :ho
lirectives given constitute n dishonest way of cheating and silencing the rn?hs -
of bluffing them, of mekins then belicve that the leadership had given 911 Aire -
tives - only the ranks failed to implement thei, You ounly save your vanlty, your
conceit and your conscience by giving a number of centradictsry and all-tino di-
roctives.,

(Ml ey

Coning to your amalysis and content, you comuit all poseible doviati-ns = Cuz
pon to Joshisn - all the deviativns combated in the Tactical Lins.

Firstly in typical Joshinu hanner you anl the other collcagues of the Scett,
including Raghu whom all of you consilerel to be in a class by hinmself - all s%yly
repudiate the major struggle - that betwecn the capitalist class and the workig
clase; between the inperialist-foudal-bourgeois combine aud the exploited nassc -
by zivinz equal or nere irmportance to the so-calied inner contradictions anong °
exploiters. It was & feniliar ® trick of Joshi 1o juzzle with the phrase -owner
class contradicticna ~ they nean only some differcnce anong the exploiters - an' o
the narie of takinz into consideration and utilising these coutradictions, tonc .wn
and iznore the major contradiction - class strugsle between the bourgeoisic an.
the proletariat and thus tie the latter to the apron-strings of one or the other
sections of the exploiters, The Andhra Secti, theoretically formulated the osson
cc of this policy and its stand had to be rejected, But you alter reading the Tec-
tical Line docurients which polemis¢ azainst the stand cf the Jdndhra Sectt., ¢ -
nit the sare mistalze,

"Politically the crisis has expressed itself as a crisis for the ruling cl
- a crisis in ite goverwsent, its politics, ite morals and its ¢ffieiency, Mo
and nmore the Congrees Govi, is getting exposed as & govi. of the exploiters, #
the feudal-bourgeois ccllaborators of imperialism, incapable of solving any rcal
problen of the poople, incapable of maintaining 'law and order!, and corrodel fuom
within by bribery corruption and nepotism, factiomd quarrels inside the ninistry
and the provincial Conzress Cormittee (which scenm to have been 'settled'! now on-
ly to flare up again), 'disputes' between the ruling feudal-bourgcois group of
the different provinces (e.z. Bihar, Benzal, Orissa, C.F. etc.), disputes betweon
the Bihari and the non-Bihari bourrmcoisie (over the minee clause in the Zanine
dari Bill) and betwecn the pruvincial govt. and the big zanmindars - all noint
to the inherent and zrowing contraiictions inside the ruling class, symptoratic
of the accentuation ~f the political crisis." (mx®x para 3, paze 1, Bihar Tol.
Raport for the periol April tc 15th Aug. 1948). \

Can there be anything nmore .ionstrous than this understanding of the situation?
You lunp the most ferocious class-war launched by the capitalist statc with thoir
inner squabbles « describe all of thein ns a crisis in govi, - in the bargain you
vulgarisc the Marxist conception of "erisis of rulinz class, zovermental crisis”-
and thue successfully screen the nein reality - the nasses fighting and challeng-
ing the govt, in a ferocious class-wer, more ferccious than what was scen in our
country in reccent tines,

After this even whou you add that these, immer conflicts do mot break onut .inke
opon clashes -when ycu say that they only quicken thc pace of exposfire, you only
gave your conscience. You have alrealy cold the pass by equatine these conflict:
with the struggle of the basic masses. Corruptioun and jobbery, molasses scandal
get the sane importance os nass shootings of workers, herosic struggles ol induc-
trial end agrarian workers, ,

This is how you toke & straight dive in the reformist muck in the very hosin
ning -and by you I mean ell the nmembers of the Sectt, » those who drafted this &
these who acquicsced in it,

This is not accidental, however. You are only resurrecting Joshi's discredise
theory -~which propounded in December 1946 ~that it is ecunter-rovolution that is
on the offensive -not revolution. When in your usual way you quote in a .istarted
fashion -"Revolution organises counter-revolution®, you exactly mean this; you arc
really enphasising the organisation of counter-revoluticn, its strength ete, Here
I must warn you against this type of thing, You shcw both ignorancc\and c ntenpt
for Marxist theory when you quote without knowing the noaning of the formulation
tade by Marxist founders., The ordinary honesty to see that the quctation really
ncans what you say is not shown, The ranks ore cheated wlth a show of loarning:
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cud by schusing the name of founders of Marxism. Such an attitude is tantezount to
oot hhine forgery. It is ldeologicel forgery and nothing else.

"o continue, as I said you only gee the counter-revolution on the offensive,
hile you see the nesses only on the defemsive. On p. 3 you write, "....indecd all
the 1w.vwouring classes of the population have been sot in motion by the crisis and
have boen forced to stand up In defence of their living standards"., By iteelf the
sentence may not be objected to -if all that it meant was that economic necessity
was compelling backward and advanced sections alike to defend their standard of
living -and join the battle ngainst capital. In such a formulation the erphasis
would not have been on the idea of defending as distinguished from taking the of-
fensive, but on the idea that the masses arc on the rove, inpelled by sheer neces-
sity to protect their living standards - the boginninz of all revelutionary fights
in capitalist socliety. :

But for you because you nowhere see the heroic resistance of the nasses, thoil
sounter-offensive against terror, the fornulation means nasses are on the defen-
sive ~while their enemies are attackinzs That is why though you say in the saue
para that the nmasses are turning every factory and farn into a battle-ground bet-
ween the exploiters mnd &xploited, it remains mere phrase - for your conclusion
ie thist "The crisis has accentuated class antagonisn so far that the ruling clas-
ses have started taking fright at it." What a ravolutionary counclusion! So the bou
geoisie is only taking fright and not fighting a last diteh battle ; not a despe-
rate and ferocious struggle but just fright, This is how you evaluate the battles.
Crisis has not accentusted class antagonism to the point of open class-war fought
with all the strength on both sides; not accentuated class antagonisnm to the point
at which the working class fights with all its strength and resources but just to
the point at whichmx the hourgeoisie are just taking a fright.

You rust realise that such formulations are not accilental. They are born out
of the idea that the working class is not resisting, it is on the defenslve, at
best it is fighting partial battles; and that it is not conscious, It ias not for
nothing thet when on page 5 you say, "numberless legions of fizhting nasses are td
ing up positions," you add in paranthesis - though not yet quite conaciously ~- thu
attenpting to belittle the revolutiomary consciousness of the masges, If all that
you wanted to say was that the naseses were not fully conscious of the need for in-
nediate overthrow of the Govi, or of the final ains of Comnunisn -~ that would be
very correct, If ignoring this anyone were to imagine that the partial struggles
that are breaking out are insurrectionary strugzles -that the masses are roady for
insurrection, and that as soon as a strike treaks out power should be captured -
he would have to be criticised for not seeing that the massea are moving forwerd
towards seeing the necessity of overthrowing the govi., but not yet seen it. It is
enly in relation to seeing the necessity for the overthrow of the govt., or final
aims of Cornunism ~that one can say that the consciousness of the nasses is not
yet fully developed.

But when you cagua$ and in.a genernl way state that the masses are taking
positions and turnlngﬁﬂzéﬁﬁétreet into battle-ground -but not yet eonselously -you
qualify and belittle the sstual consciousness c¢f ths nasses and ssek to make oub
that the factories etc. are turned into hattle-ground need not be teken Berisusly;
it is not consciously done., It Is just a part of the ordinary ecomonic strugglo,
spontaneity » as you would eall jit., This is wrong end snti-Marxist, The fact that
the partial struggles of the present period - are no longer peaceful 4 thoy are con
verted into battles - they call forth armed intervention of the state -and that
the workers resist this mrmeqd intervention ~all these betoken a high degree of re-
volutionary consciousness, THese reveal that the nasses are grasping the truth
that without battles, resistance, without bloody conflicts the capitalist govt,
will not yield - mo i{llusion - and at the sane time they revenl the confidence of
the masses that with sufficient resistance the govt., will be forced to yvield. The
consciousness of their sirength and numbers, the classeconsciousness which sces
in the ruling class only a tiny section of exploiters and not the leaders of the
people - it is these that give the confidence to the workers to march ahead. These
constitute the beginning of the realisation of the necessity to overthrow the zovt

This is the truth that hes to be seen and put Before the ranks., This repre-
sents correctly the level of consciousness and inespires our adres to go ahead. In-
stead you understend the level of consciousness wrongly, belittle it, deprive the
class battles of revolutionary consciousness and wundernine in typicel Joshian man-
ner the revolutiopary charaster of the battless b
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Some of our calree themselves do not sce that tho nesses are fightiag wi
a new fxzkkin opirit and consciousness, that the strugglos of' the present pe--
ind are of a qualitatively differcnt*type than of the past, that cons 01uuavz
is nf a higher level ~ they funk and run away failing to seec the horoisn nul
volubionary consciousnoss of the nasses - and you aid and abet then in this iy
slondoring the masses and belittldng the conseiousncos of the workers. ‘
ale® 1L . ,
All this becouse you do n-t belisve that the nossea are resigting. Your ana-
lysis is thet omly tho copitaliste are resisblng and fighting. This is openly
stated in your rerort. On page 11 eund and page 12 you sun Up the experience cf
working class struggles, The cxrcrience that you give is of a profeassional
strike-breaker and not of a revolutionary leedor,

On page 12, para 1 you write: “‘truﬁﬂloo are usually protracted and long-
drawn out because neither the crinloyers nor “the zovt. are in a meod to concedo
evon the most elementary denends unless thoy feol compelled to do so" - strus !
are not protracted, long-drawn out batties because tho workers, despite starve
tion anl suffering refuse to break their ranks, their solidarity, and cerry un
for nonthe - Oh no. : They arc leong-drawn out becauss employers do mot comcede i
demands. All that is 'roqul;or for a protracted struggle is cbduracy of the ¢ -
rloyer - working class unity is not required; working class znlilarity is nct ro-
quired - the fact that the nrotracted struggle is carried on lesprite police ani
goonda terror, nurderous assoults -is hidden - w:rking clase resietoance is donz
away with, So acoording to you rotracted cl;ss—struables are due anly to the ob-
durncy of the capitnliets, This is where the theory that counter-revolutlon is on
the offensive, and mesos are on the defensive loada. Ligquidation of 2ll wass r
sistance -~ anl advocacy ol strategy and tactics based cn a dCfGltlut analyeis
that theo.class enemy -f the working class .is triumphing,

It would be perfectly legitimate to hold the carnitalists responsible for
protracted stoprages in production - if we were discussing who was responsible
these stoppages., But when you are anglysing the charncter of class atrusgles -
and not responsibility for sto pages’s then it ig sheer oprortunisn and defeat-
igmn’ teo paint that the class battles arc oll duc to capitalistc - that 'the worl~
ers are only a passive force in then. }

< L

~In.the next.para you talk of repression, terror. etec, - but there is not a
word about: the. resistance of the workere to nll these. It is =ne of thc bizwest
siarders on the heroic workine class of Bihar,

- And .fdually,you dravw the rollowing 'revelutiomary' and logzicel c-onelusicns
from your defeatist.annlyasis: "In these condidinns the struggles either completely
fnil and win very ninor demands, Thig léads *to denoralisation nnd defeatisn anon:
the workers — amang whor it is tenporary - but hainly among the nmilitants sone of
whan usuakly crack up cund o over to the ONﬁloycrs, the INIUC or the Socialist

i ]

’Thus rou’ have ﬂnco 1ﬁre rctwrrod LA 111 the Joshian conclusions, liquidating
revolutionary resistance of the workers and making dersralisation supreme. Can
there be anything nore repulsivC tuan this open slender wf the w~rkors -and ropu-
dintion of the lino lnld down by the 2nd Cen. ross° '

Flmmﬁmy you slandcr bofk the worke rs ang mllltant ‘- and you allege thut tho
nilitants, 'i.c., the advancel cecti-ns get nore demorclised than the riess - a
strange thing., By using the werd 'some' you bprears another slander - about larze-
scale defection of militants to _Socialists,’ INTUC. Ne doubt thers will ¢ alvays boe
few individuals crossing over - not only from nilitauts, even from the Zarty, But
a Party leader who nakes a gencralisatlon on this basis -~ as if this ig a wide-
sprecad phenotenon nmong the militants - and includes this as a spocial oxpericnce
of regent werking class atrugsle, must be brapded as o slanderer,

Do you realisc what your ex;erience of working class strugrlos aounts te?
It is sowcthing which evon Joshi dared not put on paper, Aceording to you (1)
therc is of course no resistance on the part of the working class - uow type of re
volutionary resistance is not party experience of recent workinm class strugslcs.
(2) It is not the unit- of the workinz cless and their 0111 2rity thot leads 4o
protracted and lonr~drawn-out battlcs, but only the refusal of capitalistc to cin-
code thekr demands, (3) Only nolice torror ani goonde terror existe but not tho
resistance to it, (4) Not that the nilitant resistonce of tho mnsses moke it mor
and more difficult for the capitelists to shift the burden of the crisis on tnc
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back of the mnesos, bub even minor demands are wot secured. (5) Out of the fire
of estruggle, the indescribable suffering, and the zlorious heroism of thc massce
it i3 not their will to rosist that is strengthcned, ctecled - but they arc de-
nornl ised; new cadres cnd loaders are not born, new cadres lor the Party, ncw
londors of tho masses are not gained; it is not the Purty and revclutionary move
mrnt that wins and strongthons by getting new rocruits in large numbers - but it
it the INTUC and Socialists. This is what your amalysis says.

That is why I denounce it as a professional strike-breeker's amalysis. This
is how you understand, "Rcvolution organises counter-revolution". Marx uscs it
show the sExErrEirmLXruNNiRXxraXeXriisryxirxsrawxiRrExrkxizxpmurbaxxxayz the woal
ness, the last-ditch stand of counter-revolution. You use it to show the strengtl
of counter-revolution, to show that it is counter-revolulion that is on the of-
fensive, to show that its offensive.is succeoding, that the masscs are getting
demoralised, “c show that no resistance is teking placc, that tho mcescs are on
the defeneive, arc being drivon to the well. You try te save your conscience by
saying that though countor-revolution iu ou the ¢ffonsive, it shows its weoakncss,
but this is only formal, Besides vou think you have gziven sufficient recognition
to the existonce of the revolubioreir foreces when you say, "Revolution organiscs
counter~revolution’., You reduce this sentence from Marx to a vulgar truism, For
according to you it only means that the attack of counter-revolution - by which
you mean only repression is directed against forces of rcvolution -which is a
truism, It certainly could not be directed ezainst the ferces cf counter-rovolu-
tion. And you think thet by saying thie you have ziven sufficient recognition to
tho strongth of the roveolutionary forces., In reality you recognisc only the
strength of counter-revoluticn.

Such are the nauscating conclusions of your defentist linc: of a linc which
roplaces baeic class contradictions by intra-class sectivnnal coatradictions; a
line which liquidates revclutionary rezistance of itho working class and preaches
demoralisation and frightens the ranks with the strength of the cenemy,

Is there any wonder that with this dofeatist and counter-revoluticnary atloni
your Sectt. gives strike-breaking edvice to tho ranks - of cowardly retreat co-
vered by specific pvhrases?

On Page 23, para 3 from bholow, you give the Ffollowing solemn advice: "The
form of demonstration shall depend on the degrece of indignation aroused, and de-
groe of mobilisation achieved, Whenm bies mobilisation (emphasis mino; is not
echieved, thon it is better to have meotings and rallies, central or local whero
they ecan be held, and as peaccfully as possible.” This advice is given in con-
nection with demonstration befure courts att. whero interference from police or
armed goondes is expcded,

The way in which the formulation is made, and the conditions undor which it
vas mado ~ show that it is not an advice %o fight but for abject surrender. Whon
this edvice was given a section of Party ranks and leadors was shirking to lead
the militant fight and resistance which the masses wore spontansously develeping.

Doos this fermulation, this advice, teach the wavering section to give up
its vacillations; does it put across the heroism of the masscs? Not in the
lecast, On the other hand the formulaticon is mede under the boliof that tho Farty
is £ suffering from adventurist mistckes., Thet is why the advice is in the di-
rection of putting shackles on the slrugsle

Apparently the formulation that "the form of demgnstrotion shall depend ou
the degree of indirmation aroused and degree of mobilisaticn achieved" seoms to
be alright, In rezlity the sectt. uscs this gonernl statement to avoid facing the
roalities in Bihar and give a cluar call for increasing certain types of actions
and domenetrations as the new form., Whon in Bihar cortain ranks were failing %o
sece that the masses were deeporate, that thoy could bhe emsily rousod to acticn
and anzor on cvery impsrtant issuc, whon o sechiom of tho ronks and leaders are
failing Lo see this palpable truth, what was neccesary was to put acress the
truth and toll the Party members thet the workers wore spontancously developing
all kinde of militant demonstrations and actions, which shows what can be done
with our organisation, whieh showe that on all important issues militant forms
can be = developed. That would be conerote lead.
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Both the leaders end a scction of thc ranks werc forgetting thet o geacral
explosive situation existed - whothor today in a particular lecnlity there was
struggle or not. The gencral explosive character of the situntion is precisely
the characteristic of a revolutionary period., They failed to realisc that there
wap gencrnl desperation among the mnsscs. Because of this everywherc militant
forma of resistance were spontaneously developing and ould e extended and do-
veloped by the Party if it moved decisively. This was tho concrete lead required,
- a lead which would have exposed the vacillators and inepired the ranke to real-
ly lcad the massos, and not lag behind; inspirod them with the confidence that
militant resistance could be devecloped becnuse maests themselves were in militont
mxt mcod. Thie is how the formulation-form of demonstratisn must conform to the
degroe of mobilisation and indigaeation - should have been applied ~ by trking in-
to consideration the indignation already and sponbanccusly raiscd by economic
distress etc.

Instead the Sectt. makes only a gemernl f-rmulation lenving the vacilla te.
tr lecide whether the situation is ripo and makes it in a way as if the Party
suffering from outrunning the conscisusness of the masses - when in reality it
lagging bohind.

In making this general statement the Seett, forgets the revolutionary jeo-
riod, the genmeral mood of the mass - and mokes it appear as if only local situn-
tion and issues will decide the form of demonstreticn; ns if the desperation cre«i
ed by the crisis all over India and the general indizmation arising from it, arc
not main elements and the local situaticn -~ only the last link in tho chain,

Thus under the guisc of a profound formulation, tho Sectt, refuses to give
lead, and tenders advice which leaves the initiative into the hands of the vecil-
lotors and sabotages militent -emonstrations.

The sentence "Whon big mobilisation is not echieved it is better to have
mectings and rallies, central or local, end as peacefully ne can be possibloe!,
climaxes this opportunist alvice, What is meant by big mobilisation? It is left
to the vacillaters, local leaders, so that no blame attaches to the Sectt, Ani
whon dil the Scctt, learn thnt Coumunists organice demonstrations nnly with "big
mobilisation" - that otherwise there should bo veaceful moetings and rallies?

The question is not how big or how small - but whether a demonstration rouses tho
nasses, exposces the govi., - has »nropaganda offect, attracts the nasses, - so that
they thomsclves zet rendy for the nexi staze or participation cte. Now how big or
how small but how far it advances class-cousciousnoss, class-struggle, organisa-
tion ete, Naturally the bizger the demonestration the bigrmer effoct it will have.
But at the same timc -~ur Party end the working class has shown on many occasions
that a determined though small muwabcr can also rouse hunlreds by its couruge nit-
withstanding its nunerical smallnecs, Such has been the expericnce of all coun-
tries. Our aim is of course to draw thc majority as large a numbor os possibie, B
that is no reagon why that action by small number should be tabooed as the Scctih,
does. This is counter-revolutionary, trying to win the najority without showing
in action the dotermination of the advanced elenents, In offect it is abjuring
all clainmes to lead in action,

If after putting the issuvo as has been put here the Sectt. had given a waio-
ing that care should be teken to sce that all acticns whether done with bigger o
smnller nobilisation, lead to greater organisation an! letermination of the pro-
letariat, that they do net 7ot cut off from the class; thnt therofore the issucs
and time arc properly chosen; that they keop the vanguard linked with the rase:
that to be cerried awey by the success of initial militant demomstration and to
forget the class and be unlinked with it in the rame of action is parody of re-
volutionary tactics - it would have been justified. The likely langer of sonc
petty bourgecois intellectuals forgetting the class would khave becn corrcctly
forestalled,

The Sectt. again makes the following opportunist formulation ~ In connec-
tion with the defencc of domnnstrations against police attacks, the followinz is
stated, "The question of resistance to the police or to the goonlos is linked
up with tho gucstion of mass mobilisation and thc preparedncss of the mascea to
resist., Comunists do not act without the masses bchind them; they act togetler
with the mesces and at the head of them, This must be undorstood ra 2 cardinal
principle. Bolder nction with wecakor robilisation is a wrons step. It gives an
opportunity to the police an'! the zoondas to terrorisc and lemorclisc the nasscs.
Thus the Scctt. again resurrccts Joshi's "Don't proveke the police" theory. Every
sentence herc is wrong and the cntirc edvice is cowardly. Firstly lct it be ro-
nenbercd that tho Seett. is hero tnlking only about defence of demonstrations
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agninst the police and goonda attacks - not of attacking or raiding woliecc.sta-
tionse, or organising insurroction.

And what is its advice? Its troacherous advice is that tl.ove aro ccer-
sicne on which we should nct resist the police even if it attacks cur proccaor e
lest the pollco nlzht bo provcked and the masses get Jdemoraliscd snd wo shouo’ L
not resist the goondas nlsc lost the police might be provcked, s profounl form-
ulation that resistance to tha police (when a demonstrntion is exfacked) is 1inkel
up with the gueation of mass nobilieation - moans that if nany ° aler thinks ti:t
there arc there are not sufficient maseos in the dewonstratisr .¢ is at libo:
to run away, lispcrse the derwnstration, as soon as the polle. or zoondas cre sizh
ed, 411 this is done in the nase of haing with the masses, and looking to th~ 7o~
parednoss of the masses to resist the police, The Soctt, again slandors the w.rk-
ors, 1t forgots the explosive charncter of tho cituation, the angry mood of tho
naspog, and the repeatod instances of nass horeisn anl resistanco, in Bihar o0 -
olsewhere under our leadership and in tho absounce of direct leadership unlso.
dare say that there will be any occasion today when the nagses — whother in bt
or small demonstrations would want to run away at the sight of the police, or
goondae? No doubt there might be vacillations in face of attack in some ecascs -
but e detormined stand by the advanced elements will invariably stop all vacil!
tiona. And thers will not be a single case when resistance by a dotemined vo. =r
will be nisunderatood by the masaes, even if the mass fails to put up a fight. (o
the other hand this will nmake the mase fight actively on next occasion. In tl.
overwhelning majority of the cases the messes will dircetly resist when atina' o
it ie n lie to sugrest that the masses may not be prepared to fight ~ tho pel’

]

Ancther specisus fornulatien, "Cormunists de not act without the ne
behind them; they act together with the nasses and st the head of then - is
thinly veiled cover to give up the leading role, to abjure responsibility for
ganising the fight against the police; to abjure leedorship in action and run
in the nane of keeping with tho masses. And all this is written at a time who,
the masses are forging shead and leaders are lagging behind, To be able to
with the maases and be at their head Cormmunists require beolder taetics and cou
for the rmmsses are already shead of many Party leaders., And the tesk of Comnun:
ie not only to be with the masses, but consciously lead then, antielpate their
litancy and raise it to higher level., The Sectt. is unaware of this, It thirks :
naining with the nasses and at nost at the head of a demonstration is enough - t
even here 1t advocates desertion.

And lastly "Bolder action‘kli’c,h weaker mobllisation 1s & wrong step.” Thi,
nay nean anything. Under conditions when in apite of mobilisation and nass lLerols:
Comnunist leaders are failing to lead against the palice, the formulation iz open
passport to opportuniem. It opens thefloodgate to 1l kinds of opportunism ond
cowardice, It meana that opportunist leaders will always pe, able to say that -sav
unless there are 10,000 or 20,000 or 100,000 ~ in ary prdﬁi\sion there should be
clash; unless everybody is with them thare should be ™ clask -~unless all thc wor:
ers are there - there should be no clash) ot \\

Following this you once more abjure struggle azninst terror by givng the
following directions "Terror tactcs of the employers, the zanindars, and the zovt.
should be ecountered by gemeral strikes in towns, industries or rural areas con-
cerned. Lockouts should be countered by occupation of machines, 8quads of the vie-
time of terror amnd repression should te organised to parade before other fact -
ries, other villaeges, schools and colleges, Similarly solidarity squads of -~ thor
tojlers should be sent to areas thnt have suffered repression.™ {ppe23-24)

Once agrin sverything is here except direct resistance to terror -W .-
you ere precisely discussing how to combat such terror, you refuse to go beven:
test actions - and do not say a word about direct resistence to %®error, You cou!
yourself with solidarity denenstrations - vislte of squads and go upto protect
strikes, which no doubt eonstitute a very importante weapon of mobllisaticn. =
protest striltes In the absence of resistance to the police when resistance - -
offered is reduced to & form of satyagrahe, If you were mot disecussing how %o
fight pollce terror, or if the question of resietamce to police had not becn ;o
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by the situation itself, extension of protest actions thru strikes by themselves
iicht acquire a progressive meaning - as the first step lcading the workers %o ¢
with the state. To only talk about protest strikes and solidarity demcnstrotione
when the question is one of resisting police terrsr, and to remain silent on bhow
direcctly to combat this terror, how to throw the weight of the rmaseos against it,
ie tc reduce the revolutionary weapon of strike to a farce, to a symbolic protest
There nay be exceptional situation even in a revolutionary period when protest
gtriko against terror may be orgenieed as peaceful protests ~ ae for instancs whe
we ourselves are manceuvring and want to postponsc a clash - but such are excop-
tional cases. You are making it & rule and leying dewn that terror tactics ol zow
can be combated only by extending strikes, anl uot Ly rTighting this temr directl
resisting it. You forget what role protost strike playg in fighting this terror.
It onables us to bring cur full strength on the/S¥8Z2e¥nd challenge the enemy. We
of course will not be able tc zive a successful chellenze unless wo get our fill
strongth on the streets, But havins fm zot it on the sireet you do not intend ¢
throw it against the terror of the state. You must realise that you are discus
here not protest strikes in sencral - proteet etrike ngainst errest, detentis:

- but protest strikes against peclice terror agoinst the masses of the locality
yet you do not raise the question of fighting this terror thru the strike,

No one sugmestsa that every protest strike rmust inevitably lead tn a clag
Nor can anyone suggest that every »rotest strike azainst police terror must ins-
vitably load to a clash, There may be exceptional cases. bBut yow are layinz down
a rule that there should bo no resistance - when the rule should/thet thore shoud
be resistance, :

And following this you gmive the fcllowing treacherous advice: "Usc cver;
form of fight from poster propazanda to clashes with the police acceording to the
rneeds of ‘the situation and objective gak posaibilities (By the way, how do you
distinguieh between necds of the situction and objoctive possibilitges?). Bo ajs-
aggressive when the enemy is off its guard, be cautious when the snemy is warncd.
Cn a particular occasicon choose that form of demonstration wnich has the best
chance to bid a score over the eneny and raise the self-confidence of the
people." (p.24)

Apart from the fact that cnce again you put upon others the responsibi-
lity.of what te do in any concrete situation, without supplying them with corrsct
criterion to judge the situation - the paragraph sums up all the opportunism in-
volved in preceding paragraphs,

Firstly in a thoroughly orportunist fagiion you juxtepose poster propagand
with clashes - and describe both as fight -~ You consider poster propagenda %o be
forn of fight and clashés to be ancther form of fight. Don't you see the utter ri=
diculousness of this juxtepesition, which only glorifies pceter-propaganda, and
gives an alibi to the vacillators who were refusing to fight the pnlice., Cbvicusly
there nay be persons in the Bihar Party who may think that poster propaganda s
not necessary, who nay not sec its imnortance, as a weapon of conveying to the
nasses the Party directives, line, cvrnosure of govt. Such elements have to be givel
elenentary lessons in weapons of agitation and how to use them; how it is impora..
tive to use every weapon to reach the masses, with no legal press existing etc.
But whka that is no reason why you should juxtapose poster propaganda with clashes
- and make people believe that puster propaganda gs a forn of fight which confoms
to the needs of the situation, Remeuber you ore describing poster-propaganda es o
form of fight ~ in a revolutionary period - which throws up revoluticnary forms
of strugzles, armed clashes. Can opportunismu gc further? If in any area you miwxk
cennot do anythin% except poster--ropagonda it snly shows extremo organisatioml
beckwardness and backwardness cannot be glorified as a form of ficht and juxtrposac
with clashes., The logical conclusion from your advice is - in sonie areas posher-
propagande is a revolutionary form of fight in the present circumstances - wnizh
is a lie, : —

It is ome thing tc soy that you should not neglect any method and weepon
of reaching the nasses; and quite another to say that elementary methods of reach-
ing the naesea, like posters, meetinzs are forms of revolutionary struggle, and
give ther a place by the side of clashes with the nolice. Just because:in a rcneral
wey every wctivity of ours is a struggle against the capitalist society, we should
not confuse weapons of agitation wiith revolutionary foms of struggle.
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But as you will see this is not accidental, There is no place for worliiu
~%lass resistance in your conception and analysis, Becanse of this the idea of
clashcs with the police is only formally accepted. And just bocause it is formcl,
you do not feel the least embarassed in juxtaposing it with closhes with the poli:
You do not see the growing clashes with the police as the dominmant form of struz-
gle — in the new situation. To you it is an cxcoptionnl form at most - hencc you
mention it side by side with postcr propaganda,

"From poster-propaganda to ci~shes" - this formulation sums up your oppor-
tunism and the utter cowardiec involived in the advice ofthe Soctt. How could you
like a formula saying %from rumning cway Irom battlo to conducting the battle; fron
abandoning ell woapons to wiolding all wecuapons - wo usc every form of struggls ao-
cording to the nceds of the situgtion"? Your advicc is no bottor,

dnd finally you liquidatc all wess resistance in the following sentonce:
"Be aggrossive whon the cnery is off ite zuard, be coutious when the cnemy is o, -
warned.” ~This advico is given to those who mro supposcd to lend the masses -nao
domonstrations against the police, What will bo thc cffect of thia adviea? Crootc
vacillation ahd break up evory demonstration without thc onemy being forewarnod?
Of course not. We are not thinkiung here of sceret organisation of raids etc., but
of demonstrations, Every demonstraticn, cven aficr o sudden and lizhtning strke oo
known and is B confronted by the policc in sufficient strongth., ¥hat is tho advi. -
on such occasiona? Be cautious when the enemy ie forewarncd - which means in cveo: s
demonstration you should be cautlous, {.,e, vacillete, not attack decisivaly, shu.
to give batile, got it broken, or run away. Instead of telling the cadros, that
termined resistance to the police will crack up thc policc force, its morale and
the govi. in a fright, instead of giving a call for decisive action when headin
meas « the treacherous call for amkiam caution, i.e. saboteagc is given.

And when are you to be aggressive?! Whon the cnemy is tnken unawares, i.o.
whon a demonstration comes across a couplc 2f policemen caught unawares - then al
you are supposed to resist aggressively, Can cowardicc go further? Catching tho
enemy unaweres has no other ncaning except this in connection with streot demoen-
stration,

And since even thie pleasure of mecting a couple of policomen umweres will
bo a rare ploasuve, since normally the encrny will always be forewarncd, the word is
caution - liquidation »f all resistance.

And aftor all this treachcrous advice you ask tho ranks to chpesc that form
of struggle which enables them to bid a scorc ovor thc cnemy, and ralse tho sclf-
confibnce of the people. Can cynicism go further?

Burroptitiously you have started arcuing as if you are forced to act in
two's and throe's and not in hundrods., Your elozan "Be cautinuas whon the enomy io
forowarned' etec. has this meaning. You hardly belicve that the Party will bo etin~
as the leador of hundrods and thousands in demomstraticns. Thie is bocause you hinve
no faith in the resletance of the masscs and you begin to arguc mg Lf we will be rct-
ing only in two's and three's,

Thua reslaotance by maeses is firally liquidated, It is already reduced to
rosistance in two'ls and threefs, Need wo then wonder that following this sonme com—
rades indulge in acts of petiy bourpgcois terrorisa.

And finmnlly see how strong is the linmk with Joushism and Joshifs method of
confysing, It waa Joehi who used to juxtaposc all kinds of thinge together -stril .g,
etruggles, and baithal mootings; forms of strugslo with niethods of agltation; cla.s-
positicna with methods of approach to mthe vacillating olassos - obliterate the dio-
tinction botween the fundamental and incidentaly d.nminant and accidental — cquate
thebasic with the subsidlary and dorive opportunist pmactice from it. And you by
putting poator-propaganda wt nnd clashea tozethar produco tho sanc rosult,

Corpare with your analysis and understandinz of working class struzgloes,
the analysis and understanding of the Tactical Linc and Thegls - E on political oi-
tuation, working class strugglos ote,, and you wi}ll aocc thg .difference betwoen an
opportunie® and reyolutionmary understanding, How docs the PB put its understanding
of the working clegs stryggles in tho Tactigal Linc docuniont?
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NOu: ~t this have arison the growt strussles of tho last eight months - the
strugsles oi vorkers and peasants, students - strurgles against which west barbe-
rous nethods of reprcssion wero used (Kerala, Andhre, Tanilnad, West Bengal) -
strugzles which saw fascist terror against the toilers.

"Thesoe struggles bear onc specianl character, Not only arc thcy horn ou? of :
econonic desperation, but they come in the wake of growing dislllu51cnmopt with the
Conercss Govts./In then arc being trained and stecled the now forces which arc :
dosiined to end the bourgeois rule. Thoy revezl not conly the rapid proccss of dis-
illusioment, the rapid decline of the influonce of the Congrgss, but also the :
growing dosperate dctorminntion and militancy of the masecs. Ihay oftgn devalep in-
to armed clashoe in the face of terror. The terror - onc-tenth of which would have
formerly demoralised tho fighters - new evokes only indignation end groater deto?-
nmination., How often have the leaders of the Party, in recont struggzles, undoresttf
nated the power of resistence of the massce under terror (Coimbatore, Kerala), an
thinking that ell rcsistance is broken have been surpriscd by the nasses who heve
rofused to yield to terror and decided to continue fesistance? All cld standards
measurinz the resistance power of the massos have gonc to the winds. The masses
no lon-er the old nesscs, afraid of torror, always dragged back by tho illusion v
a sccurc life. They are the now masses on the cve of rovolutionary hattles - thusc
who roro and more realise that rotroat is impossible and those who ero dgvelopinzt a
great confidence in the victory of their cause, because they have begun to sce trheir

recal strength. /and are undertaken in direct defiance of the Tongress Govis,

"The partial struggles of the present period, therefore, becomo wide mass Lat-
tles, miniature civil wars, which, when they arc orgenised on a sufficiently big
scale, casily develop into political battles and throw up eombryonic state forns
(Telengana) - such is the logic of the situation. No Chinese Wall divides the twn
es it did divide during tho period of stabilisation., Tho terroristic roprossion
teaches the masses to march forweard and to challenge the stnte with all their po-
wer, It convinces them that without euch a fight no struggle is possible, thus rais-
inz the struggle to a political ilane - its stage being detorrmined by the form aid
successful character of the resistance offered.

"But despite this terror and tho ruthless ropression launched against the
Comrunist Party which is rapidly assuming its role as the vanguard of the rovolu-
tionary forces, despite the terror launched agninst the maeses ~ the bourgcoisic and
tho Congress Govt., have been compelled by the resistonce of the masses to go slow;
the Congrese Govermoents have found it increcesingly difficult to solve the crisis
at the expsnse of tho pecople and hencc had to adopt tactics of postponement, dis-
ruption, concessions etc,, before a frontal offensive could be launched.

"The glorious fesistance offored by tho workers of Coimbatore, in the prolonz.
ed four-nonth textile strike; the recent strike of the South Indian Railway staff;
strikes liko the militant swoepcrs' strike in Bonbay; tho doggedly fought strikes
of Cnlcutta Port Trust workers and of other workers; the toxtilo strikes of C.P &
Berer; the innumerable strikes all over India led by tho unions of the AITUC, loed
by the Comnuniast Party leaders:; and often by unions belonging to 8Scialist and
other organisations - the dogged resistnnce offered to overy new offensive, or the
dozgcdness with which every new dsomand was fought - have all creatod fear of the
working claes resistance in Govt, quarters and made them roalise that any sudden
all-rocund offensive will meet with goneral resistancc, and pess into even o genernl
strike, hringing the whole structurc crashinz down.

"The organised working class 1gd by the Communist Party bars tho way to ~n
ecsy uttack against the workers./Is %his fear of working class streongth that has
saved the railway, postal and other govt, workers from irmediatc uncmployment, frem
rctrenchment, If the Govi. has hithortc succeoded in postponins the rcdress of
their domands ~ thanks are nainly due tc the treachery of reformists liko Jai Pra-
kesh Narain, The Govt. sinmilarly darcd not sanction the textile millowncrs! pro-
posal for three shifts by dietributing the present number in threc shifts because
on attonpt 'to do so in Ahmedabad led to a revolt on the part of textilo workors
ageinst Nanda & Co last year, /It ins~ires the w rkers under the leadership of
otherfimarmi®wt parties, .

"In epite of the repeated deman’s of tho capitalists for retrenchrient and ra-
tionalisation, the govt. represontatives, who heve been mpres leaders, and who, thcre-
fore, were able to judze tho ten er of the nasscs corroctly, would not rush into
such ncasures., They resorted to dieruption, softening of the workers thru the
INTUC, disrupticn thru the Socialists, thru protracted negotiations, postponorent
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tLrn arbitration etc., so thnt they should have sufficient bime tn deal with tho
neoses. +hey benned strikes, repressed strikee; at tho samec time they cstablishoel
arbitration tribunals to deflect the discontent in constitutional channels, to airn
the roformists, and to be able to put off the strikes. In nmany cases they 2lsc
rratod wage imcreases to the workers, at the same tinc leaving the way open to the
cepitalists to launch raticnnlisaticn.

"oenwhile, compelled by the recistance ¢f the organised .workors, the Govi,
has been moving slowly. It is even rov afraid to challenze the organised strenzth
af the werkers, It relics on disru ti-n, prepezanda, and illegnlisation of the Ccn-
nunist Party and help from the roeformiste who promige to retreat and betray at the
first offieinl offensive.

ERVE . . .
"In the coming period, therofere, the npone of fighting-inflation the Govh,will

embark upon wholesale offensive. It is Zeralded ty tho withdiawal or cheap gxa (v

fecilities for railway workere. The Govt., relies on ruthless repression and shrv

and eswift etrugglc. But the forces of the working class nre strong and if they +

an ugbendinz attitude, the govt. offensive can bhe defeatud, It is not at all eac

for the govt. to challenge the strength of tho worlkers. The govi. wants to de it
picconeal. It is efraid of the united strength of the woirkers.

"The resistance offered by the workors to the capitalist nethod of sclving the
crisis thus has till now thrown the govt, on the dcfensive and forced it to move
elowly, It hae saved the jobs of tens of thousands. It ie a big testinony to tlo
strength of the workers,

"The last eight ronths have not been monthse of victery for capitalists and iko
govt, Thoy have been months. cf struggles which have forced the govt., to be coutious
in incitinz the workers to teke up the challence,

'Sinilarly rosistanco has zrown in rural arens with peasants and agricultural
vworkers in a nilitant and fightine mood, Tho rccent strugelos show that the peooa
rasso8 were beginning fo hurl the full force of discontent agerinst cvery espect oi
govte policy - procuremnent, vrices, land, wages, etc. the cenming monthe which will
sae zovermiontal procuronent, and which will mean rnore hardships for the smaller
peasants, will sce a goneral movement for not smiving any grain te the govi., acci
panied by uo-rent and land to the tiller campaigna,

"Along with the crieis and the reprocsive neasurcs which have accompanicd it,
the lnet eight nmonths have secn a growth of wmass resistance which makes it nnze wnd
rioro difficult for the govt. to solve the crisis at the expense cf the people.’

(!Communist!, No.4, pp.25,26,27 & 28)

You will now see@. the real Aliffrercnce hotween your capitulatory understanding
~ the understanding of the Bihar Sccti., and the correct rovelutionary understandinz
of the FB. You will also sea that almist every formilation that you made in your
Auguet Resclution is megated by the Tactical Line and expnsed as shau.

: Anl yot neither you mor eny nenber of the Scett. used this correct understhinl-
inz to understend your own past, to understnnd your dugust resslution and nekc
genuine Marxiet selfecritleisn of your docuncut,
to

May I know why you do not referata all/this busic aspoct.of your August Reso-
lution, « the resolutinn eibodying tho entire opportunist policy and outlook of thc
Blhar Sectt. The Tactical Line was there., Your docuriont was there., And you pre-
parel a specisl document on self-criticiem styled Rizht Reformist Deviation in
Bihar PC, And yet you failed to corroctly estimate the low depths of degencrate ro-
formisn preashed in your docunent. Nxx Why?

Will you ancwer to tho Secti., the PtMs and the Party ranks in Bihar why you
chmse to remain silemt on the qucestisn of basic amalysis, stratesy of trade union
f@ghts end struzglos, experience of working class struggles ott. in your self-cri-
t;cal review, way you foiled to ummaek tho nost blotant ctrike-breaking forauia-
tioos wade in the August report? Will yeu explain why when you refer to opportun-
izr on the TU front, you quote Janak, Girdhar, Santosh ~ i4% never once mention
the Sugust doeurtent and the strike-bronking anti-resistance cowardly advico it
gives? Tho formulations iiade in that rosolution, the joint product of the collec-
tive wisdon of the Bihar Soctt. are far more blatant than any that one quoted in

your roview,
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Now you will realisc hcw zorrcch wi: PB was in rcjocting your self-criticisn
as exprossion of egoisn and individualisn. A selt-critical review which forgets
main roformist formulations, which forgets. tiat the amalysis in past docuncnt was
based on substituting the main class contradiction by intra-cless contradicticn 2.y
the oxploiters, we.ich iznored that the document to be reviewed made a profossiornl
striko-brenkor!e analysis, and liquidated nass-resistence - such a review can cniy
be donouncod as one screening the rerfornisn contained in the ocarlier docunents. «

you fail to roundly denounce the August dncwient and reject it wholesale, whcn you
ignore its mein horrifying formulations, and strugzle desperately to soee scme Zo0”
in it - aro you not unconsclcusly protecting your ogo fron denunciation, saving
your prestige - and comcealing from yourself that the document was based on bankrupt
politice? Ies it not correct to describe it as only expressing your egoien, your exu-
ggeratod conception about yourself? We arc not concerned here with intentions, We
are concerned with objective standars and objective recsults, Whatever nay be your
intentions did yecu eprply in practice the objective standard of Marxisn to your d
cunent? You did not. You were deflected from applyinz objective standards by your
pro~possession in your own fovour, 4nd what objective results does your review jiv -
duce? Not denuncistion of the grosseet form of refn mism but its scroening and
nesking. It is becausze of this that your self-critical review can only #= be des-
cribed as an expression of refornist egoisn,

You failed to catch the main basic formulations of yaxm your August Report
firstly because of your ignorance of Marxisn, That you fail to catch them after
rcading the T. Line documonts shows how deep e your reformist outlook, and also re-
veals how superficially yosu read Party documents, Secondly you fail to grasp the
bosic weakness of the August docunents because of your subjoctive outlook. Notwith-
standing your weakness in Marxiem, had you applied the same vigilance to yoursclf
that you applied to Mahesh and others, you could have caught sorioc of the points I
have nade against the Aursust Docunent.

. Neither in your report on right reformist deviation, nor in your "self-criti-
cisn® - these points are caught and noiled down. In both perhaps you mention some of

your fornulations like "too puch crisis" or "impossibility of sccuring even mivor
demande,”" In your self-criticisu you are sharper about gscme of your formulations
than in the report on reformist deviation in Bihar FC - and oven then you did not
soc that what you had edvocated in your August docuument is pure Joshian liguidation
of all struggles and resistance.

Your self-criticisn is x more nmethodical than Report on Reformist Deviation
in Bihar PC, because for the first tirmo you eceeried to have realised that all criti-
cisn and self-criticism nust be related to the accepted collective consciousness
of the Party - as ombodied in its Thesis, T. Line, other PB documents - alons with
claseics of Marxism, You have however failed to fcllow thie method even in its
elenontary form in your report on refornist deviation.

New will you try to understand why inyour self-criticism you only write abcut
the kisan front ond fail t9 mention the formulation on the TU front, When I reaid
your report and documents it puzzled mc for quite a lonz tinme to underetand why
you should concentrate »n kisan front, and why yourz report on deviations on Kisen
Front and Report on Reformist Deviation should be almost identical, I got the
;nswez only when I went theu the nminutes of the Sectt. meoting and read the &ugust

oport.

Then I reallsed how subjective you were in your self-criticism, TFor you
the weapon of self-criticism unconscicusly becane a weapon of fighting Mahesh,
justifying your position to tho utmost and not of objectively locating the sourcce
of refornmian inside Bihar Party. And like all combatants out to defend themselves -
you chose the nost advantageous ground for yourself - the kisan front -ebecausc
soniehow you had brought yourself to believe that you were nainly right in your
idens about tho agrarian struzzles and classces, at lenst rore right than Mahesh.
It is tho subjectiviam that unconsciously leads you to swallow the most ronstrous
fernulations on working class strugzles, politieal crisis etc, for which all of you
were collectively responsible, and concentrate on formulations about agrarian frout,
You will thus realise how c:irrect it is - to say that the self-eritism which all of
you mako is veoiled solf-justification and only tntended to prove that one was
nore right than the other,

I an drowing your pointed atténtion to all this o explain you how without
knowing it, one's subjectivien drags one down till one lnsos all objectivity.

not
4dnd but for thia subjectivisn you would hiwe attached so nuch importance to
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Eﬁpfmsuﬁﬁo}tgand adggggcy of the demand for separate agri?ultural worlzers! orconiea-

giﬁpk-Fhf afbar the ‘glear directive of the political thesis to fern separate orge -

nisation of ggricultural workers - one could neither clain originality nor the cro-

dit of having made a'mew discovery:
o "8 e

¥ou would have had legitinaté justifiention - for taking pride in your ndwmsh,
cacy‘of separate organisation of agricultura) workors - had you carried forwerd:tlic:
wnderstanding embodied in the thosis and made new ideclogiecal contribution, zarthe
PB's resoluition on Agrarian wuesti-n lid, You no doubt attenpted to yiva-an ides-
%Qgical explamation, but you not only failed but indircctly reached: sapis¥¥ery reac-
vionary copclyeions, stremgthoned the old réfomist outlook, and Ametead of corry-
ing iorward Cie ynderstanding of the acgrarian question atterpted to drag -the laviy .+
back, In open repudiatinn nf the Political Thesis you made new formulabions which
were nothing but a justification of the rcformist practice on theegrarian front.
I will discuss your contribution a little later,

8o you could neither glaim origirelity in supperting scparate organisati,.
acricul tural workers; 7hr clain new ideolcgieal corntributicn. This latter point
should have been clear Lo you affter reading the Agrarinn Questicn. -dnl yet jou
continue to adveortise your stand, -k put across as if you roally nade soue new c-u-
tribution and attached @o nuch in or%nnco to this boghs claim df yours that you
almost made it the centrel point in yopr review of the dugust resolution. You gid
it all the nore because you found that Mahesh had taken a stand oppoeing scparasc
organisation and that wux suited you. You tried to draw a derargading line, a ©ivd--.
anental line of Fistinctinn between hin and you posed as i fﬁgﬂﬂividing linc brt-
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ween revolutionaries and reformists in Bihar was gqlbe seen’?n_qges@;on of attitude
t , an workers, It } cus tha Iﬂd" : : ﬁ%%‘i'ca‘ dto orzani-
B&ﬁggﬂo E%F&r‘%a}‘{“ﬁ%%im ﬁnft“t,%b%a Sg?oé‘lfnf—_ f%&%gxgngagd‘fﬁ VR %‘ﬁe Flost>

blatant and shoneless opposition to the diregctives given by the Second Congraies.

And one nust be a very hardened refornist, and,totufly alien to Party forms to tnks.
such a stand. But 4t was wrong to make this the dividing line betweon you asdd hinm -
or between revolutiopary 1line and reformist line. For a8 we have seecn here Werd . ...
other and equally grotesaue forms ofyreformisn exhihited by all” of you togeth%f}w
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To give you but one roré; instance) ' you ccrrectly criticise Mdhepﬁf@%fﬁﬂ&%g'-
fusing to support the egrarism workers' dermend for living wage. Only & person away-.
ed by rich peasant ideclozy would.do that. But you forzet that you and the Scetd.
togelher forgot to ntntioh the demand for livinz wage 1In commectiom with the
industrial workers in your August recort. Can anything beat this? You of coursc o
not oppose it but just forget, You do not even notice this cmission which.cones fron
a reformist outlook. - Ay I wrong when I charge yourwith applying double standarda?

It is because of ‘this doulls standard thet you nét'only fail to _navil down the
cormon crime embodied in the Aocunent, but~fril to nail down that the Avgust crine
comnitted by the Sectt, - Raghu, yourself and others = waes dircctly responsiblc for
the betrayal of railway strike in Bihar, You wméf gpftgnforget but gloss ovpr this
erine in your report on Refomist Dovintion bl just nentiasdn?, o rorda thot
the Sectt. did not do muech for-the railway strike, To hafe gt 8one nuch for the
the railway strike is iteelf & ¥i¥ crine, as big s (troschery - and this is tho
first time I hear that you did nothing. You and the"rest of the Sectt. owe an ox-
planation for this act of 1% treachery - when you were released from here carly
precisoly to organtse the railway strike, There is no rcason why sorie of you
should not be expelled fron the %arty - for this single act of treachery. What was
the Sectt. doing if i4 was not organising the railway astrike? And you nlso adpit
that the Sectt. did not do much for the stuldent strugzles - the bigzest student
struggle that Bihar has seen. #nd for you it is encugh to mention these treachcrnus

crimes in a couple of sentences. While you devoito pazes and lines to the deviations
of Mahash or your petty formulations here and thore which you clain to be correct,

Thie is to & say the least, rotten dishonesty - to bypass main peliticel
crines like this, to keep silent over them, or just to mention them in passing.

It seems your own railway reports on atrike have not taught you anything -not
even nodesty. Had you cared to produce self-criticel repors early in February, hnad
you debunked your August refornlsm and the base cowardice that it justified ~ the
cowardice created by yoars of reformiet policy - had you not supplied a fresh
ideclogical cover for m cowardice in your August resolution - and finally on the
basis of all these had you some out with a decisive bold lead to fight - nuch of
the cowardice that was shown in the railway strike would have heen aysidod. *

You cannot be held responsible for all that happencd. Obviously thcra'wére
a number of rotten individuals who had got into sirategic positions inside the
Party - and who could be umasked in actusl struggle. The Party in the.davs.aof
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reformish .could not purge out reformist elements and they were all there. And jou
cannot be held responsible for all their doings.

But you are certainly partly respongible becausc o? your failure to repudia‘.
the reformist practice advocated in August resolution, which gave a frosh lcasc of
1ife to these roformist clements; your failure to warnm the honost elomonts and rani.
who worc bound te vacillate because of your own line advoeatod in your August rcool:
tion; you were certainly m reasponsibie for nquaculating the fighting ranks who
would have nade minco-meat of the cowarde., . :

I da not wish to go into thc dotails ta bo found in your report on railway
ptriko - the facts ‘supplied by the Sectt, The avidence of cowardice, ruming eaay,
desertjon is too plainly written there to be denied. And both with the honest and
dighonost, with' the confirmed cowards and vacillators - thore is one comgon fear -
the foar of scting alono to lead, the fear of taking the lend, initiative, when tg
them the masses appear to be apathetic -i.e, tho foar of leadorehip - fear of indi-
vidual suffering. While the confirmed cowards would have acted in any case as thoy
have done, do you realisa that you and the Sectt. are directly responsible for thc
vacillations of othors im leading - because you had created such a holy terror of
acting "apart from the masses", You had belittled individual leadership to sush on
oxtent, individual resistance. as a wetpon of rousing the people to such an oxtent
= that you find the leaders, ordinnry Party mombers and other s doserting, demo-
ralised when they felt and they folt wrengly ~ that the workors werc not with thenm
end would not act; you yourself quote instances from Ymmalpore, whon some of our
comrades got thomsolves tancly arrcstod insido Jamalpur workshop and did not resist
arrest when such arrest would have brought the workors on strike., This is wherc
wrong formulations of the type - with the massos - lends, 4s I have pointed out
carliaer the formulation - with the masse s and at their head - meant under condi-
tione of Bihar -failure to lead, abjuration of leadership and individual responsi-
bility. The concrete instance ie Jamalpur where aven working class comrades tanely
nllowed themselves to be arrested when resistance would have roused the workers,
Had you inspired our comrades that in the present explosive situation every act of
herolsm in the interest of the masses, and on issues vital to them will rousc then
- you would have prevented the debacle of those comrades tamely submitting to arrcois,
This is how your report on Jamalpur puts itt "Second category of comrades who werc
tho leaders of their shops and off'ice-bearcra of the Rail Road We¥rkers! Union derio-
ralised the workers of their shops by getting themselves peacefully arrested., Had
they resiasted the arrest, the workers would have responded. The arrest of Sakhaldip
had created much resentment among the workers of hie shop. Any attempt at dofiance
on the part of these comrandes would have roused the militancy and the fighting capa-
city of the workers. But their timidity and tameness poured cold wator on the nili-
tant nood of the workers" . e

But who was responsible for creating this meod of vacillation, this hesita-
tion in taking individual lead - in tho minds of Party members., Thoee who never ro-
pudiated the reformist heritage, those who in the dugust resolution advocated liqui-
detion of the leading role of Party nembers,

Secondly, your reports on OTR and Janalpur elearly show the utter funk beforo
policc terror developad by some comrades = including some DC members, The report
sent by Santosh correctly naile down those and says many correct thinmge. But have
you again thought who 1% was that was responsible for undermining the morale? If
the Party leadership itself does not see working class resistance anywhere, if it
itself gives slogans of liquidating working class resistance, if it nevor thinks of
combating police terror directly, but only advocates symbolic protest actions - what
olse but undermining of the morale of the Farty rembers, smashing their feith in
working clese will result? Whether your August resolution was read by anyone or not,
whether the Party riombers who wavered had the August resolution in thoir consciousncss
or not, 1s irmaterial. For the August resolution surmed up all the cowardice nnd
vacillations of the refomist period - which were already there im the minde of e
soction of the cadres It did nothing to remove them, The task of the Sect, was to
fight the heri?age of £eformism which it not only did not do, but it atreng%honed
old refornist ideas, S0 that the ranks or section of lecaders - cven when they did
not read the resolution, wero exactly where thcy were - rooted in refomisn,

Yostdddrge I clearly mailed down the real meaning of your tactics to fight
police terror. It is now eocu in actison in connoction with the railway striko,

Do you want to see how what I described as the advice of professional striico-
breakers was utilised Ly a PQ to dreak the strike? Mow tho same phrases, the sonc
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hypocritical pose of being & realisd and of carrying on the fight? I am quoting
Szutzsh'e report on strike preparation on CTR - on the basis of reports ¥Teached u
Elh arch, "IL seems *hat even after a week's campaigning the Katihar comrodes
cewld mot look forward to the organisation of picketting orn 9th, were not coni'idc
about the organisation of strike on 9th March, The PCM in his report said 'wairin
up tie mood of the workers end in accordance with actual mood prevnlent on 9tu or
after and utilising ary partiecular isoue (this emphasis mine), the key nilitants
will have to come ouc openly irside thne department at a particular momont - for =
strike with flaring agitation ahid rousing tl¥iworkers in n demonstrative fashion,'

And how is this blatant defiance of Party directive, by deferring strikc bo-
yond 9th March justifiod? Seo if you sce yoursel? in this juctification,

"The PCM concerned in his report to the OTR Froction Secrotary says nabout thi
decision, "It is a trclics of mustering all our forces as quickly as possible, «
as cauntiously as poscible and tuem threwing all ocur forees at the right moment
bringing tho workers oi strike., It is a blitzkricg tactic - namcly lightning st
I,don't feol that strike is possihle throush any other tnctica ai the proscmbt sha

Do you heoar the ochoes - of your treachcrous tactics heres Be cautioug when &
enemy is forewarned; be aggressaive whem he is tnken unawnres? You scc the real mwem
ing of your phrascs, Retreat when the onery advances; aypoar aggressive in pluosc
whon you are breaking a strike in action. This wonderful PCM enrlchcs your co.uhel-
bution ~ you thought of laking the encmy unawarcs; he thinks of taking the woricrs
unawares - his advacacv of lighting strike is rcally a rctrecat before enemy propn-
ganda, and pressure. daving no confidence tc win over the majority of the workeras
even for a strike, he wants to rcly on a sclect group of militante who wore to
snddenly bring out the stcppaze on some zazk ilssue cr the other, He is accting cxactl
as the bourgeois bolicve Comrunists act - as only nzents of the bourgcoisic really
act in bractice, as only refeormists act in practice or goondas act., His practice is
crupist practice. 4nd in the bargain he doeas not understand what a lichtning strik
is. He has got bourgeois ideas about lightning strikces. He thinks they can be
brousht absut with the wmajority being movcd. This is wrong. This is a lic aprend
by the bourzeoisic. & ligntning strike takes place cnly when thore is accunulated
discontent among the majority of the workers, It takes rlace without a previous pla
and often bursts forth on non-essential issuies - becausc of lack of conscious orga-
nisation and pregarating, and leaderehip. It only shows that the workers are not
brought under the inliuonse of trede unions led by Communists, Bubt this docs not
mean that the strilte *akes placs without discontent or that in rezlity it talics
placc all of a euddea., 1t is the reasult of eccumulated discontent, suppressed dis-
content over mortus. It arises when wirking clnes discontent fails to find organis-
ed expression., ~het is why it ofteon brenks out on petty issues - and actually the
real mejor demande arec added by the work~rs afterwards., Tho capitaliste take ad-
vantagc of this and propagate that the major dcmands wers not the rcal issue but
souc ettty demand was the cause of the strike. The-fact that -the strike breaks out
on rccue srall matter - shows the reelly primitive spontaneous character of the
etrike - vhen distinction betwecn majcr and minor demands itsclf is not made vory
cloerly. It shows backwardnese. lhis greet FOM wonte te go back to tho days when
neither the trade unions nor Party existed snd organisc fa lightiring strike" all
to cover up strike-breaking and concokl that he is shamelessly refusing to carry
out the directive of the CC.

But the point is do you rcalise the rcepounsibility of tho Scctt. in this treo-
cherous gamc? You had seid, "Bo cautious when the cneny is forcwarned."m This i=
PCM finds tho cnemy not slecping to obligec him, He thereforc wents to zather his
forces but as cavtliously as possiblc ~ how well put exactly in your styloe? You
had advocated stratozy of fighting in two's and three's - and ho follows you and
xkx asks the militants - who number only a few - tc toke their cenomy urawercs. The
picture is completo. '

And about all this ~ you menbers of the Sectt. say not a word and keep silent.

And after doing all this you and your Scctti, had the audacity to criticise
the PB note on tho railway strikc - the note written I beliaeve on 17th March, In-
stead of understanding how whon there was no informaticon in the hands of the PB -
since no re_ orts could have been received from the provinces - tho PB could lay its
fingor on the exact spot - you want to find foult with the PB letter and allege
that it pleys into the hands of the roformists. You should have thought ten tincs
before writing such a lotter.
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The trouble with all of you is that you never knew and understond fuc (..
way of fighting reformism, You think it is thc samo as making verhal points a
one another - or solvinz the doubts of all the fools in the world, Y-u 4o not
it as a weapon of training the Party members by putting the renl state of etit.
beforc the ranks and teachinz them the real meaning of cvonts.

The PB letter very correctly nniled down and anticipatea the stend of the re-
formists inside the Party. The PB knew that in a typical Joshian fashion these ro-
fornists, running away fron police terror, would seizc upcn the failure of the
strike to prove that the date of the strikec wae wr.ng, that there was no suppert,
that it should have been earlicer etc. - that in any case thoy would takc a posihi .
to undernmine confidence in strugzle. This is always the method of reformists. %oy
will never say all struggzle is wromg. If they say it they will be found out. The
therefore ozpose every strugzle in concretc and thus undermine the confidence in
the struzgle in zeneral. The faniliar Joshian trick is te keep silent about to
activity of thc class encny - ropression - paint that repressicn was there beer o
struggle was prenature, because we failed te win over the pcople - and thus zive o
cloan certificate to the capitalists and thelr govt., At the scme timo thnerc wus «
another Joshian trick. In assessingthe failure of strugzles a real ostimate of the
rnistales of the Party wns never nade., Reformism wes ncver umasked. Cowardice was
never uncovered. Cowardly leaders were not demounced, 41l this ecrved to mislood
the pcople into the belief that struggle itself wns a mistake.

The PB having just finished the T, Line documents where thisemne deviation
wae attacked, could not fail to realisg that these thinzs would crop up again. Jnd
it corrcetly neiled down everything. nd the survrise is how correcctly andl preci-
sely it mailed # them Aown., You in your arrozancc and conceit do not cvan study
your own reports - factunl reports about what happened in 'the railway strike and

rush to blame the PB,

Does the PB note create the im ression that repression cannot be defented?
Only hordened reformiste can read this merning in it. Because the FB not only uew
tions repression, but also refornisn; and cowardice, and you want to conveniently
forget the latter two, which is nct very unusual with yecu and the members ~f your
Scett, Wes the PB wrong in raising the quostion - how is it that there could bta no
strike in our strong arcas also nnd ancswering the questisn by saying - Reprocsicn
was the most intense there. , The PB was 100 per cent correct. It was a fact thas
represeion was intense in our strong areas and tho rarty ranks in other areas worc
unaware of it,

How to fight this ropression, what its full meaning was - was given in the Fb
circular of 22nd February, I hopc you have read it and other Soctt. inembers havo
read it. lhe PB did not get jittery after 18th FPobruary as some people did. The
PB agked tho FMs %o carry forward the struggle deepite repression and fight it aut.
You scen to forget all this - nainly under the precasure of the refornists of the
railway fraction. Only when the strike actually feiled - the PB had to conclude
that our conrades proved unequal to the task, got disorganised, and in cases de-
roralised before repression,

Sccondly the PB presumes & cortain level of consciousness aemong Party membors.
Those Party mombere or leaders who require to bo teught the clementary lcsson
that re:rcssion can be fought should not be admittod into the Party. If therc arc
such ineide the PC, they should be ox olled. Tho CPI can't be turncd into a joke,
an assortment of political idiote, who require to bc told that rcprossion can be

fought, after the 2nd Congress. /of the PB lettér - that you succumbed to
their 1nterpretat§on

The real reason of your demand on PB and criticism of the PB letter - ig that
you yourself got so thoroughly, denoralised by the propaganda and clamour of the
rcformists ~being unable to ré?f?rio %’interprctation/hnd charged the ¥B with
producing a docunment which was liable to be utilised by the reformist elements. You
should have blamed your own understandinz and not the PB. For the FB document was
a powerful weapon in your hand to study the actual facts and prove the guilt of
the reformists, Santosh very nearly sz does it and does it well in the two or thrce
short reports and there is enough to show how the PB document was corrcct.

The reason why the Sectt, cane to this sad ond was that it allowcd itseclf to
bo confused by the other vasillators - who wanted tn sidetrack the issue - and ro-
ally wanted to say that the striko was promature, but they dared not say it openly.
They almost forced you to change the outline of your report and put prominently
their own understanding ~ that the strike should have taken place on lst January -

which was only another way of saying that on 3th llarcan it woa wrane Mmoo -
RERnd  Paw datofo L CSLaTET S ==
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cotrayal. You succumb to the blacknnifing nressure which shows that you were os
zi:on reformist as they were - though it nust be adnitted Santosh'g report was on

coirect lines,

The fact is that you could not answer the simple gquestion - which oven a ccll
rieiber is expected to answer - if renression could briug about such a crllepsc
could we havec not waited and prerarel botter - which was the new way of putting th
old theory of police-prevecation ~ of saying thnt cur gtruzsle was prenaturc and i
provoked the Govt. to teke the ofi-maive, You yourselves - i.e. all the nenbers of
the Scctt, - have been such hard.nel refornists, that you were not able to sce thr
the gquestion thus put - sometlines 57 honest elements and often by wardencd rcforn-
ists, *ho PB gave you a powerful wearon tc counteracht ref-mist interprctation »f
the colla,se of railway strike; vou could not use it the moment the vacillators be
gan to preach the samc old theonry soncewhat differently.

What you really wented the B 4o do was to core out with a bogus bucking un
letter - saying at the end better luck next time and so on - and screcning the =3
reality of reprossion and the equally zrim recaliby »f cowardice and refornism, W
you wantcd the PB to itw show was that repression could have been ccuntered an? do-
feated ~ despite cowardice and reformism on the part of certain railway leadecrs o
cadros; sabotage on the part of Provincial Committee, You all thought that this
would have boen?Bffective reply to thosc who drew tho conclusion from the fact of
repression and fxxm from the Pb letter - that strike wasnot pessitle in view of “i
repression, and hence should havo been pnstpcned. & wrong reply however ic never
an effoctive reply. Your reply would have meant yielding to vacillatsrs whe having
zot this reply would have rajsed the next question - if the repression couldhove -
been ccuntered in spite of all that happened in the leadership of reilway workers -
why could it not be countered - Is it not a fact that the werkers themsclves were
denoralised and not prepared for strike and repressicn - in fact statements about
the workers being demoralised have been nade 3cne railway conredes and followiny it
the footsteps of the Secretariat'e August report - thoy charged the workers with
denoralisetion. Did you not say in your August report that the net result of all
struggles wos denoralisation of the working—-class?

And thesc corirndes, like you not daring to see their face in the nirror, wont-
ed to escape blame - and read in the FB lcttor only repression and not the deuun-
ciaticn of refornists, “nd vou succumb to it and are bound to reply in a way which
screens the treacherous role of refornisn and gives false assurances about the fu-
ture, Your reply would not heve even scored a debating point but only made then
change the ground to carry on their reformist attack better. You fall intc this
trap beecause you and the Sectt. members had refused to make any self-criticism, and
therefore could not see things clearly and even when you saw reformisn in railway
strike and correctly located it, you could not defend yourself against it when at~
tacked. Becouse not having made your cwn self-criticism you totally underestineated
the depth of reformism and 4ts responsibility for the betreyal.

The Py, however could not take such a stand end be a party to cheating the rank:
and screening the refornilsts, screenin: the vacillations of honest elements. The PB
takes the Party members serisusly, e3 revclutionaries, as serious proletarian figh'
ers and not as children who need false bucking up. It would have been an act of tros
chery to hide from the ranks that reforaism inside the Farty was & fmctor in the ut-
ter collapse of the strike, You now knew how it betrayed the whole strugglc in Teni]
nad; also in your place. ‘he PB at that time had nc detmiled infermation; yet it
laid its finger correctly, <he Party cogld progress only by ummasking the treachera
hold of reformisn and not by covering it. The PB did not and does not for a monecn®
believe that the Party will ever be able to ncet repreesion and defeat it if its
own ranks are not purged of vacillators and traitors - if purging and revolutionary
education do not stecl the ranks of the Party. The Sectt. wants the PB to tell
the ranks that we can lefeat represslon without wmasking reformism - the PB cannot
be a rarty to this cheating,

For the benefit of the Bihar Soctt,, and those others who attacked the PB lot-
ter, let ne produce the followilng quotation from Lenin:

"With refornists, Mensheviks, in our ronks, says Lenin, "it is impossible to
achicve victory in the proletarian revolution, &t is irmpossible to rctain it. .
That is obvious in principle, and it has deen strikingly confirmed by the expe-
rience in Russia and Hungary......In Russia, difficult sitwations have arisen
neny times, when the Souwiesf reghwe wpuld most certainly bave been overthrown
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- - had Msusheviks, .reformists and petty-bourzeoie deriocrats remained in ~ur 171
vo..In Italy......as i gonerally adnitted, decisive battles between the |t
tariat and the bourgeonisie for thc posscssion of state power are irmincat.
such a noment it is not only absclutecly necessary to remove the Menshovilbs, :
formists, the Turatists from the Party, but it may even bc useful to rerwove
excelleond Cormunists who are liable to waver, and who revenl a tenlency to o
towards ‘unity' with the refomists, to remove them Irom all responsible posts
...0n the eve of a revolution, and at a noment when a nost fierco strusglie is
teing waged for its victory, the slightast wavering in the ranks of the Iarty
noy wreck everything, frustrate the revolution, wrest the power from the hoads
of the proletariai; for this power is not yet comnsoclidated, the sttack upon it
is still very strong. The retirement of wavering leaders at such a time Jlecs nd
weaken but strengthens the Farty, the working class movement and the reveolutiond
{Lenin, Selected Workse, V~1.¥%, 7p.256-58), - Founlations of Leninism, p.91

This should be enouzh to expose the seriousness of the crimec of the Bihar Suct.
on this question. &And finally it riust be understood that fichiing refernien is
not scoring debatinz poin®ts rzainst a few reformists, but exposing the wholec tr i
represented by then, irn a way which educates the runks, anl changes the practicc
of the Party. This reans not verbnl wictzrics, but a.plication of Marxisn to a
given question or vacillation or standpoint, and its uxposure on the basis of renk
ities - not replies givon on the bhasis of bucking-up as if Farty members were
school children.

Another Sectt. momber who commits this samc mistake in the grosseat manmer pos-
sible is Asin. l‘he ccnfidence of Asin in digposing of the PB letter in a few
lines written on a scrap of parcer - ik is no doubt admirable;r%% is entirely mis-
placed and betrays both ignorance and a frivelous hent of nind.

Asin says that the results of the PB letter would be disestrous; that FB'a cu -
racterisation that repression combined with treachery has given the first tempo-
rery setback to the reilway strike, will be o weapcon in the hands of cowards nnd
traitors, This is what X Asim writee with supremo confidence:

8The PB note on failure of railway ciri%e in ny opinion brings out disastroun
logle which instcad of helping us to see the roots of our failures will be a
weavon in the hands of cowards, traitors and refoimists to say that repression
combined wiih treachery has caused failure.

,We have done our best., Some will even say tuat Culcutta decision was wrom
a3 we did not foresee unprecedentel repression nmor troeachery of the Socinlists -
hence the Party wes wrong." Offering advico to the PB, Asinm writes with further
confidences

"The PB should have brogzht out and nailed down our reformist failure in ex-
posing Socialist treachery and meking organisational preparations to face the
repression.”

Asin's note is oharacteristic of all reformist clements inside the Favty. First
ly it shows that what I wrote atout the 8ccretariat zettine floundered beforec the
offensive of the reformists and succunbing to 1t because of its inmability to ans-
wer the question of the reformists, is correct. Asin himpelf poses the Aoubts of
the reforuists ~ which seen to bhe his own doubts becnuse he suzgests an alternatiw
line of understanding ~ which betrays his own reforaisi.

It % obvious that Asim sither dces not understand the meaning of plain words.
or ¢s mo steecped in ref-rmisa thet the sharpest attack azainst reformisn does not
neke any semsd¢ to him. How can one say that the formulation "Repression combined
with treachery caused the failure" plays into the hands of reformists?

The PB letter in the very opening attacks the traitors and vacillators inside
the Party. Treachery includes not only treachery of the refornists but aleso kkam
treachery from withim the Party, In fact in the B le“ter the word treachery is
nore often used in commection with the traitors from within. And besiles the PB
Ksx assigns a special place tec thig treachery.and reformisa inside +the rants and
puts it explicitly as one of 4he causes of the collapse of the strilke - puts it
clearly ond beyond doubt though at fxme that time the PB had not had the rcports
from the rovinces. On pege 2 of the letter the foldowing is w¥X written:

"Thirdly there is-aelsec a nauseating tale of vacillation, betrayel, cowardice
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in our ranks also; and apart from this a complacence born out of our failurc t-
understand that the govt, will strike, with all its strength, The teapo an’
organisation of work since January seems to be of the days cf legality - of ik
days whoen strikes could be easily postponed for another cix months, Ctherwiasc
how could one explain the Tamilnad} Committec's plan for postponement unler o
plea that there was not enough time to organise the sirike? Can vou ever get
rore than 2% monthe in times of revolutionary developnents to organise a strike?

"Horr%ble opportunism, refornist mistakes, complacence etc. were snowa on
the GIP."

Onec nust be utterly blind or a reformist heyond hope of rcdenmption to niss
this attack against the refornists, attack against treachery from withkin - gnd de-
clare that the IB letter gives an o portunity to the reformists to say that they
have done their best,

dnd this was not the first time that the PB warned against the reformists.
Apart from T. Line documents which opened an all-round attack against refornmism,
the 22nd February Circular on Railway strike stated that there would be plenty
of vacillators inside the Party, and that they might sabotaze the strike and de-
mended that they should be removed from key positiona,

Having iznored the role of treachery, and reformiesn inside the larty, dsin
wants to give an explanation which would completely screon the reformists, also
if possible the Frovincial leeders and hold the PB responsible for giving a pre-
nature call for strike. He takes the same pcsition as ths Tamilnad Secretariat took
with such disastrous consequences for the Farty and for which the Tamilnad Sectt.
had to be dissolved.

What is Asin's advice to the PB? "The PB shculd have neiled down our reformict
failure in exposing Socialist treachery and making orzenisational preperations.’
Apparently this ndvice seems to be homest and minnocent advice, but in reality it
is dishonest. Hes the PB ignored in its letter the failure to unmask the Social-
ists earlier? The earlieor docuuonts of the fraction, rB's advice to the frachticn
before the strike - d already rointed out that the fizht against the Socialists
nust be carricd on ruthlessly. The FB letter itself once morc nails down thc foil-

ure in the following worda:

"The repression would have had no «ffect on the strike, rather it would have
strengthened the strike, if the Party had taken up the fight against JP earlicr,
and the illusions and hopes about him had been fought earlier, With a greate
soection of reilwaymen already free from confusion and illusion, the repression
would have been completely defeated.” 5

Sccondly did not the letter correctly characterise the organisational feilure =
due to rcformism? The letter states this to be onc of the reasons for failure of
strike in our stronger arcas:

"Secondly the sarrest¢ of 2,000 fron our strongholds was not only a heavy blow;
it was a crushing blow, because the Party had not yet got out of reformist me-
thods of organisation - with its erphasis on the whole-time worker and lack of
attention to the working worker and his leadership. *he formation of striko-
cormittees had hardly begun; like the old days the mass was to bo drawn in -
after the sirike.

"Now more than ever our comrades will see how every failure to stick to ba-
sic organisational experience and truths leads to disaster. The strike commit-
tees cre wenpons of rank and file leadership in strikes; the TU leaders or Exc-
cutives are not enough; for they con be easily suppressed.®

Hew can anyonc assert in face of this that the PB letter failed t» wnail down
rganisational preparations? It is not however accidental thet Asin ignores these
formulations. It only shows that his conception of organisation does not extend
beyond agiktion and other elementary forns. Obviously he does not sec even fainitly
the meaning os strike cormittees otc., as the form of orgenisation - suited to
coniuct revolutionmary struzgles. 4And this organisation could not he built not
becgusc thero was no time, but because of reformism inside the Farty. It is be-~
cause of this that though the directives were ziven as sarly as December itsclf,
strike cormittecs were not even thougnt of till the last,
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Agin's ecunments and proposales show that not only is he a hardencd refurs
but is making active efforts to smuzzle o reformist understanding of the r.o
strike and give a fresh lease of life to cowardice and treachery. If ssinta p
posalz had emounted to saying that fallure in orgauisetion and failure to Tiz.
the Socialists should be nniled down along with other things - he would have
been at best charged with carecless realing, superficial understanding. 3ut hie
proposal is to make organisatiomnl failurc, and failure to fight Socialists as
the only causes of failure o n railwny and ignore and ocrecn the persoual cow-
ardice and betrayal that was in evidence during the strike. What elsc cun be the
conclusion from the proposals ~f a person who criticises the atteck on treuchery
as playing into the hands of reformishts, anl suggeste some other things - us the
only source of failure? He can »e jusély accuscd of objectively trying to cover
the traitors,

If Asin's bankrupt formulations are accepted what will be the result? It -
riean thats .

(1) the cowarids and traitors who ‘lcserted and ran away and sabotaped stru; o
will be ucreened - and the Party will face danger of sabotage againg

(2) it will mean the brutml role of Nehru Govt, will be screened and the .act
that such repression is going to be the normal state of affairs ignored;

(3) it will mecan that the cause of the failure dil not lay in refornism, i
the most brutal repression, but lay in failure tc do a few orgonisationel tri-xs,
nade in time - not in having a reformist outlook on organisation itself;

(4) and further it will mean making the failure to fight the Socialis4s -
of the two basic causes of the tailure of sirike - whereas in fact the fuilu:s
to expose the socialisis was a part of the same reforrisnm whose hideous 'for:
was peen in desertion ani botrayal.

Thue under the zuise of locating reformism, of nailing down the failure to
fight the socialists -~ Asin wants to scroen treachery anong P. leaders and di -
sldetrack attention on the cocialist party.

This is typical of all reformists. To give exaggzerated one-gides picture «.
certain factors so that the revolutionnary essence is thrown out.

The reformists in their dishonesty distort all correct argunments, apply then
in the wrong way and create confusiocn, Thus in reply to the argzument thet tho
9th March call wes premature, it is very correct to state that far from beins
premature, it was overdue, and that the strike should have taken pboce on 1st
January itself when the withdrawal of cheap grains concession ceme into orcration

But when this argument is used by others to say that because we could not or-
ganise a strike on Januery 1 - we should have given up organising it on 9th March
~ the time had already passod - the dishrnesty of these veople, must be exposacd,
They are cowards who dare not come out opcnly azeinst the strike as prcumature;
therefore they say that opportunity neil alrcady slipped by after lst Januery,
They appcar as defenders bul arc rcally caboteurs of strike.

Similarly in reply 4o those who argued that we should not have attacked JT &
Co. B0 soon, it is correct tc arguc that we should have attacked nmuch earlier,
that we should have concentrated fire on the encialists long before we actunlly
did, But those who distort this i, ern tnet cur failure to do so had senled tic
doon of the strlke, and it was tnis thuat wos rosponsible for the fallure - niuast
be denounced as liars and rogues who want to screen the treachery from insiles.
A8 the PB letter puts it, all the required opportunities for a successful stril»
existed, repression and refernist betrayal could succecd because the railway
leaders failed to act as revolutionarics. It ig n lie to sugzest that failurc
to expose the socialists had sealed the doom of the strike, It had not. It had
made the strike difficult, no doubt. Till February 15 the Farty could reep the
full advantage from the fact that the AIRF itself was foraally cormitted to a
strike - and if this had been utilised to strengthen will to strike aud exposc
the socialists and build revolutionary organisation - there would have becr no
failure,

Asinm 1s thus wrong on all points. Incidontally if Asim's points hal been ac-
sopted it would have helped the reformists to screen thomselves and in the name
of self-criticism pass on the blame to the Central Cormittee and PB for its al-
leged failure to organise exposure of the socinlist party -~ though rzk in fact
thls charge could not have been substantiated, The real thing that comes from
hsin's note iz.(1l) Sawe.the traitors (2) Blane .the Socialists (Z) Blame the FB
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(4) Say that we could not orzanise - <id not preparc - say it in a way which wi'l
phow that the Farty wae gainz for strike without preparation - he forgets toc:
wes sabotaga. ’

This stand of dsin is not accidentel. Asin it seoms wae ahsenbd, could ucth
contacted by the Farty or the railway workers' lcaders betwecn 12th  Fobruary
to lst April. In the nwoet crucial eriod of the railway strike oreparations,
between 12th  February and 9th March - during the poricd when the nost brutal
prossion was let loose on the workors, this member of the Secit. was out of
'contact?, could not contact any DC or railway loadcrs, end romained unemploved.
Nothing could be riore diszusting and rcrulsive than this. In its 22nd February
Circular the PB had warned against this in the following words, fully knowing
thot thore weuld be such comrades in thc ranks of the Farty:

"Remaining in u.3. should mot nean remaining u.z. from the class-struggle,
fron onc of the bigz:est class-nctions under our leadershi;."

In his so~called Self-Criticien subnitted to the Frosectt. Asim writes the
follcwing about his beinz away from the Party and the working class in the cru-
cial hours

"Hewever 1 reached the Centre anyhow and found almost all tecu cadres arc
panicky. Sholter man bad run away; they could not provide ne & sinzle shcltor
even for two lays sc that I could go away to bustce area, I left ny centre Tor
the rovincial centre bub om wny I decided to romain in my nidway centre ant.
contact the local DU for centre directly. Two attempts failod. Then I con-
tacted provinece - a strong ro ly for nmy failurc and lirective to reach Hazara
DO centre and therefron contact Manbhum DO and go ahoad with our plen of coal
goneral strike along with the railway, In case I fail, thon contact Monghyr DC
and work fer railway strike, I contacted Giridibh - they asked n»t to go thero,
they can't previde shnelter, Alrealy to conteet Mahesh I sent messonger. But
after nany failures due to bunglinz of my nesscnver and contact map,could noct
vory late, Then ho asked ne to take up the full responsibility of Tech work ac
railway strike norind had c¢nded hy thet time. S0 I stoayed on to make somo pre-
parations for shelter, production centre and dunrs,

So as a whole from 12th February to Jdpril 1st I remained of no usc to tho
Party. This was a great failure on my part andl now serious it is other conrzdes
will opine.”

To sey the loast this is not sclf-criticism “ut self-justification. Yhe cou-
rede is not horrificd by what he has dene, his absence from the fiell of acticon
at the nmost crucial noment; docs not see it as a crime; has no reorets; he at-
tempts to oxplain it away and throws the blame on cthers, and towards the ond
graciously concedecs that it was 2 zreat failure on his part but does not thinls
it neccssary to rronounce any cther verdict and sceks escnpo by snying other
comrades will judge, Other comrndes will of course judge and they will not have
the slightest hesitation In denouncing this kind of sclf-criticism as disho-
nest, and expressing bouniless ego.

Necd we them wonder why 4Asin takes o stan? on railway etrike which seeks to
covor the deserters ani vacillatore,

Tho Bectt. instond of umaskinz Asin's stend succuribs to his prescsure anl
sends a letter to the IB saying that part of the PB letter were unfortunately
worded, It is true that the Scctt., very correctly condemned the railway fraction
for its reporty, roejocted it, and advanced some correct reasons alss, But all this
it scons was dona out of a sonse of duty, carrying out the directive of the highor
cormittee without inner conviction. Otherwise the Sectt. lotter complaining about
the PB letter, and repeating the sane corplaints thnt were ma@e by 4sin and
others » cannct he explained,

Such is the failure »f the Sectt., to understand the railway strike, the hep-
penings connected with it, the PB load in commection with it. It is obvicus that
though Seantosh guided by the FB letter 1laid his finger on the spot, thousgh he
correctly mailed down cowardice and refornlsn; though the Secctt. correctly nailed
down cownrdico and reformisrm; thouzh the Soeretariat condomned the railway frec-
tion -~ still bocause thc Scctt. itaelf had not umineked its own reformism, it was
not able to usc the B lectter as a woapon to fight the reformists and wmask then.

And thon whly are you 2l) without oxception silent on the students' strugzle?
Wny do you bypasa it in a few worda? It ia known that the FO_lead was not a good
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1; that the nost disgusting and diegracoful erhibition of opportwnida, or

ice before reformiste and furk bofere militancy of the nmasses - was iv ©

& in the student struggle in Fatna - that our comrades sharel with otlec:.
petrayal ractised agdnet the students; that you yourself took an onportnhLab
stnnd anl attacked, if I belicve correctly, Girdhar's report fron the right (I~
basing myself on Jatin's note). In any casc had you at that time learnt cven thc
glightest degrce from the students' struggle you would hnve been tromendously
nelped in organisins the railway strike. For what happened on this front in
Patna was nothint but the forewarning of what was to comc on the railway frent -
refornisn, cowardice, funk etc., You rsfused to learn ani had to pay a heavy
price. *“nd in your sclf-criticien - all of you arec uuanismous in bypassing this
shady epiende because the fingers of all of you were equally dirty.
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Before 1 turn to your, ie. t'. Sccretariat's claims to have taken a corrcct
stand on the agrarian question - I will menticn one or two pointe, Tmxgmursr: ol
frxkyzk
" In your August report in ty.ical Joshian fashion you pose to fight for =2
bigger cause anﬂ in rpQ11t" stultify tho Farty and liguidate its x vanguard » .o
in the consciousness of the masses,

On nage 5, under the sub-title "Repression and Terror", thoush you adnit that
the E J.P. is leading the upsurge and that is why it is beLng attacked — yobh fils
is only & Clormal admissicn; for ycu ond your Sectt. forzet it as socon ms it i
nade, eqyuate the CP with other artics and argue like a liberal whon dcion
CPI. This is what you write:

"Thus what we arec witncssing today is just not simple repression agei.
Comnmunist Party, It is the onslausht of counter-revolution agninct thc z
forces of the democratic revolution., It is the beginning of the cmergence
colonial fascism,"

May I know under what conditions a simple repression against the CP takcso
without it simultanecusly bheing o repression of the democratic revalutionary
Porces? If a liberal werc to put like this, if Sachidanand Sinha were to say .
it will be & progressive for him. When the Bihar Secretariat says this it meu.
they have abjured Marxism and acce, ted liberalisa, It will be very correct to o
that in attacking the CP the Govt. is attacking the revolutionary forces chc. I’
this is not what you mean., You unlink the CF from the revolutionary nmovemcnt. 1%
shows that when you said that the CF heads the upsurge, it had not nuch ricaning
for you.

This is beccause in typical Jochion fashion you unconsciously equatc the other
reformist parties to the CI'. You write:

"But the attack is nct confincl to the Commumists alone, A1l other strugzl-
ing c¢lements - rank an J filc sociclists, Forward Blocists, workers of other lof
ist yerties and greups (c.g. RSFI, RCPI, Swami-ites), even Congressnen (in Madh
buni ﬁnu antl—floou s uggle) havc been zZx subjectel to the samec brutal ropres-
siomn.

g about the rank andfile,
but you tend te think that othoer  arties theﬂselvcs are being represscd - aad dra
wrong an’ oppertunist cenclusions.,

You here try to seve your conscleace by only talking

Firstly your statement that tue ranke of cther parties are also beinz sub-
jected to the same brutal treaiment x® as our ronks is a barefaced lie, a sho o
less perversion of facts, If in Bibar this i3 the case, if repression againsi v
ranks and the Swami-ites is of the same type, it only means that we are coniuctia
our fight in a roformist way. Everywhere eclse there is ne comparisosn betweon oo -
tel ropression launched against us - and the measures taoken asainet the rerlis
other prarties. We are talking here of the ranks and nct the mascos who are piu
suppressed - whenever nilitant struggles take place., Thie is simple o undoiston
The wholesalo repression of their ranks will not be attemptel anless their pelicy
changes.

Through equating repression directed against both you equate not only the
ranxs completely but also the parties. It is not difficult to understand thot
whatever repression may be directed against their ranks cen only be casual, inci-
dental, asince the policy of those parties is reformist policy. Besidos in nany
cases repression is directed against the ranks when they disoboy their reformist
leaders and go in Ractisn pver tk=ir beada, .i.e. whon they turn towards us.
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Thus forgetting the lcading role of tho Tarty, you tend to equate our reonks
with their ranks, and our Farty with other partiee, You seo it is not here a
gquestion of protesting against re ressiow directel against followcrs of other
pertics, We will always protost againet it. Nor is hero a question of »ffering
united front to the ranks of other -~arties. What you nre laying down is that ro-
pression against the ranks of other -arties is ms ficrcc ns ngainat us ~ and
fron that drawing the conclusion that we arc net the leading forecs, that if wo
protest that our Yarty is beinz re resssd we will be ieolated, Sec now in a tho-
rough-going opportunist manner you rose the issuc om page 23 under Tactiecal Los-
sons: "In agitation never poso the issuc as govt, versus the Cormunists for this
londs to the noutralisation of the conon man anl the isolation of the Party. Ak
That ie preciscly how the Congress leaders try to posc the issue, Heneo the ain.
of our agitation should be to turn hoursceis prerazenda wside down nnl pose cver
issuc as betwecn Govermnent and the people. It is ouly then that we get maxinun
response, for that is what corpes onis to recality.”

If xxF you had statol that the Cenrross londers in justificntiun »f reprce-
sion egeinst us propagate that we artificially incite the mavseg, that our ains
nnd struzgles are not the senuine product of the sccial moverient, cad thus try
tc isolate us, anl that we sheould defeat their gnme by repecatedly strcssing
the fact that we are repressod hocause we boldly lead the masses in their strug-
gle Tar cnancipation, that we shauld always bring to the forofreunt the fact that
it is the demands of the nassca that we expross, that the struggle cenlucted ant
lel by us is the struggle of the 1illisns « and thus defent nll attenpts to malke
it ay-ear that the novement led by us is something lifferent thaan vhat the in-
torcetes of the nmasses required, and that whatever happens the CP will eontinue to
oot ond be in the forefront - you would have been right. The nasses themsclves
nre bo be tought that the ains of the CP and their interosts are individible,

They arc to be made conscious throuzh action, azitaticn, and propazanda, that
the CPI is their leader - their ~nly leader and van-uard,

Instend = this what do you advocate, how 1o you put the issue? You ask ¢ n-
rades bto abjure propeganda abeut the vanguard role, the leading role of the Party
you eslt them not teo put forward hefore the masses that the rarty, their Party ie
being repressci bocause it alone has the cournge to lord ther:, and you frighten
the Farty nembers in typical Joshian Peshion that if yeu talk about your own sa-
crifices ani loading role of the Farty you will hoe isolated.

This and nothing eclse iz the neaning of your cpparently innocent directive t-
never pose the issue as zovt. vs. the Comrwnists., Obvisusly thoro will be scne
conrades in Bihar who nizht put the issuo wronzly - nake it appear that it is a
narrow quarrel between the zovt., and the Corwniste and the masses have nothin-
to do with it. Such conrades have to bte educated in tho rropar method »>f ngita-
tion end roper understending of the issues involved. Instead you mnke oppor—
tunist fornulations, You sive directives which make it eppoar that the Govt,
i1s not getting isolated but !t is the Cormunists thet are likely to be lsalebod;
you put the isaue as if & terrific anti-Cormunist feeling existe aiong tho
nasses, i,c¢. oxisted whon you wrote the report ~ and that oue has to bo extrenc-
ly cautious in refereins to the Party. This fits in with your theory of eounter-
revolution on the offensivey with your iden that the ranks of all political par-
ties are being equally auppressed; therc is nothine excoptionnl about the CPI.
You 1o not soe that the govt., is zottinz rapidly liccrclited; ond that we arc
gaining; that is why you dare not come out with a bholl call tellinz the esmrodes
to boldly rut forward the sacrifices of Party members, the courageous lead of
the Party, and consolidate our poszition of lead.

You know that in the period of refornisn it was considered to be scetarian to
glorify the rur'by, i1ts sacrifices, before the macsce. Only the virtues of tho
two bourgeois organisatione - Oongress and the League were sung beforc the
nasees3. You continue this Joshite olicy in your August Report,

In 2ihnr as in cther provinees, thero was fear of fizhting for the Farty
w2017 the nasses, Encugh evidence of this s t» be found in the way the student
strugele wae conducted in Patna, whon petty bourgeois mombers showed that they
wore ashamed to own that they wore  Corrmunists anl failed to work as Cormunists,
tusvend of breaking thru this shaneless apectncle the Sectt, gives an idaologi-
cal cover to it. the fear of talking about the Party, the fear of isolation if
the Party is zlorified is nothing but the petty bourgcols hesltation about the
rarty of the working class ~ hesitation of petty bourgeois nembers who have not
yet forzoticn the election days when the bourgeois leaders tomporarily sct
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sections of the people against the Farty, It is real petty bourgeois funk beiore
the Party, lack of faith in the masses. This fear wes natural when the Farty ¢
vidored the Congress pctiy bourgeois messes to be the nasecs, But now whon tic
Farty hae again turned towards baesic masses decisively, it only botrays Lt dvrd
tain  eorle will not lecarn,

A correct call in this respect should have been (1) explain to the nasscs the
identity of the ains of the Y-uily end the interests of the nasees (2) boldly put
across k¥ before the masses the leading role of the Party (3) glorify the snerifi-
cos of the Iarty and zlorify the larty as the only chemgion of the masseo (4)
attack the govt. boldly and precisely (5) put the Party's rele in an inspiring
manner (6) have no fear that you wili be isclated - nasses ere in a fighting nood
and the Farty line reflects thoir interests and present nood.

What you have written is however not accidental, Your 3ectt. does not ac
the leading role of the CF. This is what your Sectt. writeos in utber ropu'i i
of the Farty Thesis, "Freciecly because seciinous of tho tniling masses arc
ting disillusioned but are mropin~ for want of an clternative lendership,
necessary to populariese the idea of the democratic frout, rs ths coalition
fighting people againet the coalition of the ruling wnincrity. The Cormunist - o
the Kisan Sabha, the Trade Unions, the Students' Federation should %“¢ popul=»
as elements of the democratic fromt..... "

your

¥ronm whore does kke/Sectt. collect this nonsense, how deres it to introduc-
a bqrty docunent? Why didn't show the nodecty to quote the Political Uhesis
the Party on the denwoveratic front? You rut the Democcratic Frent as an alterva-
loadership - Not the Comrwunist Farty - nor working class leadership as cypres:
thru the CFI - but the Democratic Front - was to be the alternative leadershi
This is Tito nonsense anl rothing but abjuration of the wcrking class lexders:
and the leadinz role of the Party.

. And as if this was not enough you openly state: “The CF, Kisan Sabha, Tradec
Union, Students’ Federation should be popularised as elements of the democratic
front, " So CP is only one of the im-ortant elements, on the same level as any
mass orgenisation. Yo you want any rore convincing evidence of the abjuration of
the leading role of the Farty, ani of the hegemony of the working class?

The Political Theeis throuzhout talks about working cless leadership. 4nd whm
it once mentions the CP and the mass orpanisations led by it as the corc of the de-
nocratic front - it does s0 in relation to the other nesses - the nasses nct yot
directly under tho influence of the Iarty. The Thesis never puts the CiI anl nnss
orgunisations on the same level and suggest that they all are just clemcnts of
democratic front.

And finelly you meke confusi-n worse confounled by saying thet the struzsle
for democratic fromt should be confucted as an integrel paft of the partiel siru-le
of the fighting masses, You could as well nove put that the politieal strusglce.
the revolutiomary struggle to overthrow the Nehru Govt., ~ is an integral pact ov
the struggle for wage-inerease in Monghyr tobacco factories ~ and {4 would huivo
been on par with your formulation in the dugust Report,

Further in typical Joshian fashion the Secretarint regnrds politics, poli'.:
canpaigne ote, ag something apart and in isolation from the real class-stru-
of the nasses, Read your learned disquisitions on political cempnigninsz, L
way you ut political campaigning in relation to thse partial strugslces - an
will see that the Sectt. is carrying out Joshi's traditicns. For Joshi the o
word of the petty bourgeois leador -~ on an issue which they thought to he in
portant -1.e. on isaues considered important by the bourgeoisie - was psliticni
canmpaigning - was politics, The actunl struggle of the nasses, the cxpericuce
zained thoroin, the politice learnt therein was all trade unionisn, %nd when
Party leaders atterpted to carry forward the developing awekening coiing osut of
the daily strugploes and link it with the revolutionary aims and novenent of the
proletariat - when directly fron the daily class-struggles the =t . e
the workers forward to the redisation of the revolutionary airs and did not alloew
tne workere to bhe aidetracked into bourgeols politice - Lt was called sectarian-
ism., The main trick was to rogard political awakening ®s apart fron the actual
class-struggle and you connit the sane mistaks,
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To such as you and the members of the Bihar Sectt. the following from Lenin
w111 be of great benefit: "When the bourgeois gentry and their uncritical chorus of
catellites, the social reformists, talk priggishly about the education of the masscs
ty cducation they usually mean something aechool-masterly, podantic, somcthing that
durcoralisce the zx masses and imbucs theu with bourgcois prejudicoes,

"The rcal cducation of thc masscs can ncver be scparated from the independent,
the political, and particularly from the revolutionary struggle of thc masscs them-
sclvca, Only the struggzlo educatcs the cxnloitcd clasas, Only the strugglc discloscs
to it the magnitude of its own power, widcas its kxxmixz horizon, conhances its abi-
litlaoe, clerifics its mind, ferges its will; and tncreforc cven reectionerics hnd
to admit that the year 1905, the yerr cof struggle, the mad year, dcfinitcly, bur-
ied patrinrchal Russia." (Lenin Sclccted Worke, Voi,III, p.66

The great discovery of Raghu and the Secrctariat, thnt whnt was nceded for
tho working class was cducotion, nnd in the abscuce of it they were getting de-
moralised, that without politicnl campaigning it was impossible to conduct the
partial struggles - and hence for some time the poartinl strusgles be steopped or
toncd dewn t#ll thc working class hed completed its cducation in schools run b
you - is nothing but thc most stinking reformism. This wos nn attempt te cducseic
in isolation from tho struggle. Sccondly the understanding of the malady wae
wrong. Thc masses werc completing their cducation rapidly in the licrce clrss
strugglea but were not able to learn quickly precisely becrusc their leaders tic
Communiste were lacking in revolutlonary cducation., The working-class - the mas-
ses - learn quickly and rapidly firstly in the strugglc and cccondly when the
struggle is led by a rcal Marxist-leninist leadership, which at cvery stop is
ahle to organise their consciousness and make them realise the meaning of cvents,
happonings and developnents quickly, cnable thea to take decisive action and
lecarn from its own acticn. In thc abscnec of such leadcrship the process of
loerning is no doubt slow and painful through plenty of mistekes. But the masses
never learn apart from the siruggle, Your idea of substituting cducation for
strugzle was o reformist idea and showed contempt for the masses who were learning
morc quickly than xx¥ many Communists.

What was the diccase? The rcal discasc wns that certein petty bourgeois
cadres, ns woll as workiag class members were gotting deroralised in facc of
brutal rcpreasion, becausc of their total failurc to fulfil the tasks of tho lecad-
crohip. Thoy were neithcr able to understand the brutal recpressicn, nor properly
plan the ropeated resistancc of tuc nasscs to it., If you had formulated thot
nassce were forging ahcad, and our members werce not able to fulfil the function
of the lcadership for lock of Harxist-Leninist trainin: - you would have been
right - for that is whnt tho Scecnd Cengrese also had 121id down. You would have
been right in oponing schosls to train iarty meabers in Marxism-Leninism, to
train them in the scicnce of rovelutionary leadcrship. This itsclf howcver can
never bc donc by toning down struggles or contrasting Marxist cduention te
struggles »f tho nasscs which the Seccrotarint dify indircetly did.

The Seeretary's cry of education was not a cenuine demand for Marxist-Lenin-
ist training of cadres, Party memberz and zdvaaced elements from the wasses, but an
excuse to withdraw from the flercc clasc struszgle.

Coming to your claims on the kisea front, and thc uycft donumcnt - Tanclunia-
the August report - it would mot have beon necoesary hofd & Motail, N{%,x
the PB resolution on agrarian gucetion you should lmve becon able to meke your c
selfecriticism and your mistakes. But you have failed miscrably and tried to mal. -4

that you and soma othor members of the Secretarint took a correect stand from ‘he
beginning at least in some respocts, Raghu also took the smuc stand whon he Piig -
road the docuncnt on agrarian question and ¢laimcd that he and the Bihar Sccte,
independently reached more or less the same conclusion, as thc FB.

If it were really a fact, it would nave boen a very zood thin; - for it
would have meant strength of Marxism inside the Farty, But unfortunately tihc clainm
had no bmeis excopt in the imagination of certain individuals,

Ordinarily we are not concernsd with such opinions. But when it harms the
Party and Party comrades, and provents their development it has te be token note of,
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Such apinion prevents the leadere or meambers concerned from changing tueir oqtl
complotely, trom understanding wherc a domplete break must be made and therelos:
kzepa them whore they are. The Party unib under their leadership slso remain whor
they are., This exaggerated opinion about ounself thus becomes o crime against the

movronent.

Firstly your "Note on the Quostion of Agricultural Lebour " is an altermati
Lhesis ¥ on agrarian guestion - repudieting the Party line as laid dewn in the Poli-
ticnl Thesis, Needless to say it is in uttor contradiction to the understanding of ti
agrarisn situation as developed in the agrarian Question. No cne can blame you or
the Bihar Scctt, for not reaching the same clecar conclusions as thosc in the PB do-
curnent, But you deserve condemmnticn when you rcpudiate what was written in the Po-
litical Thesis - and in the bargain makc impermissible basic formulations, Under
the guise of writing a note on fhe Queation of agricultural Lebour, you smuggle i
bnsic formulations not accepted by the Party. Every formuletion that you make is
is open repudiation of the Party line snd of the principles of Merxism, Your ncte o
an ossay of a liberal bourgecis professor who sccks to cmbellieh hie liboralism
with phrases from the Marxist terminology to fool the people,

The fact that Raghu the CCM e&nd all the members of the Bihar Sectt. and PO -
all thosec who attack you supported your notc enthusicstically, or swallowed it -
the fact that none has umasked it as a crudc hoez shows the deplorablc level of

Marxism of all of you.

That You heve produced such ~ desument and supported it eftcr the Second Party
Congross was & crime in itsclf. Not to have seecn thru it, dencunced it, after tus
PB's resolution on Agrarian Question, FPeoplo's Democracy, Tacticnl Linc -cte., w7c
bigger crimo. And not tc have nailed it down when you wore given an opprtunity 7.
roviow it, is a still worse crime, And this erimec is committed by all of you -
the membors of the Sectt, or PC - all of thom fail te adait this commcn crime.

Firstly you and all thosc including Raghu who accept your deccuments, oll !
who do not protest show boundless impertinonce and reveal your repudiaticn of i -
ism-Loniniem when you sit in judgement over Leuin's definition of azricultural 1o’
ourers and ask the ranks %o pronouncc their verdict on it. In thc cntire hishayy
of the Party there hae not beom anothor instance of this impertinence, this open o
pudiation of Ieninism, You and your Scett. think that Lenin's dcfinitions arc to 1o
bendied about'by people like ynu. You d» this aftoer tho Party Cousress when Comrade
Aduaikari was strongly criticised for delcting a certein passage from Stalin's writ-
ing. You do it after the Farty Congrees which gave a call to study Merziem-Leninisu,
to show proper respect to the works of founders of Marxism, to the classice written
By o« %, Engels, Yenin and Stalin, For this amazing (action) you deserve to bo de~
Wi I ‘n Party journnle, as open rovisionists. In this xmx respoct the crime of
dr oxeoeds yours, He wae olected by the Porty Con rose to wage 2 war against
cfonisl, and to defend Marxism-Leninism, It was expected that he would not cormit
vy o revisionist mistakes, that he would gunrd himself against at least the grossost
'L nistakes, at least againat these which weru denounced in the Congress itsclf.
: nopes have been belied. He betrayed the trust, 4nd in his suprome ignorance and
hiiunress he ie still uncomscicus of the betreyal,

This is what you solemnly write in your intrnduciory note: "We arc ocureclvos
trying to study more of Lenin's writings and find out if he had anything vory epcci-
fic to say on this gestion. But as the problem is one of xk greet practical import-
ance and urgency we would like you to =mmx enlighton us about a procisec definitiosn of
agricultural labourers and their relaticnship with wage-onrning poor peasants cr azri
cultural labourers or even rurel artisans.” So when Lenin could not cnlighton you,g
you seck the light from frovincial ‘Cormittec members, flatter then in the neancst
possible menncr, and thus prove that you are democratic., Surely democracy and flat-
tory are & synomymous terms with you.

After reeding Developrent of Capitalionm, Lonin'e Agraricn Thesis - you any
Lenin had nothing definito to say about apricultural proletariat and you were naliing
further researches, 4nd you ask PCMs to sit in judgement over Lunin. This ie acw
rou understand Leninism, Surely there are no linits to the cffrontery of tho
3ihar Sceretariat,

And all this bocause a cortain nember of your Sectt,, Mahesh - did not nZrog
1ith Lenin's dofinition. You therefore refer tho disputc to thc arbitration, the
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vote of the PCMs - instead of branding Mahesl as an anti-Leninist, You flsan brcc n7
anti-Leninist, compromiso with Mahesh and substitvte Lenin'e definition by the
aition of Yen-Pi-Shih - and rostore working agrecnent., And in the bargein when |
quoto Lenin you interpret wrongly.

You and your sccretariat have read Stalin's Loninism, dnd you still do
lise that Lenin's analyeis, directives, definitions canuot be made subjoct mabti o ol
discussion. 4nd Raghu the CCM supports you in this repulsive criuc.

Coning to the contents of your document, for which you claim credit iu
self-critical revicw, what does it say? Your decument though it formally telke V-
ricultural lebourers, appears to rccognise the rnle of the agricultural labonre. '
the agrarian revolution, in reality rcpudiates this role in the crasscst pos.ib
ner, Though you handy the phrase "development of capitalist relatisns" a lot,
obvious that you do not sce the major classes that ecmerge out of this levelopnic:
supcrimposed on the old. You do not understand the meaning of cepitalist develop y
the meaning of commodity oroduction - mand how clrescs develop out of it, in whet -
lation they stand to the egrarian clasecs already existing, All thiz you should bn
seen at lcast after reading the "Agrarian Question" and criticiscd your own docu:
But you do mnot do it.

Instcad of seeing growth of capitnlist relations ycu sec a throw back to ccrf-
im and feudalisn; "The growth of the Batai system - a somi-foudal system in the nid-
3% >f the goneral trend towards developuent of cepitaliem - is tho expression »f lic.-
worvlou, retardation, end stegnation of this developnment. For while the oxpropria-
tiou of the mass of the peasantry 2% n fairly rapid spaco in lcading %o the incvite-
able concentration of land in the hands of a small section of landlords and rich pen--
sants nnd to the creatim of a deily swelling army of landless proletariat, yct the
abscnce of kEx technical facilitics for the srowth of capitelist farming, is lcading
to the batail system, to the creating of & new sarfidom adapted to the needs of o fou-
dal colonial cconomy yoked to capitalism - the aconomy which is sc characteristic of
our cogntry atlPPesont tire." Ysu try to save your conscience by referring to capi-
taliam, by describing our eccunony as yoked to capitelism - but it is obvious you un-
derstand nothing of capitaliem and thie phrasc has uc uenning for you excopt to do-
ceive yourself and others into the helief that you arc saying something which is ac~
cording to Party line,

-

The real thing that you want %o stress hern is now serfdor - and this you « 1-
lege arisecs from the mass expropriation of the pensantry. The nass expropriatisn @
not create the new class of agrarian prelctariat, but a now class of scrfe, au’ v
and those who support you claim that you are chamwions of ngricultural labourcra.
thet you stand for agricultural labourcrs, thet you correctly saw how capitelies o~
velopment was taking place in agriculturc.

Youw nake this same. impermissible formmlatiom in a 4iffercnt way, in your
gust Repcrt, *

"The Central development on the Kisan Front during ant since the war yoer
the consolidation of the feudal-bourgeois alliance in the countryside. The ol-d
del zaninlars hove uaken to capitalist forms of coxploitation like farning (still -~
a small scale) grain-trade (profitecring) noucy-lending and investrnients in indus-
tries, kmk banks otc., The new rising class of capitalist kulaks (as also indus-
trialists, bankers, sugar nill owners, etc.) village rnioney-lcendors, and traders ha:c
concentratved hure areas of land in their hands, largec portions of which they have
let out on feudal forme of rent 1ikc batai, Sarah, Henhunde ctc, Thus, the distin-
ction between feudal landlordes nnd copitalist kulaks is largely being offaced in
rra~tice, both resorting to rentiering, grain-hoarding (profiteering), money-lending
and Land grabbing on o nore or lesa cqual scale, This dovelopriont is leading to tho
cgnispriation of the peasantry on a nass scale and the concentration of land ian the
lands of this small class (of zanindars and kulaks) at a fast pace. The forns of
t»is orpropriation are purchase, nilami, sottlement or forcoful cvictions.(p.28)

Here once more under the guise of placing capitalist developrment you assert
that feudeliem is triumphing - assert that capitalists are becoming foudalists, You
gssert in the rost nonchaldant manner - "the distinction betwecon the feudal landlords
and kulake is being offnced in practice" - as both resert to foudal exploitation
and profiteering., 4 nmore nonsensical formulation cennot be inmagined. For according
to this it means that._while lendlards are bapoming capitalistas, capitalists arc
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-nine foudalists. You formet the simble fact that lenllords will'not resort tc
fqring, grain trade cote. unless tnc strongth of capitalist reolation hgs develape
of corriodity production and oxchenge had developod. 4nd you aleo fail Lo seco
5t hile some of the now rich might be investing in land and ueing old forms cf e
. aitation, yot the content is new, the purpose is difforent ~ comuodity production,
eal. zfor profit. The form more and more beconcs only the forn with a new content.

Y. -~
1t

-
P

3 ; - Yre . R R i v 3 .ct. do o the
The facts cited by you shoull have eerved you and the Scctt,, to deluce th
strenTth of capitalist relations. Mot being ablc teo de this you in reality deduce th
5t i fcudal relations that are triwiphing and afreid of openly stoting it. You couc

e out with a now thoory of inteszrntion -f the bourgesie and foudql ol?ments -~ a fo)
nulation never nmads in any Farty docurent cepceially in the sense 1n which you mako
it - capitalists zcing beck to feulal nctheds of exploitation, 0bv10usly,so long a9
thorough~3zoing agrarian revclution docs not take place, fsudal nethods ot oxplo:u;-
tion Eamkimexw continuc to oxist, but the point is ta sce the mew trend, the relut
strength of the old and the new. Obviously if +the forces of strugzle are defeat
ond o revoluticnary solution e not founl, the most barbaric methods of scrfdoml
forced labour may be conmbincd with exchange end sale of cummedities, Even then ©
will be done in the service of cowodity production ant exchange - which will be
dominating reality.

1t is because of thie impermiseible f~raulation thet your Scctt. totally nis-
leads the Party ranks in Bihar in its analysis of the Zaninderi Bill. 4ccordinz to
you the Zanindari Bill "eecks to abolieh the 1istinction still existing (i.e. of ic-
gal staotus) hetween the zamindars and the capitalist kulaks, to counsolidate both ir
tho new clase of cepitalist 'ryots' (i.e. lend monopoliste) anl t~ 2id and euppors
thert in evprepriating the poor and the lowor niddle poasants,” Barring the referenc
to the expropriction of poasants everything is wrong here. Accoriling tu yuu the bill
secks to rake faudal landlords out of kulnks, For what olso is mocant by abolishiwg
the distinction between the two when you sny that distinction is cuno of legal steius
only, and that the kulaks arc fcudal oxploitcrs - since thoy use feudal forms of ox-
ploitation. At the ‘sane time you add that by abolishing the distinction bectweon ku-
lakes and landlords, by giving the same status to the kuleks, zanmindars and kulaks
will be ccneolidated in a new class callel capitalist 'ryots' (i.e. land moncpolists)
Even you will not be able to wmeke any sense out of this formmlation. Zamindars -
kulnks w capitalist rycts - land mon-polists, What is one to mnke out of i4?

It is because of this that you feil to sec the growing collapse of the old ag-
rarian syaten, in the growing nuwaber of agricultural workers, in the mass expropria-
ticn of peasants, and fnil to see both the importence of the agricultural workers,
the new character of their struggles, the character of the azrarian revolution, ani
the nearness of the agrarian revolution,

You and yeur Sectt., after witnessing the gl rious struggle of Tel engana,are
80 inspired by it, that you very crutiously talk about the acrarian revolution as if
it were far off, ns if we are not in the milst of it. The August Report writes:
"Thus, the central xxk task of the farty on the kisan front is to lead ell tuesc. spon-
tancously gzrowing struggles, to conscicusly raisethen to £ highor stage and mould
thom towards the zoel of agrarian revcolutinun round the centrel shaeesmofrimatrivoyiioy
slogan of land to the tiller." This long-winded formuletion which reminds one of
"the procreseive roalisatiom of sclf-Government! slogan of the British, shows what
faith in the agrarian revolutisn you have., It almost nppears as if you and your
Soctt, are in a fright that Party membors migzht think the ngrorinrn revclution is
very near, and your effort is to disebuse their nind of thie frightful idea.

You no doubt xm write about the ngricultural workers - rclying on azricul-
tural workers and poor peasents etc.; but in reality you often aréue as ifdnnly
sorfs exist, and tho stage of revolution wmf ks is Sor naking the serfs private
property owner - the anti-feudal revoluticn of the French Revolution Sype.

In your note on agricultural labourers you rnke the following stotement: "Rut
the growth of tho Batai systen 18 not explained by this queer cauplexity alone, For
behind this seeming confusion of different forms and footures lies adefinite troad —
tho trend of transition towards capitalien, It is this trend whicl constitutos the
driving force behind the struggles of #c Bataidars, the Bowli peacants, and the
serf and seni-serf labourers towards asscrtion of tho occupancy over the land under
their posscesion and the fixation of a capitalist (and not feudal) cash rent."
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This constitutes the essence cf your understanding about the capitalist de-
voloprent in agriculture. It is nothing but again covering the refornmist policy and
understanding of the pre-Consross period and in e manner ir which no one dared to
do it., You and your Seoctt. members clained when you last met us - and Raghu was
perhnps pereistent in claiming that the Bihar Scctt. had already conc to an under-
stending of the capitalist development in ogriculturc, 4fter reading tho Agrarian
Quecation itshould havc been clear to you that your understaniing of capitalist de-
velopnent in agriculture is diemetrically opposite to the undcrstanding of the PB.
The PB when it sharply brought forward the foct that capitrlist relations hove de-
veloped in agritulture, drew from it the conclusion that along with the feudal land-
lord the capitalist oxpldter alsc hos to be fpuzght, that the capitalist monopoly
also is to be broken, that out of the revolution not petty producers' property, but
nationalisation - which will lead to socialisation rapidly - as soon as the material
conditions for large-scale production are created.

For the PB the developnont of capitalist relatioms in egriculture meant that
the fight could be decisively led by the new claes of agricultural labourecrs, since
it was not only an anti~feudal fight; it meant a complete break with the past under-
standing that the fight was ageainst feudal landlords only and the peasants were an
undifferentiated mass,

For you and thc Sectt., the development of cepitalien in azriculture rcans -

W the zround is getiing riape for the ordirmry type of bourceois revolution - in-

Lalling petiy producer, %.c. for capitelizn and capitalish cxploitetion of agri-

<lture - since petty production only leads to that. That is, you are saying the
e thing that was being said before the Party Congrese - and nuch worse. No one
“ad suggested in the last 2C years thet the next era in agriculture in India is
that of capitelisn, Such a formulation was not made even in the worst period of ro-
rormisn, though the practice was based on such an understonding. But you are naking
the formulation and zoing back on the accepted understanding of 20 years back - tho
understanding ziven in the Thesis of the Sixth Congress of the Communist Intorna-
tional., You fre saying somcthing which has heen exploded long ago - the possibility
of capitalism playing a rrogressive role.

How do you argue - You openly sta“s that the struzele of the peasants is e
cepitalist struggle; that it is a struggle for fixzinsg capitnlist cash remt - which
in relation to the smell peasant can only mcan for capitalist exploitation -i.c.

the peasants are demanding that they should be exploited in the capitalist way and
not in the fcudel way. ihie is what ycu mean hy cepitalist develcpnent in agricul-
turc, You reduce the peasanta' and agricultural workers' struggle for agrarian rc-
volution, for abolition of landlord monopoly, for overthrow of all exploitaticn -as
only a struggle for ushering capitalist exploitation, capitalist relations. You &
your Secti. not only slander the agrarian nasscs but you become apologists of the
capitalist ordor. 4nd to lend semblance to this argwaent you do awey with the exist~
ence of agricultural labourers by calling then serfs and seni-serBs. The reality is
that according to your understanding there are no azricultural labourers, but only
serfs and therefore the type of revolution is 18th century bourzenis revolution,

Sp firn is your comnviction that we aro in the 18th century - thet you nc-
zate the existonce of azricultural labourers, and try to prove that only scrfe
exist; that there is a throw-back to feudalis:i. "The orowth of the Batal systca - o
ceni-Soudal systen in the nidest of the general treni towards capitalisn is thc cox-
sression of distortion, retardation and stagnation of this development. Fer while
tho expropriation of the mass of peasantry at a fairly repid pace is leading to
Jae incvitable concontration of land in the hande of small section of the lanilords
nd rich peasants®to the creation of a daily swelling xxwwkhxaf army of landless

roleirrigt yet the abscnce of technical facilitics for the growth of copitalist
wamivz. ie leading to the batai system, to the creetion of a new ssrfdon adepted
. th: needs of a feudal colonial econony yoked to capitalisnies...”

Thus the =xgk expropriated peasant, the landlcss proletariat becomes a sceff,
4nd alter scrfdom wnat is the next progressive stage? You have heard that after
serfdon came the petty proprlietor of land in 18th century, ®o you think and say
that tho expropriated peasant, agricultural labourer, who has beconc a serf - is
now ezain becoming a propriecter, he is & budding proprieter - " esssesthe bataidar
is a seni-serf peasant who reprecsents a lower (i.e, more backward) economic cate-
gory then the agricultural labourer, Moreover the bataidar is @ peasant, a budding
though brutally exploited small proppistor and is not a proletarian.' See how many
contradictory fornulationa you nake,
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The private producer, proprictor oxpropriated, becomes landless labourer, whs
becories gerf - becones bataidar, ¥

The bataidar is thus a sefl - an expropriated peasant -lundless workers -
wurned serf,

The bataidar is a seri-sorf peasant.
The bataidar is a peasant, a budding thouzh brutally exploited proprietor,

But there is a method in this nadness of fornulation, The nothod consists in
ntterpting to prove that notwithstanding mess cxpropriation of'peasantry -which
really comes only because of develornent of capitnlist relations, notwithstaniing
the growth of landless workere which is bthe surcst sizn of developrment of capitalist
relations, of commodity production and exchange - there is nnthing but serfdaon in
land, there is no develnpment of caritalist relations, no cormodity production, nc
zrowth of capitalist exploiters ~ Only clasaical fendelisn existe and the only way
in which capitalist developnent asgerte itself is the strugzle of the sorfs to con-
vert themselves into proprictors - i,e. just now the Pight is only between feudal-
ionn on the one hand nnd capitnliem in agriculturc based on small private production
on the other - i.e, the fizht is tor establishinz capitalist rolations and cnpital-
int exploitation in rgriculture.

Such is yecur thesis, ‘hat is why you repeatelly nezate the agricultural la-
beurer equeting tim to the serf, That is why notwithstanding the faet that you re-
peat like a umantren that we nust rely on agricultural labourecrs, that they arc the
leading force - you dc not understand.tho moaning of all these. What reliance can
be placed on such phrases when all that you contenplate is developrnent of capitalist
exploitation? HUw can you nake the agriculturnl worker play a lecading part in cnsur-—
ing capitalist explcitation of which he is alrondy the worst victim,

It is therefore not accidentcl that you tnlk of freeden of competition in e-n
nection with the agricultural workers. Having tiarined that the crricultural labour-
ore are nostly serfs, you coneider that freedom »f competition is o progressive stop
But what is freedon of competition of labourers, It mesns freedom to sell your la-
bour power to the capitnlists, freedom to be exploited by the copitalists., Ie that =
progreseive step today? No doubt when cnly pure serfdom exists frecedon to sell la-
bour power marks the transition *o capitalism, and can be considored progressive
only sc long as chpitalien is pregressive, Today whoscever talks in terns of free-
dlom of competition es a progressive step ounly reveals himcelf as an apolegist of the
capitalist order,

You say that usury, wages in kind, and leck »f homestead lands - nll prevent
reedon of competition and therefore these rfactors should be rermedied and freedm
» compebitbn be ensured, All that you are demanding is freoion of cepitalist ox-
toitation, and renoval of ell ohbetacles to it - the same thing thet a kulak or a
ronitaliist farmer mizht denand.

A3 you see this horrible formulatisn logicelly follows from your theory that
there is no capiteligt developrient in agriculture, no capitalist exploitaticn, m
rise of new classes, no cormodily production, but only serfdom, ho egricultural
labourers but only serfs,

And sll this becausc for you capitalist developrient does not nmean commodity
production and exchange, rise of new classes; you do not see these new ralations
rising from the old; for you copitalist development means. replacenent by small pro-
ducers, of feudal serfs and landlords - and this you make thc ain of the agrarian
nove cnt. Your atandpoint really denies that capitalist relations have already de-
veloped and are developing within the feudal shell; you assert that thc agricul-
tural labour®fis a serf.

Under these circumstamces your elaim that you understood the rolc of tho ag-
ricultural labourers correctly, is & clain not substantiated by facte, No doubt you
stood for separate organisation of labour but that is all,

Your perspective of agrariam revolution is wrong fron beginning to cud, You
stand for capitalist development, The masses want to end capitalism. The present
phase of the revolution is direeted both against feudalism and capitalist exploit-
ers, Just because it is directed against capitaliash exploiters also, just becauso
the agrarian revolution is taking plaee in the midst of a world amti-capitalist
revolution
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revolution, only the argricultural worker will be ablc to take firm lead in thie rnza
arcns. Why should the agricultural workers take the lend and act decisively 1Y tiwe
airz is to ensure capitalist exploitation? You will thus see that Zwwmxymw khax tho!
you sey agricultural worker nust lead, you yourself will never be able feo cenvinca
Linn why he should lead, why he chould fizht for his class enery. ‘hercefcre you only
verhally aassert thet he should lead, but you zive him a perspective wiich only die-
bands him. 'hat importance can thenm bé attechel to your cloim thet you understocd
ths role of 4ne agricultural worker cocrrectly,

Se blind you are to any real understanding of the development of capitalist
olations in agriculture, to the risc of new classes, thot you do not even see the
onflict between the kulak and the agriculturnl worker. In your long document the
rich yensant comes somewhere at the end, guite casually, md this is in keceping with
your unierstanding that the agricultural worker is a serf and the fizht of the sorf
ig only against the landlord. You will ses thut on this understanding no successful
teadership of the agricultural workere can be developod., +this is nothingz but the
rich pensants' viewpoint end the only difference betwcen you and Mahesh i{s that he
does not went separate organisation of agricultural labourers while you stand for i
Sut in reelity neither wants to fizht ageinst the rich peasant,

Obviously in Bihar as elsewhere the laniless peasant, while he is forced %o
gell his labour power, is also cncunbered with nunher o £ feudal restrictions, ail
intended to reduce his status 4o that of a serf. *his is an obvious fect, If anyon
were to ignore this fuct, ignore these real restriections, which are great weapons
of rousing the agriculturnl labourers nzainst the entire system of landlordisa, if
anyone were te act as if a fully _orown rroletariat with tne consecicusness of the
proletariat exists, that itc guarrsl is 'nly with the capitelist elements, that it
is not interested in or uppressed by tlie landiords - then it will be wrong. It will
anount cutting off the agriculturcl worker: from the coumon movement for cgrerien
revolution.

But this is no reason why you and veur Secretariat should see only serfio:
and ignore the new reletion, the cash rclation, the sald of labour power, the ncw
capitalist relation - which is the risiu; r ilztion, which is the developing phenomc
non, On the other hand you and your Sectt, should have drawn the conclusion fron al’
this ab-ut the intensity of the esrarian crisis - of ths intense counflict betwecn ¥
two tfends ~ the nass proletarianisation dve to the devalopment of commodity pre-
ductinn, to capitaliet roletions and the constant effort tu rotain the old systen,
tc hold back the clock, by attemphting to put feudal restrictions on the releescd
peasant - a conflict which never geta sclved but only intensifies nisery, expropria-
tos the messes - and brings then to the realisation that it can be sclved by forcid
changing all the existing social reletions,

In this caese what nust be noted is what I8 progressing, and what is dying and
decaying, *he imposition of feudal restrictions, rendercd possible by backward
ccorunic cotiditions, does not change the charecter of the sceial nmovenent, does not
trensform the agricultural labourers into a serf. It is only the cttempt of the dy-
ing and decaying to impede the march of new relations and only makes the conflict
Tiercer and intense, It does not signify throwback te feudalien but the fect that
Teudallion is erumbling, You fasten your attention only on feudal restrictioms but
Torget the whole sociel process of expropriation ~ cormpletely unsettling the feudal
relanicns, because expropriation took place becausc of development of capitalist
relations, of cormodity production and exchange.

And finaelly this opportuniet analyeis of the czrerien question culminates i
an open attempt to replace modern class entazoniens by.casto-mrgxantegonism, in
preaching disruption among the toilers, in adopting an Anmbedkarite analysis of the
agrarian struggles, Your analysis and undorsteanding is only less bankrup® than the
bankrupt article I once wrote on the question of untouchables in the period of re-
formism - an article which most shanelessly justifiod every separatist demand of
Anbedkar, The basic misteke in your aunalysis as well as nine is the samo - for-
gotting the main class-contradiction of the present day,amd therefore forgeltting
the toilors' unity that was growing and nust zrow thru thesc struggles.

You think you have nade a great discovery when you noticed theat exploiters
from upper-caste generally exploit the people of lower casto, ®o have noted this a
a new thing after -the disruptive role of Dr, Ambedkar, to have noted this two de
cades aftor the non-Brahmin movement in South came to an end and collapscd in face
of the bourgeois national awskening, only betrays both ignorance and venity, Vhen
you gave the slogan of Babhans and Banias - you wore only saying what the non-
Bramin leaders, who had become agents of imperialism, and who were boing used by
imperialists against the bourgeois nationalist ncvement to wean away the peasant
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“romi the Congress, were saying in Maharashtra in 1922-30, but dered not say after
1920, They were basing thenselves pracisely on the fact that the poasent was nis-
inkinz now class antagonisn for cld ones - since the Bhahmin and Bania appearcd as
tis exploiters - though in reality it was kkz Brahmin either as noney-lender or 1n
cord, vhat was exploiting themy., To screen this new relation they nade plenty of u
of tbe custe euperiotity of Brahmine, the domination of the priest, the inferior
status 2f non=Brahmins, the invidiews social distinctions - all to ghow that it wa:

't 32 ruach exploitation as landlord or meney-lender, but as Brahmin that was the
nain thing. No doubt they nade plenty of use of the fnct that there was econonic
cxploitation - but all this was laid at the door of the Brammin - He was not attack
as a landlord or money-lender only - for that would lend xx to an attack against
non-Brahmin moneylenders also,

The rallying cry of ihe non-Prahn:in movenent was againat Bhatji ~which means
the Brahnin priest; and agains® Snethii -which ie #k o specific term for Marwari or
Gujerati moneylenders and cupitnlists, Thus the discontent was atteuzpted to side-
track into provincial channels also apart from ceste channels anl class- rcealitics
concealed,

There was cnce rwore some basis for this atterpt te sidetrack the struggle
into anti-Gujeratl, anti-Marwari chamnels, The textile mills in Bombay were largely
owned by Gujeratis - not one by Maharsshtrien capitalist. Trade and cornerce werc
their monopoly. In the villages thne moneylenders, traders etc. were mostly Marwaris
or Gujeratis. People could thus be erasily Zamitmt fooled. What was inperialisn sock
ing to achieve? Anti-Bralmin fesling meant feelinz agninst the bourgeois intelligent
gir and its petty-beurszeois educated followers who constituted the 2ainstey of po-
litical agitation till then. Feeling agzainst them meant in the rural areas they will

be lsolated and Congress will not zet suprort from eny section of the peasantry,

Anti-Gujerati feecling - meant distrust in Gundhi - the leader of the Con-
gress, i.e, create distrust in the oppositional movement ad disrupt it.

The first big hlow to this stratezy came from us - when in Bombay we forned
ness trade unions, thru strikes, brought forth the class reality before the workers,
and emashed whatever influence the non-Brahnmin clique was securing over the workers
who were 99 per cent neon-Brahmins. It was not a small fight, But it was achieved
quickly., The non-Brahnmin leaders at first attacked Dange ad Nimbkar as Brahmins -
but they had %tc run awnoy hefore our class polities,

Now after two decades you raise the same slozens and think then to be revolu-
Lionary. You have no doubt realised that it was inpermissible for you to ralsc the
siogan of Sabhans and Banias, but you do not realisc that it followed from your
sravian enelysis, which seems to have been upheld by st least Raghu,

Your agrorian onalysis havin: reduced the agricultural labourer to the status
ot a serf formelly zives a special place to caste conflict end in reality substi-
tutes in place caste-conflict for class~conflict, Your thesis is theat though differ-
entiation nas storted inside each caste in the final analyeis it is the upper-castec
that exprloits the lower castes, You start with sayinz that only & tiny section of
upper~castc exploiters expleit the lower-cnate masses; but later on you end by say-
ing that the pcor peasant is an cxploiter - beth as employer of iabour and as be-
longing to a higher caste, You reach the same result by conceeling the fact that the
upper-caste expleiters in their role as landlords exploit not only the lower-castc
nasses, but the rinsses belonging to their own caste aleco - thus you snap the link
botween the toilers; thus you conceal the faect that caste antagonisn is being ro-
placed by elass-antagonism - for what else is the meaning of the fact that the nn-
jority of upper-caste people are also inpoverished, exploited by their own custie
nen. It means that caste has collapsed - the caste line is not the dividing line
between exploiter and exploited. But the rlew class line demarcates the exploiters
xnﬂxxxytuthdxxﬁuxxxh fronn exploited.

This is how you put the prohle: MAlthough class antagonisn has appearecd rore
or less inside overy caste, yet majority of the feudal-capitalist explciters (the
landlords, the kulaks, the moneylendere, traders and industriclists) even now helong
to the three upper and so-called 'touchable' or 'Savarna' castes (and sub-costes)
of the “ralmins, Kshatriya and tho Vaisys; and the majority of the cxploited (ag-
ricultural lebourers, poor peasants, rural and urban artisans, industrial etc,) con~
tinuec to belong to the lower castes, the spg—called 'Shidras' and 'untouchablez!,
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You have done the trick in the very posing of the question, You have nocetly
forgotten the exploited section of the wpper-castes, which forms the najority of t.
peoople belonging to these castes. Had you remembered them you would have at once cu
to the conclusion that it is no longer certain upper-castes people that are exploit

ing - but certain new classes are explolting - thet the line of exnrloitation cutn
acrogs caste-divisions, - :

Even if you had failed to note that the majerity of the upper caste people
were exploited, you should have 2t least seen that the method of exploitation adopted
ty the upper-zkmmcaste exploiters, in exploiting lower-caste nasses +/B8Ccaste

icthods - but feudal end zmxikzxf capitalist methods -~ which thus rmakeésn then dis-
Linct classes.

You firet bypass the fact that the majority of the people belonging to uprer-
x:aete - are also exploited. But when that fact thrusts itself on your attention ycu
rontent yourself by saying that it nns no materinl bearing on the situation, "Herce-
that we have in our society today is not only landlord-capitalist exploitaticn but
sombined social ani econonic exploitation of the lower~caste prople by the sanec seat
if upper class upper~caste exploiters. Presence of a handful of landlord-kukk or
roder-industrialist exploiters among the "Shudras" and in very rare cases even anong
e "untouchables" does not nmodify the gencral validity %X& of the formulation. Nor
oea the undeninble distinction and poverty of the vast majority of the menbers of
he upper-castes nodify it in eny serious nenmer,™ emphasis mine) See how you hove
ffended elementary Marxism to justify that it ‘is certain upper-caste people that are
xploiting lower castes. You orenly stats that the exploitation of the upper-caste
asses by exploiters helonging to their cwn caste does not natter -~ whet maticrs is
nly the oxploitation of lower-caste rjassés, ‘his and ncthing else is what you mean
1en you say that the undeniable #x destitution.and roverty of the majority of the
mbers of the upper-caste .is not relsvant; tor from where does the distinction nd
poverishment of -this nmajority arise? Surely fron class exploitetion by tk sane
.asses that exploit the lower-caste mass., But you do not want tc recognise this
rron exploitation because it blows up your caste theory.

But having mentioned the impoverishel najority from the upper-castes, you arc
rced to talk about a joint determired struggle of the upper-caste and lower-caste
ssed, You write: "On the contrary it points to the grecat necd of & proper under-
anding of the peculiar mixing up of social and eccnonic serfdor: and to the build-

g of a deternmined struggle of all the roor and the exploited, beleuging both to
e 'upper as well as to the "lower" castes, against the tiny gang of upper-caste

d upper-class explolters, aided and served by the equally tiny geng of lower coste
sloiters - nmostly niddle and petty."

All thie call for joint struggle howaver is mere phrase, In reality you be~
sve that the upper caste masses are also exploiters, In the succeeding para you .
ite: "Hence it ic not enough to eay that there are rich and poor, exploiters and
loited anong 'all' castes and that all the exploiteds have to join hands to .
ht against all the exploitore. This will be a very general and- abastract and henec
v 2 partially cerrect statement, We have to concretely see that almost all the
Wleos lebourcrs are either’'shudras' .or-'untouchables’ and that the upper-caste
» ncosants though themselves poor and exploiteld, are also the employers and ex-
iters of the lower caste asricultural labourers (emrhasis mine). 4nd lastly wo
e to concretely see that the majority cf the middle and rich peasants -~ and of

rse the zanindars and the capitalists, helruz to the upper castes and indulge in
h economic as well as social exploitation." :

This is where you land notwithstanding your talk of joint strugzle. The up-
caste poor peasanis are exploiters ot lowsr-caste labour. Not only therefore the
Indars, the middle peasantis, the rich pemsants and the capitelists -~ but the poor
18ante from the upper-castes alsc are exploiters. Thus it is not a claszs that
.0its agricultural lebourers but an entire caste - all its exploited as well as
.0iting mx members. It is thls nanseatiung stuff that you solennly produce - a
'f which will delight the heart of an Ambedkar. You are not original either,
8 sort of "Marxisn" was shown 20 years back by ecertain remegades from the Purty
ombay when they left the Party and joimed Anbedkar. Adulterated by few Marxist

8us they produced an analys!s shoewing that the struggle of the untouchables
nat caste Hindus was real class-struggle and class-war,

You equate the poor exploited peasamt from the upper-caste with the landlor?
capitalist.

You break the bond of corrion exploitetlon existing between hin and the agri--
aral labourer,
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You roundly denounce the poor peasant ms an exploiter and thus prepare the war
fer the dieruption of the toilers' fromt,

| You attempt to prove that it is one caste that oxploits another and thus play
1to the hands of the worst communaliste and caate-nongers,

fioe 0 You naturally fall to see the eommon class eneny.

o No.dcubt certain upper-g¢aste poor peasants in Biher nmay not be touching the
}oggh. They may be employing labour. But fron this to rovndly describe then as eox-
Jolters is wrong. If they are exploiters they have no place in the joint struggle,
e forget that in such cases what is incidental and what iz fundarmental nust be
istinguished. 4nd this fundamentnl fact aboutthe poor peasant, if he is really poor,
3 hig own exploitation. If he employs labour beeause of his caste prejudices against
rertaln forn of work, end not for profit as is the onse with the rieh peasant, Zhia

~act nay slightly stremgthen his property and emrloyer complex but will not alter the
basic reality of his being an oxploited poor peasant, You call hinm an exploitor and
prove that one caste exploits another,

fax No doubt caste oppression exists today also. In th> caste of the untouch-
ables it assumes the most tyrannical form. Caste-prejudices continue anong tho toil-

ars disrupting the commuen front, T o take account of cagte-orpression is not only
porreet and is neceasary.

But as Yarkists how do you take note of this oppression? First by recognleing
'?s mein oppression - the class oppression which is today the dominant forn of opprce
:ion ané exploitation in Indian society. Whosoever denies that this is so, that castc
‘ppression is replaced by class oppression as the main reality - is not a Marxist,

The cormon enepy i the new exploiting closses - this truth has to he learant
ind is being learnt by the nasses, Certein Cormunist leaders only areo lagging bohind.

Second point which follows from this - since the masses from all castes arc
Iqually subject to exploitation from the same exploiting classes - their unity 1is co-
iential for their emancipation, Whosoever under whatever pretext breaks this unity,
reates disruption among the toilers is anggent of the eneny class., The unity of
i11 the exploited is & precondition for success in strugzloe.

It is the tesk of the Party to bring about this clasg-concciousness kk by re-
oving 211 separatist caste comsciousness in the course of the strugzle, through the
xperience = gained in class-gtruzgle; by consciously fighting against caste-preju-
ices of upper caste toilers, showinz them that these croate disruption in the corimon
ront and holp the common enemy; doing this thru propagande, agitation, joint struggt.

By making the victims of caste oppression realise that it can be fought only
u class unity, the unity of mll tollers mgainst the cormon class enemies; by nak-
v them roalise that untouchability will not go without & thorough-zoing social-re-
lution, overthrowing the present claeses and putting power in the hands of the ex-
ioited poople and this cannot be achieved without unity of all toilers to end the
rperialist-feudal-capitalist alliance ~ and there is no struggle to abolish un-
auchability apart frors this cormon struggle.

By chanmpioning the special demands of the untouchables etc, as part of tho
ormon platforn, and populerising them anmong all soctions of the nesses.

By fighting the corrupt communal leedsrs who seek o nislead the untouchabdbles
iway fron the revolutionary struggle,

And not by ylelding to the prejuiice of caste vs, ceste, not by hilding, ‘ton-
ing down, or underestinating the conmmon bond of exploitation.

With thise correct outloek you are able to place things properly, For imstancc
2ith this outlook one i{s able to understend the significance of the facts cited by
rou in e very differant way. The fact that the zanindars, rich poasants ete. cone
From uppor-cestes - is undcrstood to mean not that caste oppression exists, but thet
Lt i oasier for Rixmmmkimmxmuis disrupting leadars to creato an impression that ouly
insteoppressign exists end therefore the “arty is forewarned to ecndbat it. This fact
iz understood by the Party to mean that apesial affords should be made to put tho
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class recality before all sections of %ilers - since it is heing screened bv the froct
that the exploiters belong to upper-castes

The fact that poor pemeants somctimes employ lebour, and have also cactc-preo
judices ecgainst the untouchables is taken to mean that the unity of thne toilers in
valnerable, it nwust be made inmpregnahle by special propaganda and agitetisn

The fact that certain novenents of these down-troddon castes sud denly flare
up is ot regarded ae proving disruptive, but often regarded as a sign of zreat awa-
kening arong the down-tradden cestes ~ an awekening which is oftcn xixxzke disroric'
by the reacticnariecs. In many cascs such flare~ups rmay be disruptive -~ enginecred
by reacti-nariecs who basc thencelves on the fact of caste cppressisn, and on tho i1-
lusion that nll class oppressicn is caste cppression,

In nany cases it is a spontancous nutburst azainst ceste oppression, sometin
ghing into disruptive chanmels because of lack of proper direction or because of na-
chinations of the reacticnaries, |

In many casee thesc arc spontancouc outbursts azainst class oppressicn, but
represented By in the conccicusness of the participants as a war against certain
castes - and in sone cases mgain ending in disrvptive channels - like attacks against
the cxploited section of the caste attocked etc. This for instance happened in the
past in parts of Maharashtra and Berar when the riots against money-lenders took the
forn of anti-Erahmin rists, 411 such unplanned outbursts gencrally end In disruption
beeause they lack proper guidence and o scnase of dircction; because they burst with
the conscicusness of caste oppression, JaLl to rcuce the commen toilers and get side-
tracked,

But once the central noint ls zrasped, the central point of class-strugglec ic
realised, all such outburste and couflicte san bc correctly placed, thus link with
the gmemxxk goneral strugzle uncovered, or their delinking diecovered,

The Party bas cormitted two types of mistekes iu relation to struggles and
novenents of such type, In the period before tlie second world war the general ten-
doncy has been to decry all such movenenis as reactionary*Bypical bourgeois fashion,
without analysing where tar nasses participating in the movenen® were going, whethor
the class novenment itself had cettain duties 4o the masses participating in thease
nmovenents etc,

After the gecond world war nnother typs of opportunisc siarted, that of aup-
perting all the demands put forward by thease movenents irrespective of the faet
whethor these demands reelly united the toilers ad strongthened the reveolutiopery
strugzle or not, In both cescs the fundamental neocsuring rod - the main clasa-
strupxlo and how cach struggzle stood in relation to it, whether it helped the nmein
strugsle forward or retarded it, was lackinzg. #nd that is the only rod tha* cen be
used,

You will now realise that neither you nor your Secretariat had any inkling
about the azrarian situationy that your outlook was wronz from beginning to end., Un-
der these circunstances how ean it be srgued that you and your Sccti, understood
the role of the agricultural workers, its leeding role in the agrarian revolution.
You no doubt repeat that wa nust rely on poor peasants - agricultural workers muet
lead, we must ally with middle peasanig - but all these are just words. From y-ur
anclysis and understanding the leading role of the agricultural worker doss not conc
forth, fHow can it when you ouly ask for esteblishment of caepitalist relations} Even
the fact that agricultural worker has to fight the rich peasant does not come
forth, How can it when all you demand ie establishment of capitalist relatione -
i.2, paradise for the rich pemsant? The leading role of the agricultural werker
in the £izht apainst landlcrdism does not come forth. How can it when you regard hin
as a nerc serf? When you talk of reliance on poor peasants you again do not see
their entirc antagonism to thc feudal and cepitalist conditions. You lump them with
ex;loiters = and thus show that for you such Leninist teras as reliance on poor
peasants ¥s has no ncaning, Thus all the claims that you make for yourself, the
clains thet the Sectt, made, cr your claim that you understood nmore nborut agricul-
tural workers than Maheah - arc just claims which cannot be substantiated.

That thies document ahould be rccormonded by Raghu in his covering note only
unnesks his own ignorance and benkruptey. That he should not have seen thru it even
eftcr the Agrarian Questloﬂ, that he should heve claimed that you all had veory

.
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nearly reached the same understanding as the PB, only reveals that the PB document
did not alter hise consciousness,

Mahesh also fails to make a singlec relevant point against this opportunist dec
cument and reveals his bankruptey completely. He is unable to catch the main oppor-
tunist formdations and swallows them lock, stock and barrecl,

Such is the level of the Secretarict members,

How number of comrades failed %o ace thru this anti-Marxist epportunist docu-
nent can be seen from the following, Asim in his mote on hgricultural Labou# Documeon
pays the following tribute to this document: "Con, B inda's document on Agl.Lab. is
really most valuable and educative {or the entire Party., For this I thank and con-
gratulate the PC Sectt. as wsll es Com, Binda,

"This is a historic document. UFor the first time, mecaning, significance and
all-round implications of the controversy - (a) Kisan Sabhn and scparate agricul tur-
al labour organisetion (b) who is an agricultural labourer - a section i.,e. only an
ccononric category of the samc class i.e, pensantry or o different class and the most
rovolutionary class in tho countryside - brought before us on a thooreticalplenes.”

As we have scen therc is no reason whatsoever for paying this tribute and it
only shows that Asim failed to note the anti-Party line given in the docuuent.

At the same time Asim correctly attacks the Sectt. for its compromisc with
Mahesh - and says such compromises on policies are impermissiblc. He exposes Mahesl. .
sglogan of Gaon Garib Sangh and correctly states who should be organised in the se-
parate crganisation of agricultural labourers, With all this Asim fails to catch L.
real anti~-Farty character of the docuriont -~ hails it as a historic document - and
gets enthused over it, which cught to show that though Bharat was the author of thi.
document, he had many allies, and enthusiastic ellics in this opportunist misadven-
tured,

Before I closc this section I must enter into a strong denunciation of your
nethods, This denunciation applies to you only and not to the members of the Soc~
retariat, You rwst realise that the PR is not and cennot be intolerant of honest
nistakes. Thers is not cone member of the PR who has not cormitted mistakes in the
past and who is not committing them today. But while honest mistakes can be arguecd,
the PB cannot tolerate certain things -~ and nne of these is a dishonest charlatan-
like attitude to the classics -~ to the works of founders and leaders of Marxiern,
Marx-Engels-Lonin-Stalin. Wrong interprctation of the classica, diatorted neaning
nRy arise from lack of understanding - and can be corrected. But comrades who clain
toquate the classiecs, or interpret the writinge nust observe mininun precaution to
sec that the classics are not nmisrepresented. Ctherwise it amounts to cheating the
ranks, cxrloiting their faith in Marx, Ensis, Lenin and Stalin. 4nd you are guilty
of this, I am making this charge after making full nllowance¢ for your honest fail-
urc to understand certain things.

Tou confuse labour rent with producc remt - thouzh you yourself quote the
difference between the two in your note. You et cne place correctly state that batzi
is produce rent and yet you comntinuously rcfer tc it as labour-rent (ostrabotki).
This distortion is made to Justify your point about bataidar - that though he is cx-
propriated peasant, yet he is a peasant, not worker,

Then following thie you quote a passage from Marx which really applies fo
rent in kind, and not to labour rent. Once nore you press this into your service
naking it appear that both passages refer to the same kind of rent. You thus
claim that batal is both labour rent cnd produce roent to prove your point.

Not satisfied with thie you invent a term "fcudal money rent " - which is
a bogus idea and ridiculous to the extrome, You could equally talk about freec serf
or a free slave. The development of kind ront into money rent is a sign of the
developrient of capitalist relationa. The same poge from which you quote on pro-
duce rent, zives the following from Capital: ®Mouney rent requires n considerable
developnient of commerce, of city industries, of the production of commoditics in
sencral and with then of the circulation of noney." You do not exercisc the mininu:
carc In quoting or interpreting - You will see that there is no such thing, and
thoro can be no such as foudal cash rent, You ahly hunmbug ithe Party members and
your colleaguee by using such expraesaions.
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Then you cormit another unpardonable crine by confusing caritalist ground
rent with neney rent, You first tnlk about capitslist nmoney rent - which is e bogus
expression., There is no such tern used by Marx, Without any authority, and at the
same tine uaking it anpear nas if you are basing yourself? on Marx and Lenin you
state: "..,..feudal nmecney rent which is different from capitalist ncney rent in
which not the whole but only a part of the surplus produce is appropriated by the
landlords the remaining fo the farmer and his orofit, The fixed occupancy rent is
a rent of this kind or is 2 near eppreoach to this rent,"

Firstly the fixes occupancy romt - if it is o cash rent - is just wnat Marx
calls noney rent, It is not what Marx calls capitalist ground rent. You allowed
yourself perhaps to be mislcd by the word surplus -~ of which you do not under-
stand the meaninz. The rents which tle rich tenants in India nmay pay to the land-
lord is mkk not a capitalizt ground rent. They ars what Marx calls noney rent,
though the tenants concerncd may obtain an excess ¢f incone over expenditure after
paying the rent. Money rent no doubt mcans growine strength of capitalist rela-
tions, increasing power of money; yet it does not yet nean complete subordination
of land %o capital., The rent thereforc is deternmined by the srenztn of the land
nonopoly of the landlord - though these possessing money {find thenselves in a betic
position to bargain,

Capitalist ground rent cn the cther hand ariscs under conditiens when lond i-
completely brought under the sway of capital, when only capitalist farmers, under-
teke to exploit the land. Hero thec relation between the tenant and the landlord is
reversed. ‘the sizo of rent is detomined by the size of the profit - the profit
of the capitalist farmer is the first charge on the soil. Ctherwise he will not
plouzh and no one will undertake to exploit the land. Before fixing the rent the
capitalist farmer takes precaution to ensure the everage profit on capitel, =Rent
comes fron the surplus, the excess over the average profit - this is what Marx end
Lenin mean. This rclation shows the complete domination of capital over land, Un-
der any other kind of rent landlord's rent is the first chargze - the tiller nay get
his waze or not; here on the other hand the landlord is entitled to the surplus lef
out after satisfying the capitalist,

Ancd this comes only when capital is completely dominant both in industry
and agriculture, You thus confuse everything, make people believe that you are
quoting Marx correctly but do not teke the minimun honest precautlon either to
interpret the founderscorrectly; mnor do you toake the trouble of reading them care-
fully, By a show of learning you nake the unwary believe that you are basing your-
sel® on Marx and thus nislead them.

In the agrarian section I forsot to give a critical estimate of Vishnu's
article on "Agricultural Labour". Ordinorily I would not have taken any note of
this articlc since I am confining nysel? to the cormon product, the comron docu -
nents which ummask the reforrmisn of all and conclusively prove that howsoever cer-
tain individuals nmight have differcd from others on specific questions ~ there
could be no question of a fundamental difference, »f o difference in outlook, bet-
wecn the members of the Secretariat,

But since you, Santosh and o few cthers have chosen to boost Vishnu and
flatter hinm in the most blatent manner -~ unb2anced praise or unbalanced condenn-
atlon both are oftem signe of factionalien, intrigue and underhend methods of sc-
curing najority - and since Vishnu has not been averse to receiving such praisc
~ I nust refer to his article, just to show his cwn linitations as well as the
political level of those who undertook to praise him so generfously.

What I have written in the agrarian section, what has been besides written
in the PB document on Agrarian Question should be sufficient to lay bare the li-
nitations of Vishnu's artigle, When you wore discussing your self-critical re-
port you had before you at least the Aprarian Question. Sinee a study of that
docurtent did not cnable you to see thru the crude character of Vishnu's docu-
nent, since after rending $he Agrerian Question you continue to praisec it, it only
means that you failed to understand the PB docunent itself.

I had read Vishnu's artiecle as it appeared in Janashakti. And it was
with ry permission that the Hindi Janyug and PA published the crticle. Coning
almost imnediately aftor the Farty Congress the articlo had tho aerit of stressing
the Congress decision to organise agricultusal lsbour separately. For the tine
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beinz this was good enouzh to focus etiention on the decision to organisc agricul
tural labour. No one looked upon Bishmu's article as a theorsticel contributiou,
or gaying scnethinzg new; it was looked won es an endeavour to implenent the Zce
Congresa lircctive to organise agricultural labour independently. It servel the
posc of arain eiphasising that the Party stands for indcpendent orgenieation of ar
ricultural labour,

Wow thet you have gol tle Asrarian Question, is it uot obvious that Bishnu's
artinrle was rootcd in the past, that he loes not look upon or see in the agricul-
tural workers a new revolutionary class lestined to lead the grarian revolution,
but looks upon it as one of the exploitel classes whon we had higherto neglected!?
Vishnu naturally does not see, =nd nec one will blame him for that, the rise of ca-
pitalist rclations, hence rise of new classes, hencs the rolc of the agricultural
worker in leading the egrarian rovelution, ia liquideting faudalism, in popularis-
ing nationalisation of lanl, in carrying cn & simulitancous fight azainst feudalisn
and the new capitalist clenents,

Search for all this inVistnu's article and you will search in vain, His
article is at best 2 trade unioniast ariicle which understands the irmediate de-
nanig of the agricultural warkers, but has no inukling about their politieal role.
Thet is why the call for unity, rer united sirugele for agrarian revolubion does
not core forth from Bishnu's article, What comes is an epolozy for unity. 4nl natu
rally so. For failing to sec that thz poor peasants and middle peasants will geb
nowhere unless the agrarian worker acts as the leader, Bishnu giendis to exaggerate
the confliet beiwecen agricultural workers and lower section of employing pcasanta
- aad is forced to make only general appcals to the niiddle and poor peasants -~
that the strugele is one, they nust aterd together.

In short Vishnu's standpoint is that the agricultural workers should be or-
sanised in scparate unions to defend their day-to~-day demands. Bey-nd this he docu
not go; and it is amazing that you 211 consider this to be very profound and de-
serving of full praise,

N> one can blame Bishnu for not seeing all these things - which could come
only after a Marxist analysis of the problem and not on the basis of general syn-
pathy for the agricultural worker, There would have boen no aestion of making any
criticisn of his article which was written beforc the PB docunent and which nors o
less cnbodied the defects in the understanding of the Party itsoclf. But when
Vishnu and all of you clein exceptional merit for this performance after reading
tlie F3 docuacnt then it is impossible to keep gict, and impossible not to un-
rnasgk the crude reformist understanding embodied in the article.

Coriing now tc the self-critical Report on Deviation in the Trade Union
Front - a report which 1t seoms is unaninously accepted by the Secretariat, it is
no doubt true that Santosh hes made an honest cndcavour to apply the lessons of
the Tactical Live %o the struggles in Bihar and neil lown the nistakes as they
arose in the course of the struzglses, of the practical azxxkky activity of the
Party.

Secondly in this docunent at least Santcsh docs not make any effort to
show that he was less ref-rmist zxthan others, and dnes not attempt to pit his own
understanding against others, under the guise of impartial self-criticien,

Santosn therefore sees meny vorrsci things - and hie criticism of the conduc
of struggles is c¢orrect, His review will ro doubt be useful in placing some of
the old nmistakes \n conducting strugmles and warn asainst 2 repetition of such
nistakes in futurey This is beecause unlikc Bharat who was primarily concerned who
nade which fornulatlon, Santosh went to the struzzles, the real experience of the
practical activity of the Farty, and tried to locatc reformism in action.

In spito of this, Santosh's review fails 4o see the 1ink beiween the trea-
cherous August resnlution of the Secretariat and the reformist proctice on the
trnde union front. ©entosh as the Secretariat member in charge of the trade union
frort has 2ttempted to nail down his own errors end reformist fornulntions but has
hardly anything to say about the August Resolution in which evory formulation jus—
tifying reformist practice is to be feound.
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It will be of course wronz to scy that it was the August Resolution of the
Scerctariat that alone was responsible for the refornist conduct of struggles.,
Some such attempt to hold the Secretariat alone responciole for the continuance of
reformisn and to meke out that the DCs were on the right path is being nade by
gorie DC members - and it nust be denounced as 2 dishonest attenpt to escape one's
own responsibility and share in the cormen crine,

It will be more correct to say that the Auzust resolubtion zave open ideo”
logical cover to the grossest forii of reformism that existed in the Farty in Bi-
hap - and barred 21l ways against zetting rid of this reformisn. The DCs thensel-
vos were deep down in the ndre of reformism and could not see thru the August Bxx
Regolution; nor could they think of changing their own practice, 4t best o few in-
dividuel rnionbers herc and therc rrotested against mmx sormce specific fornulation or
course of action, but there nover was any {undarmental differcnce between those who
protested and the wmenbers of the Sceretarint.

No doubt in all this the zuilt and responsibility »f the Secretariat is much
nore then that of the DCs~ for it was the duty of the Scerectariat to lead and zuide
~ In which it miserably failed,

. Santosh states the followinz in his Reporti on Deviation in Trade Union
ront

"But Santosh had & differcnt conception about these struggles. He said,
'Unloss the workers are educated about the present revolutionary situation when
the bosses and the overnment arc bound te teke nmore and nore brutal neesures to
perpotuate their privileges, when it is necessary to overthrow the Goverment b
rally and unite the entire toiling nasscs for revolution, when it is necessary to
shed bleod cnd moke overy type of sacrifice, it will not be poseible to rouse the
work?rs for fighting the partial struggles properly (Roots of Reformisnm in Madhu-
brmi; .

"Hot that Santosh did nct see that parthl struggles do not assume politi-
cal character, tut he asserted that the working class cannot carry on such strug-
gles unlecs the perspcctive of revolution is put beforc them., It amcunted to say-
ing this that in the present period since it is necessary to enter into dircct
struggle egeinst the Govermront even for winnine economic demands, since it is
necessary to shed blood tec., the working class won't fizht unless they are ziven
the political perspective. Thus it was the rehash of the samc old Joshian reforn-
{sh idon which bellttles and slanders the nmasses in order te cover ug the funk of
the petty bourgeoismie.

"Santosh stated this even more clearly in another place in the same report:
11t is secn today that any and every strugsle, however small axat thc issuc night
be, lead to open clash with the entire forces of this govermment.,.,..Ilt is also
secn that before ths sweepinz offensivo of ithe Govermment, nass arrests of worke-
ers, show of military, tear ;as stc,, a large scction of the workers, and even a
scction of militents, PMs including DCMe are feeling nervous, ‘hey have a féeling
that they are helpless bef-re nass arrests and bulluts,”

Cormenting on thesc passages Santosh writcs: "Here was a typicel xmRumakxks
Yraxdxeffort of the reformist to screen his own cowardice by elandering the revolu-
tionary nasses ~ an effort which has been nade by vecillating comrades over and
over agein,"

Following this Santosh again comments that this attitude nmcant refusal to
load the partial struggles that werc breeking oub.

In all this comient Santosh no doubt catches the main crime - the sabotago
and betrayal of thc spontaneously developing strugzlea due to the sheer petty-
bourgeois funk bofore repression and attack of the class-an eny.

But Santosh fails to sec that this attitude and formulation wes not acci-
dentnl; that it wes the direcct result of Joshian outlock which the Bihar Secretn-
rint had not sot xixmff rid of. It was a faniliar trick of Joshism: to cover the be-
trayal of the elemeniary class-struggle of the masses, the spontancous struggles

yhggh continucl to rectain their spontaneous character because the Party failed te
eacn
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- load and orzanise them from the beginninz, by windy talk cf politicalisaticn, by
which wos meant acceptance of bourgeois refornmist politics by the masses. Tis wae
scuzht Lo he achieved by contrasuln” political campaigns azainst clementary stru--

glea -~ thus replacing the elenentary class struggle by verbal political campaigng,

.bj which was meant mectings, and other harmless forme, but never political protect -
strike or independent political action. dnother familiar trick was “"educationzgi"
to replace the strizsle - education which wos conceived apart fron the experience
and necd of the actual strugzle of the massces, anl was to be a substitute for the
struggle itself.

Santoch when he virtually demands dizbandnent of the strugsles in the nane
.of putting the perspectiva of domocratic revoluticn vomits ornly Joshian mison,
He separates the political understanding and peclitical consciousnces of the masses
from the real strugglc they are waging and thinks that political cducation of the
masses can come by abanﬁonlng eienontar zclass struzgle, of the nasczes,
: The August Resolutlon pf the Secrobariat, as has been pointed above, ac-
cepts this .Joshian conception, lays criphasis on political cempaiguing conceived
in isolation fron the mess strugglee. This finally ends in Sccretariat members sup-
porting sabotaging or t-niny down of strugsles in the name of educeting the nasses.

ThexlupustrRusakubianxnfrihaxdeerebariakyan s xossuspoinkedxabovey g«
capkaxikirxinghianxzuneepiany egsxemphaazsxarxpekikica b xammpa I ning XaREE IR A X
_xn"iszkakxznxfrxmvxhnxmaaxxatxuxgkxa.xx%hix%ﬁxn&xkyxgﬁﬁayxnyxﬁpzrxxarxxkxmsxh&rx
BUXRBXEEREX :

; It wes obvious that the lack of class-cxperience and class education of
the noescs, combined with the lack of Marxiet-Leninist educetion of the Party nem-
bers and nilitents, was creatinz lot of confusion and vacillation before repressinsm
sometines oven temporarily paralysing the initliative of the masses. It was of course
a liec to say that masscs were gotting demoralised., But it is true that in the ab-
sence of clasa~expericnce, there are too many vacillations; the mass struggle is

in danger of loninz its direction, and docisiveness, stands ir constant danger
of beiny sidetracked; end it becomes difficult to keep susteined resistance which
struggles of class-conscicus macsee led by the Party are capable of.

If Santosh had said this and suggeated thet to avoid this paralysation etc.
it is necessary to overcome quickly the lag in class-consciousness by forussing
on the class-character of the struggles, by dispelling illusions about reconcilia-
tion of interests hotween the exploiters and cxploited, by ummasking repression as
a class weapon, by propa~ating the mmEes&x necessity @for the overthrow of the pre-
sert rezine, by exrlaining to *the workers their cwn lealding role, the nececssity of
alliance with peasantry =tc., - he would have been rizht, XhxkThis would have neant
ecducating the masses in the course of the strugsle; it would have meant linking the
political issues cof the day with the partial strugzle; it woull have meant linking
partiel struzgle with the imnmeliate general aimand objective of the movement - cover-
throw of the present regime, Here all such issucs as Hyderebad cbc. would have
found their place, hey would have been means of rousing the political conscious-
ness of rasses who hal already embarked upon partial estruggles or about to cmbark
on then. 3ut in all cases they would have btesn rciarded as part of the struggle of
the rasses - not something apart from it; not political issues whizh stand in ieo-
lation and therefore are in need of propazanda in isolation from the day-to-day
struggle of the nmasees; mnot political issues fight for which is totally unrclated
to the developing elenentey stru”alos of ‘he nasses.

Obviously Santosh had mo such idea; nor for the matter of that the Secrcta-
riat. They weore only carrying on Joshi's traditions. That is why, when they talk
of education, political caapaign, it is but another word for sabotage of elerent~
ary struggle of the masses. That is why when they talk nbout the education of tho
nasses - they neen eduecation as a substitute for nass struggles, Also when they
find certain FMs and nilitants getting Jdenoralised bofore the offenaive of repres-
sion because of lack of Marxian unierstanding - they again wish to withdraw fron
struggle in the name of educating the cadres. The Party leaders, ranks and mili-
tants lacked Marxian cducation; the results were no Jdoubt disastrous. The renedy
wag to overcome this lag as quickly as possible while leading thc struggles -not to
turn ocne'a back on the struggles,

Santosh's formulation which was suhsequently endorsed in the August Report
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of the Secrctariat, is only one step short of Jnshi's notorious slogan in Fol-Org
lettor ~'Don't resist the police till they e gi burn'. Joshi was givin- a dircc-
tive to the workers not to resist; Santosh had made up his mind that the working
c¢lass could not rosist.

The Report on Dovieation in trade union front further states the follawiv

"Right refornisn was also exproasel in the failurec of the TU comrades to sce
hiow there is a big opportunity to win over the workers from the influence of the
INTUC, Socieliste and other reformist organisetiocns. They failed to see how %is
cver-deercning ecconomic crisis made it Aifficult for the reformists to dclude the
working class with all their tricky propagnnda, how it is more and more becoming
difficult for the INTUC to bhold the workers under their control inthe name of ad-
judication, tribunals, conshituti-nal mcthods, industrial truce etc. The INTUC is
being forced nore and more %o resart to onen pangaterisn ....and yet they are fail-
ing to disorganise the growing forces of warkineg class upsurge. Failing to sce
this our TU corrades insteal of holdly working for winning over the workers from
under the control of the INTUC and Socialists helplessly waited till tle influence
o f the INTUC and the Socialists would wans. They bhetrayed abscnce of unilerstand-
ing of the presont revolutionary veriod bs thinking trhat it will take a long time
to win over the workere. Thus {imc an! again whon the riass of workers were reative
due to seveoro attack, offorie .'or swinginz the workers into resistauce azainst the
ettacks would be postponed on the plea thet ocur existence organised influence was
erall, becouse the reformists 'controllkd' bulk of the workers. Instecad of throwing
the workers under our influencc into action under such circumstances and openly
cming cut against the "lecaders" or to postpone the initiative of the strugzle on
our own, till a ZEIREANAKkIrAxEAXENEXHEREKBxAERxERE warkexzxduexkaxsiificiently lonz
period of oxposure campai:n was czried on, which often led to dissipation ofthe
wrgth of the workers due to dzkyxX Jdelay."

Judging from the instances given, and the fact that the Party in Bihar was
in the grip of refornism this criticism of the TU comrades seems to bo correct,

What has been written above ahout the reaction to the falure cof the railway strike,
and the facts given by Santesh about the reilway stirike and the behavious ofcon-
rades in connection with it &grix amply bear out this criticism nd show that the
TU conrades of Bihar werec zuilty of this opportunisa,

But Santosh forgets the main culprit ~ the Secretariat which gave an ideolo-
gical cover to cvery crine mentioned by Santoeh and justified it as revolutionary
practice,.

But what other practice could follow, what else but funk and demoralisation
should result in Farty ranks fron the forrulations and linc embodied in the August
Socretariat resolution which solennly stated (1) struggles erc protracted because
neither the cnployers nér gevernment are in a anod toconcede (2) struggles either
completsly fail or win cvery minor demands (# 3) This leads to demoralisation and
dofection among the workers - among whom it is temporary - but mainly among the ni-
litants some of whort usually crack up and zo over %o the euaployers, the INTUC or
the Socialista, '

Thus with working clase resistance conplctely liquideted, the revolution-
ary period xkawe shoved out of sight, t‘he enployers and Governnent dominani, and
the results of struggles shown as failure and defecticn of militants to INTUC and
Socialists, what clse but funk and Jemorsiisation before reformists, before struggle
should rosult? Isn't it strange thabt Santosh completely forgets the Secretariat
and only criticises the TU coarades?

Santosh's rcport very correctly nolls down othér gross deviations. Every de-
vintion nailed lown by Santosh fully bears out the criticisnm made of the Aujust
Dovunent, I have sharply attacked the August docunent for liquidating resistance
to police terror, for reducing protest strike to a farce, for talking about every-
thing except renl fight egainst police terror. The practice on the TU frert fully
bears out this criticism and unmmasks the countar-revolutionary character cof ihe
formulations and directives of the Seoreiariat.
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Santosh writca: "Vacillation has also heen shown on the issuc of organising
resivianco 10 ropression, "hen Prabir Chinco and Mohm werc arrested in Bhowrah
about 500 workers cathered round then and they suggested they should beat ocut tho
police and et the arrested comrades released. But this our conrades discouragoed
on the plea that clach with the police will result in untold repression su the work-
oro. Thus in the namc of savinz the workers fron ropression the threc DCMs chone
to go to jail when the nass of workers woantel to sccurc their rcleasc in a revolu-
tionary wav,

"This behaviour of the petiy bourcoois e-mrrdes of Manbhum stonds in sharp
relief to the resistance orgonisad hy sore of the worlking class onrades of Girldih
and Khelari, In Jubilce Pit wher o nunber of workers werc arrcsted becausc of as-
sulting a dalal, therc was a spontancous atrike and it continucd till the arrcsted
workers wore relcacd and taken back aficr a ueel.

"In Decp pit when the policc cae to arrcet a nunber of workers, the niners
surraunded the police truck and zot the workers relensed.

"In Khclari and Xarkatta too the corent workers nnd niners went on strike 3
o» 4 tinos whenever the. workcrs were arrcsted and dil not zo back till thoy woro
rcleased,

"It is important to sce that in Manbhun the petty bourgeois conrades pre-
vented the workers from going inte strugzlc against the police, while in Giridih
Pits, in ¥helari and Karlatta ocur workin; class comrndes boldly 1lod the workors
into struzzlec ezainst police arrcsts, in orzanising resistonce against the policce,

The petty bourgcois comrades of Manbhum betrayed their own fear in the nane of
saving the werkers from repressinn, and thus disorganised the spontancous develop-
nent of the strugele arainet the sovermient repression and prevented the workers
front zoinz into direct clash against tho Govermment, prevented the developnent of
rovolutionary ferms of strugzlc, of further heightenine of political consciousncss

of workers, which would have cnabled then to raisc the slogan of "Down with the
Nehru Goverment,"

"Sinilar refornint fcar of fizhting agzainst repression in & rovolutionary
way has beon botrayed in many trade union certres. In many places comrades have sa-
Lisfied thomselves with ormanising mercly a protost strikc azainet arrest while
thorc was tho opportunity of lcading the workinz class into strugzle azainst the
polico and amed forces when tho latter caie to offcet arrcste. In many places the
workers have demonmtrated that they arc nob satisficd with mere expression o' pro-
test ngainst arrects anl roprossion, but have showed their nreparcdness and eo-
gornenss to beat back Govormiont offensive thru direct clash with the polico and the
arnod forces."

What else but this linc of treacucry snculd result from the Secrctariat
directive, "Be amgrossive with the cncmy is off its zuarl, be cautious when tho
enory is forowarnod,” The petty bourgeois lcadership remains catious, vory catious
wkzrxkkazeEnmyxxx because they saw that tho cneny was forcwarncd.

What else but thim funk should recsult when he Scerctariat solemnly glvos
tho following directive? "The quostion of re¢sistonce to the police or to the goendas
is linked up with the question of mass mobilisationand the preparocdneoss of tho
rnnssos to resist,......Boldor action with woaker riobilisation ie a wrong step.®

And what else but only symbolic peaceful protest strike should result.wﬁon
the Sccereotariat solemnly advocatos only oxtension of striko action but no nili-
tant rcoistance to police teorrer in -letailing out how to fight terror?

And what clsc but Jesertion from strugzle should result when the Sceroto-
riat gives a handy weapon to all opportuniasts to intorpret the situation anyway
they likec and dosert struggle? Tho followinz dircctive of thc Secrotariat could have
no other rosult: "The form ~f demonstration shall dopond on the deogreo of indgnation
roused and degrco of mobilisation achicvod. When big mobilisntion is mot achioved
then it is better to have meetings and rdliss, central or loeal where they can be
neld and as penccfully as possible,”
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How effectively tho Sccreotarimt screcncd opon treachery and disarmed lrarty
nenbers in the fight against betreyal can be scen from the following from Santosh's
reports :

"Sudhin who was oupposcd %o work out the detnil plans and orzanise the opit-
ation, however, disappcarcd froa ‘atihar ten deys beforc the date, so no agitation
or propaganda, or preparaticn for'-xximxmasking snte-crashinr was ande anenz the
workers, It was a casc of open treachery hy Sulhin to let the Katiber workers down
at such a crucial tinme, but the PC or DC 4il not toke even copnisance of his crinc
at that time. Howover, the workers gsathered at the rate and when they heardthat
only 700 out of 1800 workors will be teken, they refused to enter the mill. Only
about 200 in all, including supcrvisors, dalals, and new recruits entered the mill,

Such is the temper of the workinz class today., After 2% ronths of lockout, after
nass terror and reprossion, when there was no prospcet of a goneral strike or hope
of any help from any quartcer, when the zates arc opcnecl, the 700 wsrkers who =are
offered jobs rcfuse to enter the mill, 4And it is such workers that Sudhin betray-
ed and the farty allowel the traitor to betrey knowing full well how he had boen
vacillating ond chowing funk for a lenz tinme, By lst 4April however, all save 200
workers werc tcken in and then the workers joined.

"What wero the conclusinus drawn by the Party on the basis of the above deve-
loprients? The PC Secretariat in its report to CC in May 1948 stated that tho sct-
back in Katihar is the result of "adventurist" mistakes by the conrades. ‘he gate-
crashing slogan of 29th March, instcad of neiling down the vacillation, treachery
and betrayal before sharp claes-struggles, it only saw "adventurien" in Katihar &
pleabd for further retreat, Asinm violently protested ageinst such a. characterisa-
tion and pointod out that the failurc was due to betrayal and funk by the potty
bourgeois comrades, that the slogan was not ahead of the consciousness of the work-
crs, but that they werc let Zdown by the petty bourzeois leaders, But yet the PC
Secretariat in its nceting in August 1948 characterised the nistakoes in Katikar
as "adventurist' which led to complotc crack-up of nmilitants before terror and re-
presaion,”

This is how thc Sccrectariat screcned treachery.

It is not neccessary te ~o further into the repcort. The eonclusion reached by
Santosh, and accepted by the Scerotariat - in relation 1o the conduct of tho strus-
mles fully bear out ny criticism of the Adurust Resolution of tho Secretariat. Oan-
tosh's report, in spitc of somc of its limitations will secrve to educate the ranks
in tho concrote application of the Tactical Line docuricnts to Bihar, His docuucnt
will not only help Bihar hut also other preovinces since it catches practices,
trends, nd crimos - which are cormon to sll tho provinces, His document susht to
show to all how an honest and serious eudcavour to apnly the Party documents to
the situntion in the province, how honest cffort to recast one's understanding on
the basis of the docunents of the Centrec, is bound to lead te fruitful results.
helping the rarty forward,

Conin~ to the Scecrotariat Resolution on Orgenisation of PC andDCs « if you
have circulated this resolution, you have beon ~uilty of an anti-Farty act becausc
the concrote proposals nada savour of one-sided factional outlcok, Besides if o
docunent attacking a CCM is circulated without the pormission of the PB and withou-
the knowledrze of the CCM eoncerned, it can only be taken to bo an act subvorsive
of all FParty discipline,

The firet part of the docugent - tho part dealin; with tho effects of reforu-
ket policy on orznmisation - reads well, and places the past mistakes preciscly nnd
convincinzly. This part is very 7ood and it constitutes agnin a honest and seri-
ous cndcavour to apply a solf-critical attitude to the past, to orzanisational
gquesticns, It also is frce fron the mistakes of your 4ugust docunent on organica-
tion, which thouzht of organisation in isolation from the political linc and prac-
ticc of tho Party - o locuriont which wae cast in typical Joshian fashion and which
I hnd occasion to zriticisc in Jemmary last. This is what I wrote in January '49
about your August Oronnisetionel Report: -

"The report attenpts to break new sround, nekes e criticel review of the past,
and the situation followinz imnediatcly after illegality and lays down now tasks,
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The main characterisations made in the report are very correct, The Secrcte.
riat has corroctly srasped nany of the mistckes and the review nust no dou't have
helpel the comrades to a wreat cxtend.

Yet it nust be stiressed that the review still stands rooted in the part cr
nisational outlook and its nistakes hove to be nailel down,

The historical survey - self-criticisn relating to the past is woinly nou-
pelitical, tech. type. Not that the conclusions about tho past are wronzg. On ti
othor hand they are very correct and should teach the nenbers what happencd.

But they appear a ftech faults, faultsc duc to lack of some nystoerious know-
ledge of fornally "functionins tho form*, and nct directly linked with the type
of politics thot was pursucd, theoush here and there a rencralisation is nmede that
ell this was due to the old rcformist politics. The review steps so nuch into
tech explanation, and used so profusely phrascs about "spontaneity", "econonisn!
that it could not have been f'ound objectionable cven by Joshi, and it would in
practice perpetuate the same ovils which the Secretariat wants to fight,

It puts the past in a wron~ nanner, and finds fault with comnitteos for
"oconomion®, "spontaneity", "Pailure to bccomo politicel" leadors as if it was
this or that organisaticnal trick that was not done. It actually belittles the
econoniic struggles - the only real strugcles of the nmasses waged in that periodl
by the Farty, the only struzsles which kopt the Party alive, in the traditional
Joshian nmanner and mekes e general formulation that peolitical struzzles were not
led,

The characterisation that practice of the committee and Farty resulted in
ccononian is of course corroct. But its link with the line of the Party is not
seen, Hence in a wrong way thc ccononlic struzzle is contrasted with the politiecal
struzzle.

The roality is that the politice of the Yarty was class-collaborationist,
bourzoois politics which was lnily coming into. conflict with the real class strus-
zle of the nasses wnich was breaking out in ecconmmic strugrles as ite elementary
form, A succeasful and consistent carrying cut of the plitical line would have
meant abjuration cf all mass struggles, betraying of econonic strusgzles thensel-
vea - a aituetion which Joshi was headinsz towards, 4&nd it was Joshi who was loux
est in raising the cry of "ccononisn", "spentareity" - in organisation - hy whic,
he neantdo not carry on any econoriic strugzle which offends the bourgeoicic,

Any orzanisational or political report which nisses these things, and dubs the cc
nonic strugzles of that period, as ‘economisp' etec, only stremgthens refornisa,
It nust be understood that the econonmic strus:l1o of the period saved us.

What then is the correct understandinz? 3ecause of refornist politics thore
was no independent revolutionary politics of the proletariat, & revolutionary
organisotion - the C,F, could not he bullt on the foundation other tha the revo-
lutinrnary politics of the proletariat decisively lcading the nasses, The forn of
orzanisntion arose out of it., The orzanisation il not develop into politieal
leader because its line was one of political surrender. . All that remeined was
leadihy of nase struggles as they broke out, tailing hehind because they were
treated as a nuisanee, not a revolutionary class struzzle - hence only a hesitant
leadership leading or tailing bohind nass strugzles could be croated. The nearor
it come to the rnsses the rnore unreal hecame to it the compronieiny line of the
Party, hence $t could not implement it, hence it was charged with 'ecounonisn',
Charse of sconcnlsn was not made becausc a revolutionary polftical line was recjoct-
ed, but bocause the compronisinz line could not he cxccuted., Honce the nass
icader altornates betwecn violent advocates of strug:-lc when the struggle wes on,
and of the worst type of reformisn when it was defeated, broken etce The result
wes o lradership hesitant of nass strugzle, wahich was unrelated to revolutionnry
gtrugsle or powor,

Naturally on this basis the workore otc, could neither be recruited, nor
promoted to key positions, The workers developing their hatred azainst bourgooisio
in ccononic strugzlee could not bo wonm politically or inspired by collgborationist
political slozans., 1t was the sano fate that awaited the Socialisto, Tho politi-
cal oloxans of tho ‘arty could not go down among tho fighting nassos, The latter
oftan accepted ita load in coonomie strugzloa but zejected it in politics.
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Homce practice rcforniet, party not grown: leading cadres intellectuals; out
of this only a refornist o:vnalsqtlon could crow, Fassive cadres - talkative lcad-
ers - Forwalisn and burcaucrats - or~anzsa+1oval tacks unrelated to class strujzlc
- quota, sale of literature, Farty funds - theso were disvorced fron the renl ”tr'?*
sle - the theory of "functioning the form¥ " the most absurd theopy Jevclopod -
functioning without discharging nain political tacks, unlerstanding that the wnifs
must he pnlitical leadors above all - that 241 cormittecs in the-farty are comiitl-
tees of action - ohly if this is understcod thec svhsegent conclusions in yeur reso-
lution be properly placed in the political setting - be related to peliticenl taslu,
Obvioucly the elenentary instructions about ®ch ete, arc absolutely necessary but
the main pgeneralisations about functioninz, must be related to politieal tasks ~nl
this will be dome unly if tho past is correctly understood ad in the presentation
of tho present the political part perments the wholo orzanisaticnal review,'

It is easy to sco that the present Resolution on Reorganizetion of FC and - DC.
‘bases itsclf mainly on the criticien nade nnd is thereforesble to produce a Jdif-
ferent kind of docuaent thnn the one in August, It decduces organisaticnal practice
from political practice; it naiis down violation of the basic principles of Solshc-
vik organisntion, and exanince the whole field of orzanisational activity ~ includ-
inzg the relationship botween our Party and Report, content itself with giving safe
ty tipe or precent orsanisation in isolation froir political practice,

It nust be adnitted at the same tine that there are a nunber of loose formula-
tione in the docurienl . And in sonc cases lack of clarity in presentaticn. To nen-
tion but one ingtance of lack of clarity - the nortion dealing with failurc te
function nass orzanisations democratically, only negetes past practice, but doos né
lay down correct practice. It is obvious that the nejority of the Farty members in
Bihar do not have a correct idea about the relstion that should exist between the
Party and the mass orgnnisation. Unler these circuistances your criticisn of the
failure to function nass orzanisations deaocratcally nay creatce the inpression that
the correct woy is to havec mass organisations completcly independent of the Party,
that 1s freec from the zuidance and lecdership of the Partiy.

e e , :

Soecondly thouéh your report talks a lot about deocratic centralism still it

cormits breaches of the principlc of ccntraliam and conceives of .demoeracy in a

' bourgeois. reformist way, cvery tine the gestion is posed in the concrete. For in-

Btmee your old Secrctarint wes dissolved, who gave you the authority to do it?
You had mo authority tc rcorganise it. The amtunrltj,bolongcd to your PG or CC or
P3, You did not oven care o consult Farty conmstitution.

Secondly tho sanme oprortunisn and repudiation of clementary understading of
orzanisational principles is to be seen in your proposal No.2 under Section D. You
denand reconstitution of PC, which is a correct demand but then add "But this
should be done by a thoroush evaluation of each individual's understanding ani .ac-
tivity, end hy the sanction of the PB and rajority opinion of thc DCOs (emphasis
nine). £o this is how you understand centralismand lemocracy? You put the autho-
rity of the PB on the mane leovel as the majority opinion of he DCas. It appears as
if you are afraid of the verdict of the PB and arc seeking to buttrcss yoursclf
by support from the DCs and in the bargein flattering them By meking it appear
thet you stand for democracy, the rights of the DC. A11 that you are doing is to is
introduce anti-Party nethods, and chent the DCs into tho belief that their majo-
rity opinion is of the eanme importance a I'B decision, and that a PQ cennot be
formed without the backing of the majority of them. This is open &war againat cen-
fralisn, pitting the DCs against the FB, ~nd shows that the Secretariet though it
produced a 28 typed page docunent on Roorzanisation with 1ot of prattle obmt
derfocratic centralisn, has understood nothiné of it.

Tho criticien you mnke of Raghu in denanding his romoval from the PC shows
that you all have thrown overdoard the last pretence to objectivity and rushed
hcadlong with your prejudices. No doubt the part dealing with Raghu cites cer-
tein very serious lapses, not only before the Party Congress, but also £tcr the
Party Congrees, If' theso chargecs are true they do constitute a sorious political
criticigm.. Such charges os froilure to fizht against the capltulatory attitude of
certain conradea in jail;/silencing cof all zenuine criticism azainst thoac who
wenkencd in jall beforc the class-eneny; his formulation thnt nevloct of rolicf
work will mean vangusrdisn; his capitulation before Mahesh on the question of oz
ricultura}l labowrers; his formulation that no serious upsurze can he expocted
bocausc of extreme nisery and devestation caused hy the flood; the charge that he
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id not tolerate any criticism of his action; and that on one occasion when he
was criticieed in a PC mecting for "his individual non-Party method of raieing
inances and spending thom he violently protested without arguinz out his stand-
int and refused to have to dc anything with the PC meoting - constitute seri-
8 political lapses needing self-criticisn on his part and the final judgement of
he FB and the CC.

But it is difficult to understand how all this places Raghu in a category
by hineelf. 4s regards politics and political devietions I have slready shown
that all the members of the pC Secretariat and perhaps PCMs -~ were partners in
the sin cormitted through the August documents - nd that all of them were equally
guilty of reformist practice.

On the question of refusing to nccert criticism of his actions also it cannct
be said that Raghu was tonc., It seems all the members of the Secretariat were
guilty of the samc frime in varying degreos, This is what your report states on
pege T ]

"Criticisn and self-criticism was completely non-existent. Slight criticisn
led to worst subjective renctions and even to resignation from the PC or the
Party. At the lemst the PCM criticised left the riceting in protest and thus bul-
lied the PC to withdraw the criticisa. This is how the PC Secretanix behaved
and virtually set up a reign of political bullying inside the Party. This tac-
tics went to such lengths that if any decision was not to his liking, the PC
Socretary would end by saying, "You may take the decision but that will be necha-
nical and coercive and I feel myself unable to implement it."™ This was more or
leas the common attitude of all FCMs with the only difference that nobody except
the FC Secretary dare to be so arrogant and brazen-faced in his bullying., What-
ever criticisn occasicnally ook place became abusive when directed against
others and Gandhian heart-beating when it concerned oneself. Criticisnm, (right
or wrong) led to worst subjectivism even to the limit of resignation from the
Forty or threats of resignation, zs for example when on the issue of Giridih
strike, strugsle between Santosh and Chapal was going on, PC connived with the
reformist and anti~struggle line of Chapal which led to resignation letter fron
Con. Santosh. Sizilarly other forms of reaction like satyagrahs or fefueal to
do certain jobs, "I en incepable to do it" were coumon in other menbers without
cxcoption.?

This is clear cnough to show thst all nembers of the PC were guilty of
sotting themselves abeve the criticism of their comrades, and that Raghu was not
alone in this conceited imyidkx individualist and anti-Farty outlook.

To nmention this crime only in conncction with Raghu when discuseing the per-
gonnel of the PERSTOAMAYE DUTYAZXFIHIYAEONAXMAS, BUXERYXEE PC, to make out as
if he alone was guilty of it is to leave the donain of objective criticisn and
enter that of subjective and dishonest criticism. ‘

The sceond specific charge that you make against Raghu is about apolitical
reforniisn and organisational opportuniom., I have already shown by refercnce %o
the comron asugust Resolution that you all were guility of the worst kind of re-
fornisn aftor the Second Party Congrces. In this respect Raghu does not dtand
alone. You further charge hin with cpportunisn of yet enother type. Your resclu-
tion states, "In politieal reformisn and organisational opportunism ho has led
the way, We have soen hew he nost opportunistictly tried to adapt himself to the
twists and turna in the line of the CC, Here his extreme roformisn manifests
itoelf in another way also. (His spontaneous reactionmd carly attitude to the
nokarianRxRutxBrrxkriierxterkxxinxxkkak new revolutionary line was emntirely dif-
feront from the attitude to the notorious Pol-Org letter of Joshi, He spontane-
ously ad instinetively accepted the Pol-Org Letter declaring that he had al-
recady come to the sane conclusion through his own experience. With the new rc-
solution of the OC in December 1947 he violently disagreed and under his leader-
ship the FC alnost took the decision to suppress the resslution from the ronks
of the Farty in Bihar and not to publish it in Janashakti.,....Very soon how-
eyer, Razhu was &n enthusiastie champion of . the new Party line, 4nd thia-was
quito in line with his practice to adapt hinself to the doninant trends in the

C.C."
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Howevor was Raghu alene in uncritical acceptance of the reformist line of tor
0C - in his failure to fizht againet, the provalent opporturnism? Not in the lemsc,
The Secretariat knows that the membtiers of the Secretariet, and perhaps PC werc
equally guilty. This is what you write in another place of your rcport: "Roghu's
report to the CC on riots in December 1946 was written within the framework of
August 1946 resolution. That represented the common understanding of the PC, Whib
.in Bombay Raghu discussed things with Joshi anld in January 1947 PC meeting ho warne
the Party sgainst the danger of vancuardism. The whole PC uncriticelly agrees with
him, Within a few months Joshi circulates uis wotorions Pol-Org Letter and imme-
diatcly Bihar PC Secretary declares thet he had alroady ccme to the seme conclu~
sione thru his own experience. Again thke ecantire PC vhole~heartedly agrees with
him and Jogi fresh from Naoko*hi battle Jcciares thot the upsurge does not exist,
By the end of the year the CC publishes its dreft rosolution for the FParty Congrese
and very soon Raghu is found as enthusiastic a champion and fighter for the new
line as a few days ago for Joshicn refermis w, Of course, he is everywhere fol-
lowed hy his colleagues of the Secrctariat ond this without ever any attempt at
serious self-criticism., It caunot be explained in any other way except as the worst
type of opportunism which always tried to adapt itself to the lead given by the OO

Thus it is clear that Raghu cannot be singled out for exclusion on cccount
of his uneriticel acceptance of the reformist line advocated by the CC or his sup-
port to the Joshian swing from the line of August 1946 to a purely reformist lin-
All were equally guilty in strengthening Joshi's hands, The pregise and correch
formulation in thie respect is that though the QC in August 1946 gpened & now pic
before you - whatever mey ha¥e been the limifletions of the August Rsolution, yov
nll individually and colleoctively joined Joshi in restoring the pre-August re-
formism., There is no diffleronce between you all and Reghu in this respcct,

The wey in which you fornulate "I% cannot be explained in any other way ex~
cept as the worst type of opportunism which always tried to adapt itself to the
lead given by the CC% - is a wrong formu.ation. One does not talk of adaptation
when one acecepte the line of the OC which everyone has to accept. The way you
formulate it appesrs as if individual comrades have the right not to implement the
line and directive of the CC. This will lead Party members to put their own opi-
nions above the CC in the name of not adapting themselves to the CC line if they
think it to be wrong, Your formulation is not accidental. You all have most cold-
bloodedly attempted to murdor the Yarty line given by the Second Congress and pro-
duced your alternative line in your August Resolution. The correct wey of stat-
ing is that you did not contribute anytliing tc the fight againet reformism that
was going on inside the CC; that you eacily accepted the most blatant reformist
eveluations made by the CC; that when the OC bezan its fignt and opened the way
to a correat rovolutionary understanding of the situation your instinctive reac-
ticn was to support Joshi in his fight apgainst revelutionary understending and
that you carried on in thie way after the Farty Congress also. This is something
very different from what you call adapting yourself toc the CC line. You are only
screening yourself - that is all,

In this respect I nmuet mention tha: all of you were so steeped in reformisn
that even personal and direct talks on concrete preblems had no meaning for you
before the Party Congresa. I remember in November 1947 or thereabout I met both
Santosh and Jnan in Bombay. I attempted to debturk the anti-strike attitude
punped into them by Joshi, poured ridicule on it, gave them the analysis of the
econonic crisis, Apart from this there were the resolutions of the General Coun-
cil of the AITUC - passed at the same tine, All these had no effect on them,

They continued their reformist prectice to' the last. This ought to show that you
all were stesped in reformism to the marrow of your bonos,

How hardened reformiste you ell wers could ba seen from one thing alonec.
The AITUC rosolutions which were of course sanctiomed by the Party did nowhere
corntain a hint thet we should support production, sabotege strike, oni yet ycu
contirue the Joshion line openly and skamelessly,

You turther add, "The entire functioning of Raghtt was a violation of the
principle of collective functioning, We have already seen how he had established
a roign of political bullyimg inside the Party. He acted morc or less like the
bosa of an induetrial con¢wrn, Inside the PC meeting he would ineist on his view-
point and if it was not accepted he would come out declering 'you may take any
decision, it cannot be inmplemented'. The scant respect in wkich ha held the FC
was xzxXEX revealed
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was revealed when ho left DC Conference in the middle and chartered a plane io
Ranchi to ieet the Premier,"

Don't you realise that this indictment of Reghu ies your own indictment? Don't
you realige that in meking this indictment in this way you forfeit all right to be
treated seriously, to be taken as rien of conviction who would stand by their prin-
ciples and conviction? What respect can cne have for P,C. members, the members of
the P.C, Sceretariat, whc say that one individual established a reign of political
Bullying over them in the P.C, and the Secretariat, who shamelessly seek to parade
88 innocent victinms of political bullying, When you demand that XR Raghu be ex-
clud8d on the ground of political bullying - you really exonerate yourselves ang
stoop to very low level. Why don't ask yoursslves the question as %o why yoy did
not exercise your majority to curb him or remove him, end bring him to order® Why
you did not accept his challenge and challengs him to defy your decision? Why didn't
you rofer the matter to th e CC and denand disciplinary action against hin if you
had thought it would be better done by the CC? What happered to the principle of
centralisn - why didn't you seek CC intervention? What heppencd to the principle of
denocracy - why didn't you exercise your nejority and remove him from the post of
Secretaryship? And why did you re-elect him as the Secretary at the Party &mex
Conference? And why didn’t you enforce collective functisning - by enforcing the
najority decision of the Secreteriat?

To raise these questions is to condemn you, indict you., Those who fail to
uphold Farty principles, forget Party methods of functioning, allow these to be
trampled underfoot by one individual and dare not oxercise their majority in de-
fence of the Party must be considered as big criminals as the one who vioclates
Party rules, The reason behind what you call "political bullying" was the fact tho-
you all were utterly devoid of any conception of Party principles, Party nethods
of organisation; that you therefore saw nothing anti-Party in this method of bul-
lying - since each one in his turn adoptecd it; that you dared not accept his
challenge because you were afraid of asswiing responsibility for leading the
Party without hin; you were not confident; that you did not refer the natter to
the CC bocause you did not attach the slizhtest political importance to this be-
haviour; besidaes you had federal conception of organisation; that you thought the
PC to*be a. friends' club - in fact your outlook was anti-Party. It is because of
this that you failed to fight. Instead of nailing thisd§BB make yourselves the
martyrs and Raghu the aggressor,

How does this happen? Why do you forget the obvious facts and hold Raghu
alone to be responsible for these crimea? The fact is that you all attempted to
observe sorle objectivity in the first part of your report where you discuss the
collective misteakeos, together with mistakes and lapses of individuals. Put when
you come to the discussion of the personnel of the new cormittse you forget objoc-
tivity, forget all that you said mbout the lapses of all, and having previously
nade up your mind to exclude Reghu by hook or crook, you argue as if he alone
was guilty of these crimes, and make this the ground of his exclusion. X

How do you deceivo yourselvea, and do the trick? Byimegining, suggesting,
hypnotising yourselves into the belief, that Raghu was the leader and you were
nerely unthinking followers end therefore he rust bear not only greater responsi-
bility, but scle responsibility.

Mohesh in the course of the discussion - vide minutes of Secretariat meot-
ing . made the formulation that Raghu wae the Joshi of Bihar and you all were
his followers. In your ection dealing with tasksyou write "Raghu as the leader of
the Bihar PC bears greater rosponsibility for the worst reformist and opportunist
crimea of the P,C,"

From where do you get this idea of the Secretary as the leader of the P.C.?
I+, is not a Bolghevik idea;'you will find it nowhere in the Perty Constitution.
Article IX Section 2 of the Party Constitution says the following about the Sec-
retary of the Frovincial Comnittees "The Secretary of the frovincial Comaittee
directs the proper distribution of Perty work and ensures the fulfilment of the
decisions of the Frovinecial Farty OConference, the Frovincial Comnittee and the
directives of the Cemtral Comnnittee of the Party." This is what the Constitution
says about the Sccrotary. Fron where then you get tho idea of Secretary as the
leader? Had enyone appointed him as the leador? Had the CC eppointed hin as the
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leader who must be followed by you all? Is it not true that you chose to accept hi:
viewpoint throughout because you were at least as nuuch reformist as he wesy that you
had no fundamental differences with him. No doubt we often use such expressions as
Secrstary leading the team - the unit otec. - but this is never neant in the sense
you nean. You mean leadership in the same way as Congrossmen do - leaders to lead
and followers to follow -~ with lcaders solely responsible for the consequences -
i.,e. dictatorial leaders and blind followers.

When we however use the expression - Secretary leading the team, we never for
a nonent forget the individual responsibility of each nember in all matiers portain-
ing to their unit, as wel] as the ccllective responsibility of the unit as a whole,
For us the expression hes this meaning -~ the Secretary occupying & strategic posi-
tion has to take initiative in all matters, has to take initiative in eoordinating
activities, in implementing decisions, in supervising the implenentation af the P,
line etc, If he does not do it the work of the unit will be harppered, for no other
nenber is in a position to teoke thet initiative which the Secretary is able to take
by virtue of his position as a Secretary. The Secrctary has this special role -
and this is often called his lending role. No doubt to be able to do this success-
fully the Secretary nmust have a high level of ideological developnent.

~ But this does not mean that when fundanental deviations occur, when all nen-
beras of the unit commitOBﬁportunist nistako after another, you can turn round and
say that it was all because the Seccretary was the loader and failed as the leader,
This is practically demanding that the Secretary must be an inspired man with an
inngr-voice, 3o that he nmust be in a position to assert Marxism even when a reforn-
ist trend has invaded the Party from top to bottom. This is an open and shaneless
attenmpt to evede the responsibility of the unit, and of each member., Besides this
conception of leadership almost borders on the fascist conception which also demande
an infallible leader and unthinking renks. You choose to forget that the Secretary
was one of your colleangues and had no more authority than what you chose to give hin.

You indulge in all this talk about the Sccretary being the leader just to es-
capc yenur own rosponsibility. That is why it must be said that once more you have
nade no case for Raghu's exclusion from the P,C. You may give new arguments for ex-
cluslon and the PB is prepared to exanine them. You may expose his functioning as
the Secpotary of the Cormittes - but you nust do it om the basis of Party princi-
pleps and I‘tu't.y Constitution,

"1 have done with your cormon docunents - I will zo0 through the individual do-
curients like Ynhesh's Atnasamalochand later on if necessary. In the meanwhile I
rive you three days - from the time you reccive this instalment to write out what
vou have to say about yourselves after reading thies document, and if you think you
~re gullty of any lapses ~ what disciplinary measuros to be taken against you.

I an writing to Raghu to ncoet you as soon as possible, In the meanwhile scnd
ne your own reaction to this docwuent. Write as brief as possible.

Greetings,

29,9.49
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P,B. RESCLUTION
ON THE BENARES D.C, SECRETARY'S APPEAL TO THE CC

10.7.48

The Prosect of the U.P,P.C, dissolved the Benares DC by a resolution pas-
sed on 16-17 Fabruary, 1949, and appointed Cor, Rajendra, a member of the Froscct,
to take charge of Party work in Bcnares and particularly to concentrate on the
organisation of the impending railway strike at MGS, On receipt of the.recsolu-
tion cortain members of the DC appomrled to the Prosect tc hold the resolution in
abeyance but the appcal was rcjected. On the 29th Fobruary Sunil Dasgupte, Scc-
rotary of tho D” prior to its dissolution, and S.F. Tripathi, a nember of the Dec,
addressed a letter to the Goneral Secrctary appcaling to the CC to postpone the
dissolutfon of the DC and instcad dissolve the UPEC and hold an enquiry into
Farty affairs in U.P,

» The apperl clearly attempts to give the impression that it has beon made
on behalf of all the mombers of the dissolved D.C. as it repeatedly speaks of
"we" not only in conncction with the signatorics but the entire DC. And this hes
been done despite the known fact that not all DCMs cithor agrecd with its con-
tents or its "demands",

What arc thc clear, recozniscd, and relevant facts of the whole case?

On tho 8th February 1949 Sunil Dasguptn as DCS addressed a letter to the
Froscct saying that "they" had lcarnt from a member of the Frovincial Rilway
Fraction that it was decided to begin the all-India railway strike from Fcbruary
27th. The letter proceeded to characterise the decision as "vanguardism of- the
worst typc which will be disastrous for the revolutlonary working clees movenont.®
It further proposed that railway unions led by the farty should first coue out
of the A,I.R.F., form o new central organisation of Indian railway workers, and
then proceed to a goneral strike through exposure of refomist traitors eand lo-
cel partial struggles extending over a poriod of two nmonths,

According to Dasgupta, conrades Rustan, Shri&astava, Tandon and Tripaethi,
besides hinself, agreecd with this letter,

Inmediately on receipt of the letter the Prosoct decided that a D,C, of
which the Secretary and so many lcading nembers held such a totally defeatist -and
anti-strike position on the very cve of the strike could, under no circunstances,
be pernitted to lead the strike and the local rarty. The least that such a trea-
chorous position demanded was an irmedintc dissolution of the D.C., the removal
of all its members who subscribed to asuch a view from responsiblc work in cone
nection with the strike, and the appointuent of a Frosect nember to organisec and
conduct the strike and organisc a now DC in Benarcs fron worthy I, clenents.

The Frosect was also of opinion that considering the rovolutionery importance
and imminonce of the strikc. and the opinions cxpressed, cven suspcnsion or ex~
pulsion would be justificd in certain cascs but it decided to zive the guilty cowr~
radee e chancoe to realisc thc horror of their nistake and correcct it promptly,
whilo authorisinz Rajendra to thakec further aetion against thosc who- rcfused to
seo and accept thoir guilt after explanation,

Such, in a nutshcll, were the criticien and operative decisions contained
in the Frosect resolution of February 16th against which Dasgupta and Tripathi
have appealed to the C.C,

To any Party Member posscesing & riininun of understanding of Farty policy
and functioning, to one not totally devoid of elenentary sclf-criticism and no-
dosty, the justification of the froscct decision would be sclf-evident in 2 no-
nent, The Proscct had done nothing beyon' removing the DCMs frem their position
and from any responsible work in conncction with the strike. If anything, thic
moant that while the ¥roscct, under mo circunstances, was prepared to allow defeat
ists end deserters to do nny harm to the Farty and the fate of lakhs involved in
the prospective strike, it was still preparcd to give the conrades concerned a
chance to correct themsclves in time and save themselves from the utter ruin end
ignoriiny towards which thoy werc heading.
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The D.C,, or at lcast niost of ite pronincnt nembers had thrown up their
arns in pani¢ and terror at the very moment when the rnost noricntous proletarian
battle for which tho Farty had cver striven and workedwes on the point of being
declared, The railway zoneral strike was coning not neroly ou the crest of innu-
nerable horoic battles of rnilway workers all over India (two of which had takon
placc at MGE which was in Benarcs district itself) but of great workerse'! and pea-
sante' sgrugzles sproad all over tho country, For months it was THE fesuo of
issuce on which the strength of the rarty was being concentrated on a nation-wide
plane, The workers' deaands and the decision to serve strike notice had been vo-
ciforously ondorsed by the overwhelning majority of workers through a ballot held
under ferocious reprossive conditions. “he trcacherous Socialist loadership of
the 4. I.R.F, wae wriggling and trcembling, not knowing how to back out of the bal-
lot decislon and yct save itseclf from the wrath of railway workers. The lichru
Govormient had started enforcing virtual martial lew all over the railways treat-
ing all strikec-prcparations as preparations for an insurroction. In such condi-
tions, and at a vital reilway contre like MGS, the DU of the Yarty whose st’rem-e
task and honour it was to fizht back repressisn and treachery and lead tho workers
into action - an action that would havo placed India on tho revolutionary riap of

Asie - declarcd the prospcctive strike to be the "worst vanguardien and disas-
trous for thc working class riovement"! If this was not cowardly desortion and a
crininal atab in the back of tho workers then all words are ncaningless. And nono
none but shamefaced strike-breakors could suggest that such a DC should not even
have boen removed fron all rcsponsible work in conncction with the strike.

Those who have appealed to the CC against the ¥roscct docision should have
askod thonsclves a simplc and obvioue question if nothinz elseo, If the MGS and
Bonares railway workors were to cleet a strike comittec after the all-India bal-
1ot and peroons holding openly anti-strikc views hod dared to stand before then
with chattor about vanzuardisn and disaster how would the workers have dcalt with
then? Would they have mct with any other fatc but that of cowardly traitors? 4nd
yot when the Farty which was tho leader and zuide of the entire strike sinply roe
rnoved then from responsiblce positioms thoy preotenl to be struck with horror and
not only call for the revocation of thnt decision but come out with still worsae
enti-Party declarations. 9f courcc this only proves the age-old oxpericnce of
Marxism that anyone who attenpts to "dofond" on anti-workinz-class position can
do so oy by shiftinz to atill more revolting positions,

The first point madc in tho appeal is that it is "monstrous to dissclve a
D@ simply because it frankly and honestly placed its political doubts bofore tho
Prosect with o request to zet rid of nmictaken ideas." A more diszusting and die-
honcst uso of the words honcsty, frankness and doubts could hardly be conccived,
If after the Second Farty Conzress, after all the demands and slozans of action
for which railway unions led by us fousht at the Lilleah AIRF Convention, Nagpur
AIRF Goneral Cduncil, and the Delhi AIRF Workinz Cormittee rniceting, after tho wor—
dict of the strike ballot, and after all the clrculars of the AIRF Fraction & -
the U.P. Froseqt makiny it clcar thet we would have to orgamiec the railway striko
by March and orgenisc it in oppositiom to the C.S.I. lcadcrship - if, that is %o
gay, aftor evorythinz had becn decided, the amy had taken ite positiens and the
only thing that rennined to be donc was toissuc the order to fire, - it is por- .
niesiblo for a DC to question the final order of assault in the nanc of Shonesty",
"franknoss®, and "doubts", theon such a DC cen only be condennod and sumarily
dienissed from ite charzec,

For the only meaning of such a clain is that cowardice and sabotnge nust be
pernitted to masquerade ns honcsty and doubts; that evory striko-bronkor.must cn-
joy the "freedon" of strike-breaking if he "honestly" considers such oction to bo
in the "intercst of workers"; that thc suprene custodion of the rewlutionary in-
{orests_of the workinz class, nanely the C,F., should wastc days and wecks in tho
luxury of Mconvincing" a hendful of intellectual traitors of the coyrcctness
of zoing into action at a tinc when every monent and overy aton of its cnorgy
havo &0 bc concentrated on hrinziny about that action. The criminality of the )
DCMs demandinz that n froscct momber shoull be sent to "rid thom of their doubte
whon overy norment wasted meant blood and suffering for thousands of railway worke
ers and their fanilics at MGS, and throuzh then for all nthers, can only bo

irazined.
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Did those DCMs ask themselves for once what was to happen to the reilway
workers if the "mission" of the Prosect membor they invited had failed to achieve
ite purpose? Naturally they d4id not. For what mattcred to them was not the fato of
workers but the "clarification" of their own cowardly doubts, their "differencos,®
theirright" of betrayal and desertion.

The exploitation of such words as "honesty and franknoss" for such a detest-
able betrayal nmust be doubly branded precisely becauso it zives the gloss of de-
cency to a dishonest crime, becausc it stabs the working class by creating confu-
sion and vacillations in uninf{ormed sections, and panic and loss of faith in thoso
who are already vacillating.

Monents of action are always the nost criticel and deecisive in tho rovolu-
tionary workins clase movement. The one honest virtuc at such monente is ini~
thtive and daring, The worst treachery and dishonesty arc to peralysc action hy
capltulutmT to hesitation, doubte end confusion, The real nemning of the M"hones-
ty" pleadod by the Benares DCMe must be clearly srasped because it is the rost nmie
lecading end dangerous cover behind which petty-bourgenis troachery hides itsolf
when all other arguncnis are lost,

The second poaint of tho appeal iz that the Frosect rcosolution had no justi-
fication for characterising tho Benaros DC as being "persistently refornist" and
ite characterisation of the strike rroposal as the "yorst vanjuardisn® as cului-
nation of its past. In fact the sirmatories say that the Froscct does mnot "cite a.
sinzle instance," "a single proof M o itg past refornisn because "it is not casy
to prove it, " They further say that "during the whole year aftcr the Farty Con-
grces the ‘rosect did not even once point out our."rcfornien". " (underlining
and quotation nmark from the orizinal) :

Both factually and logically this point is se indcfensible that it is in-
possidble to describe it in any other terrie than as o downricht liec.

First a few facts, The very sanc DCMs who callcd the railwey strike deci-
sion a8 the "worst vansuardisn' had stated by July-August last year that the larty
gonorally and perticularly in 3cnares had ewung over fron rizht refomism to
"vansuardisn end adventurisnm" after tho Second farty Congress, In fact, one of
the signatories to the appoal had zonc to the length of besnirching the Farty
Centre by circulating a "report" that such was the opinion of the I, Centrc itself
Secondly e nember of the Frosect visited Benares ot least twiece during these
rnonths and gave .the Benares DC a written note on its intervention in various
strikos sharply criticising it as extremoly rofornist and illustrating his criti-
cien « in detail. Any attonpt on the part cf the siznatories after this to
clain that the past reformism of the DY was difficult to prove or thet the Frosect
had flunz the.charge in its face without citing "a single instance," - and indeed,
that the rrosect had nade the discovery ovornizht after the DCMs! letter of Feb~ °
ruaty 8th - is something that only unabashod liars are cepable of etterpting.

The freudulence of the signatorics, however, is clenr from their own docu-~
nent, The signatories cito about ten casos of rass actions dealt with the DC in
Bonares betwoen Fcbruary 1948 and February 1949 as proof of their correct under-
standing of Farty policy and "argunent" against the charge of continued reformisn,
Apart from the fact thet DC poliey in many of these actions had alroady boon cri-
ticised £rx by a Frosect nember as stated obove, and the fact that moro participa-
tion in nass action is no procf against the charge of reformism, the signato-
rles, on their ownpart, do not make the slightest effort at criticising thelir rar-
ticipation in these actions bhoyond blandly claining that such participoation was
e self-ovident proof of the falsity of the charse levolled against them. Only an
wttorly isznorant or childishly imnocent person could makc such a claim., But whet
is 8till rore mRxk#AXERXyximrmEemz anazing is thet one of the nctions cited is thoe
spontaneous lizhtnint strike of the MGS. workers cm July 26th 1948 with which the
DC kx® had absolutely nothinz whatever to do! Could Zecoption go further? If a DC
fails utterly to intervene in one of the bigzest working~class actions taking
place under #s nosc, is it a proof of its lntonso rclornisn end inactivity or of
its revolutionary merit]
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The signatorics are conscious that even logically their claim to have follow
‘ed o correct policy for a year and then lapsing suddenly into panic by character-
ising the railway strike decision as utterly vansunrdist could not hold water. As
the tree, so the fruit, So they have a reply for this "lgse" also. Inevitably and
unfortunetely, it only rnakes their position still nore heinous and ludicrous,

They explain this "misteke" as resulting from the fact that they had "only
the local picture" before then, and "this picture was not bright." "We judzed the
all-India situation on the basie »f the local situation." So hevinr argued (right-
ly) at length that Henares wns secthing with aass discontent and actions for a
year and (wronzly) that the DC had all alonz ziven such ections nan essentially
revolutionary lead, tho signatories end up by saying that the local situation
was bleak! The grossest inconesistencies and the worst slander of the fighting nas-
ses are justified provided my prestigze is vinliceted, If that is not bloated petty
bourgeois ego, what is?

And even supposing for the same of argument that the local situation was
not very promising how did the DCMs conclude that the slogan of an all-Indie rai}-
way gencral strike was wrong? Is the slozen of en all-‘ndia railway strike tok be
decided in terms of the all-India situation or the situation in a particular loca-
1ity? Such is the irreconcilable tangle in which a person ties himeelf up when ho
replaces Marxism with juzszlery,

Having "proved" that politically there was no case whatsoever for the disso-
lution of the DC the.signatories procced to "explain® why according to them the
Prosect took that action. In this nttempt they sink to the lowest depth of degra-
dation, :

The third point, made in this connfection, is that the Irosect is a group
of "bosses sitting tight for more than five years" and that "it has all along a
feeling of antipathy® end even “hostilityX" for the Denares DC. In this commecc-
tion the signatories also "attack" a number of reformist and burcaucratic actions
of the Prosect. Certain of these points are obviously correct, but it is not pos-
sible immediately to know how many of the others arec merc allegations and which
are true.

But here that question is centirely beside the point. Every Farty Member &
Party unit has certainly the right (end it is also its duby) to clearly state &
attack reformism and bureaucracy in other FMs and Party units, including higher
ones, It is also true that it was very wrong for the Prosect, not to include the
necessary criticisn of its own nmistakes in its resolution on the Benares DC., Dut
when the signatories rake up this issue as an "explanation® of why the Prosect
took action ageinst them on the specific issue of their treachcrous characterisa-
tion of the railwey strike, they arc doing nothing but indulging in purc mudsling—
ing and anti-Yarty slander.

For if the signatorieces had at all tried to bc objective and detached towards
thenselves as towards others, the first thing they would have secen is that the
Prosoct had acted correctly (and certainly not in & burscueratic and reforniet
way) in diesolvinz the DC and removinz the "vangusrdists" fronm ragpous ible strike
work. But such, of course, was not the anti-reformism and anti-burecaucratisn ?f
the signatories, Criticism ond onti-buroeusretism for othors, end glorificatiom
of one's own crimes and refornmisn for cnesclf, such is their definition of Commu~
nist self-criticien,

Further, and this is £mx far worse, what-is the character of the "crit?cal p 4
attack" of the signatories against frosect reformism and bureaucracy? Even d}—
vorced from its so-called link with the "underlying rotives of the Prosect in
taking action ageinst the DC, it is nothing but e disruptive and crimingl slander
against the Yarty itself shamelessly sheltering behind the pretcence of inner-
Party criticism and democracy. It is a scandalous attempt to proveke the on§1r9
ranks of the Forty in Beneres againet all Frovincial centralisn and Party disci-

pline,

The signatories state that the Frosect is a zroup of hosses sittinz tight
for five years. Could there be a more dishonest and disruptive way of inner-
Party ériticism when the signatories knew that the froscct had been clecctod by a
PC, iteclf clccted by the rrovincial Farty Confcerence held in 1948 after the



Scocond Farty Con ress? In this Conference the earlier PC had come forth with a
criticism of its own record in the lizht of the Second Party Congress, as 2also

of cach individual menmber of the earlier FC, This was followed by full discussion
in the conference in which dlcgnte after delegate ot up and not mercly expressed
hinself freely but in the nost vehement manner criticising the earlier IC arnd its
nenbers, It was after this that the new PC was elccted, After this to atiack the
Frosect as bosses sitting tight for five years and a group nourishinzg an antipa-
thy for an entire DC is definitely nol inner-Party criticism but the crudest at-
tenpt to work up end inflame the worest anti-Party sentiment in Party rarks in Be-
nares. It is to undermine the authority, not of this or that Frosect and its mem-
bers, bhut of any frovincial Centre whatsocver, Unly crooked bourzeois azents in-
dide the farty cen attempt to break up all Party authority and functioning in

the nane of criticising refornmism and bureaucracy.

Let it be clear once again that it is perfectly open to & DC or any Farty
nenber to raise the question of the proceedinzs at a Farty Conference anlthe
queetion of any FM attempting to influence the opinions of delegates in afaction~
al, anti-Farty namner., But between this and challenging the verdiect of the entire
Conference there is absolutely nothing in comion. One is Bolshevik sell-criticisn,
the other is bourgeois crininality. 4nd if it was the former that the signeto-
ries wanted, they would certainly not have waited for ten months after the " ro-
vineial Farty Conference but reised the issue, may, within a couple of nonths af-
ter it., And in no case would they have linked it with the issue of the dissnlu-
tion of the DC.

dny numbsr of quotaticns can be given froem the "appecl™ of the signatories
themselves that clearly bring out the dishorest and snti-Farty character of their
"eriticism". One of the most glaringz ones is that while the signatories repeatedly
state thot they got no zuidance from the “rosect on preparationa for the railway
strike they themselves admit that they got three firculars from the Erosect and
the Prpvincial Railway Fraction in Yanuary on which they took no action whatso-
ever, These circulars were based on-the AIRF Fravtion circulars of Deccmbor 1948
and hed worked out its direcctives in letail for all railway fractions and D%s in
the province, The siznatories repeatedly rofer to these circulars as "gems" but
do not say & word as to what thoe DC dil #p to earry out their instructions.

Having sunk to the level of the narket place, the sirmatories freely use a
language and phraseolezy which is absolutely impermissible in inmer-Partv criti-
cism. Communist sharpness has nothing to lo with vulszarity and abuse,ToR refer
to an entire Perty unit as "thesc "revolutionary" bosses", to speal of iis repre-
sentetivos as "Shehjedas®, to refer to IFTA comrades as IIT4 "fcllows", hes no-
thing whatever to do with Farty discussions, This is turning Farty discuesion
into a Holi gutter bath which is nauseating for envy Party Mcuber who indulzes in i,

The petty-bourgeois ezo, provocativencss and saboteging tactice of the sig-
natories rise to a new height when they refer to thenselves as persons who "come -
rnonded the respect of PMs" and to the dissolution of the DC as "a murder of one
year'es work," "throwing the cntirec Farty orgenisation into chaos", and "betray-
al of any (strike) preparations at MGS", It is the linit when n person is capable
of arguing that strike-breakers command the respect of Party ranks, thet their re-
novel from leadinz strike positions is betrayal of a strike and ppni»,cgntinuannd”
in such positions the guarantee of strike victory!

Of course nothingz else could be expccted of persons who hed fallen so low.IF
a P, functionery is capable of justifyins his cowardly betrayal of a greet proleta-
rian strugrle in the none of "honest loubts", if he is capable of inciting the rads
against all Frov, P. centralism, if ho is capable of dirty nudslinging and lies in
the nane of inner-Party criticism, he nust end up by attempting to libel & discre-
dit the cntire F, Contre and the highest F., represcntative. Every encrmy of tho worke
ing clags has ended and nust end by slanderinz end malisning its Perty, & above all
ite highest leadership. In this respect the si-natories arc not and could nct be m
exception, & arc in the company of all the contemptible creatures who have gone
the saric way befere then,

For writing such a slanderous, anti-Farty, anti-working eclass docunent nlong
and attenpting to paln it off as appeal to the CC, the siznatoriec of thie locunent
nust be swmarily expelled fron the tarty & publicly denounced, apart frem whst
they ney have done since writinz the "eprcal®, This also applies to any other nem-
berc of the IC who supperted the "eppeal®™ to the CC, if any lid, Their expulsiom
rnust be an objoct lesson to a2ll the r, ranks, 28 to how en ezoistical defence of
refornist blunders & crimes inevitably leals 4, uttcr freaudulence % decocipt, to a
person becoainz an umnitigated bourgeois liar anl cheat & the worst eneuy of tho
working class & the Party. It rush also rouse all Flfs to vigilance & relentless=z
struggle against all such elenents s> that the Farty beccaes stronger & nore steel-
ed to carry out its rovolutionmary ~blijations to all workers and the t~iling nassa
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P.Be NOTE ON TAMIINAD

THE RISE OF TAMIINAD PARTY

Teft Congressism 1 eadinz Trade Uniion strugzles - left crities of the
Congress bourgeois leadership -~ the impli®mt@ons of this - .

Left Congressism was only an orientation to the masses - the working class =
but it was petty-bourgeois in apmroache It considered workinz class to be ons
of the classes - only a gection of the people and saw no qualitative difference
betwoeen tle working class and the rest - vacillating classes. It saw oppression
of all - exploitation but did mot see the special class posi tion of the various
gections in society. ;

What is really left-Comgressism - bourzeois ar petty~bourgeois radicallsm -
which under Indiam conditions meant wat?

Preaching and practising in a manner as if the entire people was homogeneous
unit against imperialism - failure to ses the role of the classes - the compro-
mising and treacherous rols of ths bourgecoigsie(b) the leadinz role of the
pmle}:ariat(c) the vacillatinz role of the othor classess

In words Left-Congressism meant trying to achieve Socialism, revolution,
liberation = without the workingz class, “ts leadinz role and its revolutionmary
principlese.

Its postulates were - activise the Congress - by which was meant the bourgzgqis
lecadarshipe Its independent role consisted only in actinz as a left critic of
the bourzeois leadership and not as the independent mobiliser and initiator of
anti-imperialist farces, basing {6l f on the wtking classs. It was a differancs
between more and 1less - the left were for more bourgeois radical action; the
Rizhts were for less action.

In the initlal perlod when the proletarint was just buildinz its muss organisgr
-tion, when it was just enterinz the political arsna - it was inevitable that
the Communists should apper as left erities - though their building of mags
organisation itsel f was an instruncmt t overcome this limitetion and start on
indepc ndent political activity of the working class.

The politics which ended on the ¢ve of Mcgrut Trial was practically the
politics of left-Conressmen talking Socialismand it ended with the building of
mass trade unions which zave tho Communists capacity to set-wekers in motion and
indepenlently - on economic as well as political issues.

Left-Conzgressism decked itsel? o®bh Im Soclalist colows{Conircss Socialist
Party) and Communist colours(¢rend inside Communis& Farty) - 'tlat ia why it
hecame very deceptives

In reality this rdle of left critic - as against independent class lead - was
the crux of the abjuration of proletariam hezemonye The role of left critic was
maintained even when the proletarian moveuant outgrew that stage - In Bombay
there was a forcible reversion to ite

It started in the name of popular approach - hence no talk -of prole tarian
hegemony - in the mms of mobilisation of the people - 1i{ meamt mobilisation in
the way that the bourgeoisie did -~ i.ce by their method, by their programms, by
reliance on wvacillating classes - press on them, appeal to them to be just to
wrkers, to take up revclutionary lina - thus pander ing to the non-class concepticn
of national struzzle.

In Bombay (XXX
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In Bombay, Left-C-ngressism was Ziven up and proletariat emtered into a
fight against the bourgenis political movement - in 1930. There were sectarian
mistakes in approach,s tc., but basically it was correct to expose and unmask.
The bourzgeoisie threw themselves azainst the mew force with all their full force
and resources, temporarily isolated the Communis ts from the working class
itself - yet Communist cadres were born and within a couple of years all lost
ground recoverede So quick was the recovery that Gandhi's meetinz:in 1931 could
be cap tured. -

Yet, the petty-bourgzeois Consressism detried this as sectarian and made it
a cardinal principle to repudiate this past, this formation ofprol etarian Party
- fourdation of Joshism. In this they primzarily based themsealves on the
vacillating class, petty-bourzeoisie, vhich was ema ted wi th the people.

In Bombay, however, the first cadres ware bom out of a direct clash with
the Conzress amd Royists - on CA, Soviets, Revelution, violence vs.non~violemce,
sal t satyazraha vse general strike,etcs These comroversies were often carried
in mass meetinzse This is called indepcmiemt mobilisation, as a class -
indeperdent ideology, platform, unmasking of bourgecis ideology and politicse

The triumph of Joshism inside the Party meant the triumph oft the pre-Mcerut
ideology - of a period when the working class lrd mot yet started .independently
moving, whean its economic struzzles were just being led by radical inteliéctuals
who cald not in reality think.of an alternative leadership to the Congress
bourzeois leadershipe

One of the basic factors in forzinz the early Communist cadres and steellng
them in the s truzzle aca inest Royism, Gandhism, was loyalty to the Communist
Internativnal, its- dscinling; ite pritssnsles of weanisation, its line, its
method of posinz problems an? attacking them; its world estimation in declding
the role of classes, parties, ideolozy and indivi duals in the country, loyalty
0 the Bovial Umion and judginz all parties, groups, individuals by. reference
to their attitude to the Soviet Union. ‘mk

Thus loyalty to Prol etarian Intermtionalism based on Marxism - loyalty to
Communist Int ernational as the acid test of Marxism were the basic conditionms
in forzinzg the first workinz class eadress

Without this the Party in Bombay would mnever have seen proletarian cgdres
and Bombay would mever mve gone out of the Left-Congress period.

In fact, inside the Bombay working class 1illusions about the Congress,
Left-Congressmen were strong and they could ‘be broken throush only by pursuing
independent proletariam policy - by playinz the vangwmrd role and not
sgccumbing to the mationalist illusions of the wdarkers.

This historical review is mcessary to understand the seurces and: nrigin
of reformism in Tamilnad. T ]

The report of Mutim and Sankar isyms doutt a god exdosition of what happened
in recent times. The nmseating tale of betrayal by the leadership, the cowardics,
~-vacilla on before the bourzeoisie, the open sycophancy of the upper.classes
- all masq eradinz as fizht acainst adventurism is clearly put. But in the
fimal analysis the report togzether with the supplementary note of Murugzan
only cxamines the policy of the TeNeP.C. On the basls of its attitude to partial
struxles and the policy chalked in respect of them fram time to tine. The
repeated reference to failure to lead this or that partial strugzle in a
revolutionary way, the fact that the cemtre of self-criticism lies in the
hanilinz of partial struzzles and practically nothinz else - in the first betrays
the low level of T.N. leadership = betrays the fact that this lsadership never
30t out of the bog of primary partizl struzzles, was mver able to train the
proletariat of Tamilnaed, ona of the most courazeous section of the Indian
proletariat, politically and take it out of the mire of bourgeois politicse

Wiﬂ’l Andhrea and eeee
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With Andhra and Telenwna on one side and Kerala on the other - enacting
heroism, entering civil-war, with TN nmletariat showing unpounl ed resources of
heroism. this tale of partial struzgzles is a museatinz comment .an. the betrayal
apd low level of the politics of Tamilnad leadership.

The T.Ny Secretariat menbers - Muthu , Shankar and llurugan are thus forced
to only talk of partial struzzles in their crijicismes They could not help it
for that is where their lead stood.

These comrades, thersfare, are not able to see dayond partial struggles -
only poss the question as be twesh struzsle and anti-strugzle - and fail ta see
the roots of reformism -~ the omi~zin and sourcs of reformism. They alsc talk
about left Comgress, ab juration of proletarian hezemony, failure t0 expose
bourzeoisie,etce but these words have no precise meaning. Murugan reduces it
to Trade Union fi ght azainst Congress lsaders, and the other two correctly
critiecise khim and make a correct Zeneralisation about bourgeoil ideology. But
nonstheless, they also fail to understand the real source of reformism,
oppor tunism and cowardice leading to gangs terism azainst the Cemtre und utter
intellectual and mopal dezeneracy as in the case of Razhu, ome of the CCMs

The leademship of Party units in different Provinces, almost in a1l
Provinces, lave m» dubt revealed refomism in practice but in all cases the
source and origin has mot been identical, The source ¥n? -rigin has to be fowmd
from the history of the growth of the movememt in the Province and the existing
stage of the movement. The erroneous idea that because the Party is thers, each
Province represents the same stage of the movenent, that Provincss differ from
sach other only from the fact that Bere the Party is weak and there it is strong
- mst he gl ven upe.

Wet then is the essence of the sithetion in Tamlmd so far as the leader-
ship of the Party is concerned « m far as the oonsoiousness of the pProevineiasl
leadership and the P.B. member who hitherto le& them is ecencormed - is that their
eonsciougness, end conception of Marxian, prele tarian struggle, proletarian
hezemony, partiel =ztrugzles - ars all pre=Mesruf com getions - conception of
radlcal Congressmen who mistake thei®w own bourggois radicalz.sm for Cemmunjsm and
Wmrxi sm,

In reality it means thelr ocutlook i3 anti-werxking cleass, antl-M.rxist - ane
which betrays the wrking class intoc t}3s lnds of the bourzeoisie = in short
‘there is imrdly anything to distinguish betwean -thal and J.Pe's Party.

This meana, the practice of ™ leadership is W repeatedly press bagk the
working ¢lass into %he old stage of mo politics, or pelitice subservient to the
bourzeclsle and becauwe econnmic 8truzzles develop in® clashes and lead
politicelly advanced consc musnass, sabotage and betray them - the role ot Social
Democracy all oyer the worlds: , . '

The batrayal becomes glaring all the more beomuge the fighting working class
of ™mjilnad whose herolsm kn~ws no bounds, and whosg espacity to fight agd nst all
0dds has forcihly transferred the centrs of proletariap fight and consciousnsss
from Bombay and Cawnpore $0 the South - =+w no lonzeh be compressed within the
treacherous framework of bourgeois politicus

The DNEC hitharte covered this growins contradiction between its bourgzeci ¢
reacherous politics and the advanced ocnnsciousmess of the proleterian masses by
;coling the ranks with pseudo-Marxist rz lysis, by asbusing the mame of the Party,

by exnloiting the trust of the proletarian masses in the Party with its past
traditions of fight and with its reputation for Msrxism. The INlsadership
explotted the world prestige of Communism and the leadership of the all-India

Party to betray the warkers and make them accept their: analysis and interpretation
o eventse

This stamdpoint in effect would have meant fight against working class
loadership = pushing it under boupgecis laa.dership.
Tne ™ cvoed
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TheTN left-Conzressism - the Party 1leadership precisely does this. ‘Having
Zathered the workers throuzh the elementary struziles which began there except
for Buckingham Mills,etce = more than 2 decade later than in Bombay - and
under conditions of ths zrowth of ths al l~Indfia Party - the TN party dared
not move forward because of the reformism inside the Party - could never break
tirouzh to build Mygxist prole tarian cadres, have independent mohilisa tion of

the workinz class f@gr polities and approach the mass of workers directly on
Sucialism.

That is vhy the TN'leadership lazs behind the consc iousness of the working
class - masses - the consciousncss of Party cadres - consciousness developed
M rectly out of trade union strugzsl es mixed with minimum political azitations
The workers see the capltalists and their azents Conzressmen in true colours
and hate thems The TN!leadership cri ticises them as sectarian, isdlationist;
the work ers loose all faith in the Copzress and with unerriag elass instinet
direct their attack , their mtred azainst the Conzress, its Ministry, Prakgsam
Ministry; they are demoralised and admonished by the TN:.leadership and by Joshi
- his spokesman Mohan. The wrkers havinz outgrown elementary strug:les, having
learitthe elementary lessons of organisation move forward to militant forms
of action - confident of the strenzth of their number and gzuided by an umerring
class-instinct vhich te}ls them that the enemy would attack flaercelye Their
heroic resistance which hreeks remession, fri shtems the chicken-hearted e tty-
bourgeocis leadership who, of cowse, s no pride in the class and they are
dubbed as adventurists, vanmardi sts.

The development of militant forms of action has got historic significance
not only in the context of zemeral development of workinz class strugsle; it has
special significance in India bhecause it was precisely militant forms of resistancse
that were awvwilded in the namg of orgmisation by the earlier C.mmunists - the
atep from elemcntsd outburst.to sPzand “tion was aften taken by cmasgeulsting
militant resistance and converting elemsmtal struzzles into peaceful struzzle.
This was surrendar to Gandhi's ron-violsncg, bourgsois pressure - the petty-bourgeas
leadership instinctively feelinz that if they are charzed with violence, workers
would be isclated, i«e they would be isolated from bourzeois opinion. '

der these circums tances, when the workinz class resorts to militant forms
in our oountry, it means it is throwinz overboard the last recamnts of its early
stage, ths lesadership of petty bourzeoisie and cominz into its own. But the TN
‘leadership prevented it from dinz so in the mme of the Party.,

That is why The Party lazs behind the masses - behind mags struzzle ond the
magses drag it into the s truzzles The S.I.R. strike was imphosed on the Party
and Union leadership by mon~Party militant, pro-Dravida Kazhagam workers - and not
really launched by the Farty. As in the case of all refommists, the organis ation
in the hands of Communis ts also becomes a dragz on strugzzle and is used for such
purpOse.

The Party continually lazs behind the masses - the untrained masses as yetw.

It is Ot a question of attitude am %actics on this or that struggzle but a
whole epoch of reformism, stage Of ef o e that ig refigoted in @ll thigs

Neturally, in the Toft Conprress outlook, the workinz class is not really
the revolutionary elass but a section of the poorer and down-trodden peopls,
hence its special rols, imyortance, is not secen amd acted up thouzh it is
prattled about. With the continuous lagginz bebdnd tho consciousness of the
workinz class the Party fails to met the ideological , political and
organisati~nal meds of the working class -~ which are expressed as formation
of the workers into a class - with its class Party, common consciousness of
its tasks and united in action for its historic mission.

The outlook ard policy pursued by the TN Party meant attempts to disintegrate
this sgrowing consciousness, disintesrate thc arowth of class outlook - all bocause
the pe tty-bourzeois Conzressmen who came at the 1s&d of the Party real ly did
‘not recognise the separate existence and role of the workingz class in the

liberation e-se
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liberati-n struzzle and the struzzle for Soeclalism.

With this outlnok, iniepencent class polities of the workinz class is not
developed = eclass politics which debunks bourgecis polities and bourgeois
ideologies is not th~ught mcessary - hasic Marxist outlook is mot broadeast
among the workers. All these are considered to be sectarion - and accuaint
with Marxist principles becomes the monopoly of petty bourzeois intellectuals.

The political agitation and awakeninz that is done amonz the workers is
precisely on issues on vhich the bowzedisie has moved. Rajkot,etec. and that
too 1s done as mere crities. The popular issues are supposed to be those taken
by the bourzeois leadership - thouzh it was true that such 1lssues had to be
tackled becauss they rouss popular intersest - but issues on which the
bourzeoisie surrendered, kept auiet, were mot unmasked before the warkers.

The popularisation of independentpolitical platform of the proletariat
was of course nnt done - for this meant exposure of Congress politiecse On the
other hani, all that appeared to be common - and it was not really common- was
stressed while fundamental differences on the outlook and platform were concealeds

The fashion of basinz oneself on Coniress platform, and Cocnmgress pledzes
was not a question of popwlar ap»roach , but a muestion of left-Conzress
polities as if thei¥ pledges could ever be fulfilled wi thout shattering the
faith in Conaress leacdershipe

It was fomzotten that the hizh-soundinz Conzress pledzes about abolition
of landlordiam/wcre the direct result of indgpenient popularisation of the
prole tarian platform and even then the.pled,ved were surrourned wi th reservations.
In the mme of mtiohal'discipliné, mn—violencq was accepbed instead of
combatinz it and thus surrender was completece

Under this outlock partial struzzles were not a link in the chain of the
revoluticnary struzzle, not the skirmishes in classebattles, but just means to
acquire influence with the workers, so that whenever the leaders thought of any
political action, tha masses should be ready at their comminde It was sheer
exploitation of the proletarigt, as the Coniress and Socialigts dic¢ for their own
purpose of election or influence: The Comminists only talked in the name of
revolution.

The tactics of partial struz3les were derived fraom this anti-revolutionary
corception = the cwmlwt of each struzzle was detgmined not by the class needs
of the proletariat, the needs of that struozl e tozether with the growth i n class
consciousness, diseinline, but by the meds of leadership - whether this or that
wmove would kesp the influence of leadarship in tact - and since there was
8ivenzemce between Party policy and the needs of the working olass, this
tnfluence meant reformmist influencea

Naturally, this 3id mt keep the influence but bezan t create disintezraliion
- recent ins tances - the epmearance was cm~ated that we were gaining bicause wa
were mos{ly capitalfg,lnm t he elementary strikas —and gas yet there was mo
ser ious rival trade union leac‘ershlm

Henee the leaderslnp talked biz :md acted betrayal. When the working class
- Or Section of workers were bezinninzg to move on any issue, they would
Immedi4 tely talk about zemeral strike,e tc.; whem the working class entered upon
aerinus prepsration for a strike after clash with Government, they were so
frightercd by ths initial battles that they called ¢ff the strike mnder one
pretext or anotler. Railway, ete.

They adopted all the weapons of hardemed reformsts to escape megs action.
They postponed Coimbatore textile strike in the name of Roi lway strike; and they
then sabotaged Railway strike.

It 1is not esse
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It is not necessary to 20 into details of every period - Pcc ylcts War -
Troduction,stec. The main heppeninzs have been detailed in Muthu's cnd Shunkar s
rapate

The hepponming since 1946 - ant after the Party Coniress - offer a direct link
with the past - and show that Laft Conzressism continued to the end = and was at
last revealed as zross betrayal.

Here we must distinmish between the Joshian conception of Lelt=Conzressism
and the correct conception. Joshi nftem clarged the andhra, TN and perhaps Benial
Commi ttees wi th Left Conzressism by which he msant sectarlanlsm. In =z controversy“
in 1947 ower the Socialist Party , Joshi justified attackiny the Socialist Party 8%
mre than Serdar Fatel by saying that Patel remresents the movement, JP only s
a trond bv which he meant a mrrow section. For him all Ieftis wers mers
sects not the first attempt of the mdical petty bourzecis 1w express discontent
azaimst t he bourgeoisie - and hence sectarian. Thus Left-Coldzressism meamt one
who ran ahead of mtional consciousness, too extreme, too radical. This is
fundamentally different from what we are statinz. Joshi's estimate was made
from the point of Sardar Patel.

This then is the essence of TN politics.

N-turally, the comrades who held such outloock could not bs anythin~ but alien
to the elemntary principle of Merxism - as 411 of them have beens

They were just petty hourzeois mdicals who came to the P'x'rty thinkinz it to
be a more radical Conzress Soc ialist Party. all their petty bourgzeois outlook,
prejudices,e tce were provyied by J0sh1 s refomist llne and they wer e gz33ed on.

: They came at'& time when inside the :’arty the large infIax of petty~bourzeois
elaments was locseni- the Alsciplined cutlook of the CoI. = at a tine when under
a wronz urmlerstanding of 7th Congress of the CI, Mirxism was beinz thrown
overboard, Soviet was _sinz kept in ths backzround, workinz class was being
iznored - or at a time vhen Marxian discipline 2and study were at a discount.

Therefore, they could mot develop ny understandinz of such basic conception
as period, epoch, crisis, tactics,etes in 211 of which they read their own
prejudicese They had m respect for Marxism - they regarded basic books-the most
sacred trust of the proletarisd-as mere @lctiomaries for rei‘erence to defegd their
narr v cutlook.

They had great contempt for the massess They never learnt’ from them. When
did arrogant petty bourgeois intdllectuals learn from the masses - unless Marxism
had enabled them to shed tleir arrogance? Their reviews, sel f-criticismge. by
devinus routes proved two thinzs - (1) Generally the masses were wronz and mot the
leadership; (2) if at all the leadership was wronz, it was hecause it over-estimated
the revolutionary consciousness of the masses = a smuz petty bourgeois
way of sayinz 'what could we do- these felloys do mot keep pace with us's

Because A all this, it was obviow uinge t"h’ey could nevar; fedl the need for
impleme nti nz the revolut ibmry principles of orzanigpdtion of the proletariat; nor
that they should be acouainted with thems Their Snly acquaintancs with
orzanisational principles was derived from the reformist Iiquidationist
conceptions propazated by Jushie As late as 9th March or so, Ramamur thi
attenpts to appear profound by using Joshi's liguidationis t formulation - leadsrs,
followers, massese By thus formulatinz the organisational situation at that
time, Joshi was atterptinz to liguidate the Party and callinz for the Party to
merze with the massese Joshi was pracisely asking us to zive up the vangurd ralee

Bankrupt in their organisational outlook, the TNlleadership import Coniress
conceptions in the Purty; and import msthods of petty-bourzeois zangsterism inside
the Party to maintain its policy of betrayal. It thinks of the Tarty leadership,
its centrdl apparatus in the same way as confirmed class anemies think - a gang
of crooks out to resort to amy means.

o R The class eses
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The c¢lass eneny of the proletariat describes merrilla fizhters in Telenzana
as bandits and dacoitse TheTN leadership considers the Central leadership to be
a 3an2 of crooks - & la Joshi. This is their pride in the Party. No doubt they
must have zlarified ths Party in their speeches,etce but all this is to be done
only in so far as thegy are the provincial leaderse. The moment they are face to
face with their own bankruptcy, mothinz of the Pty remains in thelr mind
except the idea that they lmve to defend themsel ves anyhow and save their own
skinse What does it miter what Mapnens to thc movement? What does it mtter if
the Party Comgress has been appreciably reviewed in the Bolshevik?

Thgy thamselves have now coneretaly unmasked their own failings without
reservation which has helped the situation in no small way.

Their own writings show that deep in their minds, they ad all the prejudices
and poisonons ideas gbout the Farty which the bourzecisie and other base slanderers
repeatedly PUBP into the minds of the unwary about the Party, about the USSR,s%c.
The Communiss zwrty is tased on dictatorial princioles - shouts the slanderex.
and our TN leaders echo it the moment they are called on t observe minimum
dscipling. Commmists are crafty people - say the slanderers. .nd our TN
comrades imagine that they will be kent in isdlation, they will be badzersqd,
thelr will-powsr will be shattered and confession will be extracted. Only the

druwz is lacking - otherwise the story is a full replica of anti-Soviet stories
~ Tuehachevsky trinl,etc.
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Then they themselves think of telliny lies to the Party and dezencrate into
chauvinism, etcs thoush one or the other -ulls wp, some conscience is still left.
»
All this dezeneracy is mot aceidental. “is the 1yzles, condl —Za of
refection of Mrxisr- the 3%l r v . < =22tion when petty-bourzeois
alements d not want to accept workin: class outlook but to betray it. They can
only degenerats into zanzsterism = open to themselves all the sluices of their
reformism mind. Y-u camnot fizht Communism except by adopting zangster methodse

IV 1s, therefore, mot a qestion of violation of the principle of Centralism.
It 13 utter repudiation of all principles and resart to zamgsterism

This bosides is not accidental. It shows the differemce between potty-
bourzeois slaments and the workinz classe Compare the loyalty of the wroletarian
elements of the Party with the repudiation of the Party by theses For We working -
class, the Party is the vital condition of its existence, the hope of its future
emancipa tion, the weapon of liberation. PFor the petty bourzeoisie it is a lwury
to be discarded as soon as it ceases to satisfy his ezo. The TN Secretariat had
the same ideas as those against thom Lenin thundered - in Ope Step Forward.

And their ideas and Jeshils 1deas are 1like two peas.

The TN Secretariat in their anti-Par.y policy attempted to disrupt the Pariy
tnd liquidate it as the all-India unifier and leader of the proletariat - the lask
gtep in their reformism. They wamtod to © what imperialisn and cepitalists, what
the Nehru Govemment, failed to achieve: ay wanted to go back on the lierole
strugsle wazed by the worva for “he i...  poary to fom a sinzle umica of
Trevolutiomw ies = the P4r.y = the vanrierd orf tha proletariat.

Thelpy conseistsness is mors backward than that of the Trade Union workers who
Pesist attack on the AITUC 2n sge¢ the necessity of the all-India orgamisatione

IY is mot mecessary to refer to their Iocument on Pecple's Democracys I have
elready discussed it with them« I will prepare a note on ite Its sssemce,howsver,
may be stated - they in a1l sericusmess want us to believe thet Aumust 15th was not

a betrayal of the rewlution but was Fobruary Rewolution. Servicing the bourzeocisie
eamnot 0 further »

These mis takes and crimes will mot end in TN with the corrective efforts of
these comradess There will be muy wmore in ™ who will manifest these same trends -
beoaus g Phg esee
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because the situation in TN represents the lng of a whole decade or more. Unless
this is wderstond ewven fine working class cadres mizht be vietims of these

vaci llations, this lazs The real s~urce is the laz - the fact that TN is

still in left-Conzress period; that because of this even ecxperience of workinz
class comrades is limited, and hemce they protest only occasicnally and not always
on ¢lem issuese Unless the laz is liaxidated consciously by changinz nractice,
traininz workers in Marxism-Leninism, pothin: canm be domes We must proceed

alonz these linese.

The PB belleves that all the three commdes have made honest attempts to
reunderstand their past and mercilessly uwmask their cwn failinzse They have
succeeded W the extent that théelr understanding went. The report of Muthu and
Shankar is a pod one in sc far as it deals with partial strugzles and Zeneral
fal linzs of the Party - its deviation on certain questions - thouzh it does
not 2o tc the root. It ean be used for explaininz receut happeninzs in
relation to railway strike, other strikes,stc. Also the additional facts
supplied by Muruzan about strikes may be utilised. The P3 does not hold to all
their zeneralisations.

Because of this honest effort, the TB believes that it is not mecessary to
take drastic action azainst these comrdess The PB censures them and
denounces their condwet. It holds that none of them can be put in a resgponsible
position inside the Province till such time as the PB is seatisficd about their
capacl ty to wield mew responsibilities. '
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