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SR VU

Proletarian Leadership and the
Democratic Movement

THE Political Resolution adopted by the Third Congress of our
Party put forward the slogan of a Government of Democratic
Unity as the key slogan in the present period, as the “objective
towards which all the struggles of, today have to lead.”

Explaining the manner in- which such a Gove:nment Would
come into existence, the Resolution stressed:

“It must be remembered that the slogan of a Government
of Democratic Unity is a slogan which demands the organisation
and unleashing of mass struggles on the widest scale. It will
be realised only in the course and jas the result of determined
struggle to defeat the economic and political policies of the
ruling classes and by repelling their attack on the standard of
life, rights and liberties of the people. Hence, the most import-
ant task today is to unfold such a movement on the basis of
the struggle for the immediate, concrete demands of the ‘wozrkers;
peasants students and other classes and sections. and build
powerful mass -organisations and stiengthen the Party. . The.
importance of the struggie for economic. demands Ied by mass
trade unions and kisan sabhas acquires far greater 1mpo “tanee
than ever before precisely because of the growing crisis. Itis
through these struggles, as the history of the last two years

" proves, that the strength will be generated and the unity forged
" which alone can be a guarantee of victory. Then only, even the

conflicts in the Congress can be utilised to the advantage of the
masses. Failure to see this will lead to the giving of abstract
slogans, diverting mass attention from immediate tasks, reliance
on top negotiations and manoeuvres and weakening of the mass.
movement,” C :

The Resolutlon formulated the general tasks of the Party
as follows:

“The three’inseparable tasks on the carrying out of which
will depend the success of the democratic movement are: the
building  of the Party, the building of the mass organisations
and the building of the Democratic Front. In the measure that
these. tasks are carried out in an integrated and co- ordmated
manner, the attempts of the Government and the ruling ‘classes
to shift the burdens of the erisis on to the people; will be defeated,
the mass movement will get strengthened grow and achleve
its aim.” , ‘




The correctness of these formulations has been poved by
the events of the last few months. It ig necessary now to con-
creise and amplify them further. The Party has to address
itgelf to this task.

EMOCRATIC FRONT — NOT AN INDEPENDENT TASK

For this, it is first of all necessary to understand clearly
what the basic task of the Party is. Tt may be argued tha“ this
has been done many s time before and that on this issue there
is a unified understanding inside the Party. Such, however, is
0ot the case. The fact is that even today there is widespread
confusion on this basic task itself. This can be seen from the
following formulation made in the Political Report presented by
a Provincial Committee of the Party at its Conference:

“This Party programme has given us the clear understand-
g that the building of the Democratic Front is the supreme
task before us.”

fuch a s'atement occurs in many of our reports and writings
and is generally considered by Party ranks to be a correct pre-
sentation of our key task. But, is this really so?

It is not. Such a presentation distorts the position of the
Party and ignores the key lesson which the history of the demo-
cratic movement in India brings out. That lesson is that it is
not enough to build the Democratic Front. It has to be built
for a particular purpose, and, therefore, has to be built in a
part'cular way. Unless that is done, the Democratic Front can
achieve very little.

It must not be forgotten that the National Congress also
strove to build, and succeeded in a great measuze in building,
a Democratic Front. India witnessed g progressive realisation
of national unity between 1919 and 1947. New areas were drawn
into the orbit of the movement; new classes entered the arena
of struggle; every successive wave of mass struggle for freedom
revealed that the national movement had become more broad-
mased and stronger than before. Despite all this, however, the
movement failed to attain its objective—sull freedom and demo-
cracy—and ended in an ignoble compromise.

This happened because the United Front built by the Con-
gress was a reformist United Front; the movement led by it
was a movement which, despite its mass character, remained, in
the main, on reformist rails Undoubtedly, events like those at
Chauri Chaura, Peshawar and Sholapur, the INA demonstrations
and the RIN uprising revealed the fighting capacities of the
masses and the revolutionary possibilities of the situation. But
at no time did these possibilities become realities in relation to
the movement as a whole.

[S¥]
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FEATURES OF THE BOURGEQIS-LED NATIONAL
MOVEMENT

As we all know, the reason for this lay in the class. charac’f.er
of the national leadership. The national bourgeoiae.ha.d }ts
confliet with imperialism and wanted to resolve that conflict 11'_1 its
own favour. It wanted to build national unitv—but of a particu-
lzr kind, national unity that would enable it to exert pressure on
Prit'sh imperialism and effect a compromise. It, therefore,
developed a specific type of mass movement and Whene‘{er the
movement threatened to go beyond that framework, it was
either called off or a brake was put on it. This, of course, is known
to all. But the fact that must be understocd is that the na-
tional bourgeoisie succeded in keeping the movement on refqr-
mist rails because the movement itself, under its leadership,
developed certain swpecific features.

What were those features? How did the fact that it was a
movement led by the national bourgeoisie express itself concre-
tely? :

yA dis“inguishing feature of the movement was that it ha
no clearlv-defined obiectives, no concrete programme. Words
like Swaraj, Purna Swaraj, Independence, were bandied about
but the'r concrete political content, especially the social and eco-
nomic changes that were needed, was not defined; there was
lack of clarity with regard fo what was to be attained and how;
bourgeois and feudal ideologies dominafed the political field;
and, while there was a widesvread awakening among the masses,
the agitation that was carried on by the leaders and cadres .of
the Congress was of an abstract nature and did not sufficiently
educate the masses and raise their political level. .

The se~ond dictinguishing feature of the movement was that,
while all classes, including the workers and peasants, jo'ned the
movement, *he classes from which the movement derived its
main strength were the petty bourgeoisie in the towns and upper
and middle strata of peasanis In the couniryside. It was not the
ac™vitv of the vast majority of the people—poor peasants ar}d
agricultural wo-kers in the countrys’de and of the worKers in
the towns—that constituted the most characteristic feature of
the movement, but the activity of the petty bourgeoisie.

The third characteristic feature was the actions in defence
of the immediate demands of the people did not become a part
of the mass political movement. While it is frue that dul:ing
periods of political upheaval and due fto the general radicalisa-
tion of the people, innumerable mass actions of the WO“kf&rs and
peasants took place and, on certaln occasions, as in U.P. in 1932,
“no rent” struggle and a struggle for reduction of rent were
advocated by Congress Committees, the geneval political struggle
for Purna Swaraj was kept strictly separate from the day-to-day
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economic’ struggles of the workers and peasants. ‘This prevented
the intertwining of the political and economic struggles and the
drawing-in. of the most oppressed classes into the mass
movement.

The fourth distinguishing feature of the movement was that
the dominant form of struggle was satyagraha and not militant
mass action—mass strikes of workers, mass struggles of the
peasants for land. The main forms which the political struggle
assumed were such acts as picketing, salt-manufacture, defiance
of bans, etc. On a number of occasions mass political strikes
of workers did take place and mass peasant struggles did break
out, but such mass actions were generally discouraged and at
no time did they become the main form of struggle.

The fifth distinguishing feature of the movement was that
popular organs of struggle did not emerge and the movement in
each locality was led by the so-called dictators—each dictator,
on his arrest, nominating his successor.

The sixth characteristic feature was reliance on spontaneity.
This expressed itself in an absence of any programme for
planned ‘extension and strengthening of the movement and for
raising it to higher levels. Tt also expressed itself in a failure
to take effective organisational and other measures to meet re-
pression. The result was that, throughout its history, the
national struggle retained the character of an elemental upsurge
and did not acquire enough strength to frustrate the plans of
the enemy. This was seen in 1932 and in 1942, when no
“settlement” was reached but the British Government success-
fully crushed the popular struggle by means of repression. -

The seventh characteristic feature was that the National
Congress, the leader of the movement, had a specific pattern of
work. Intensive activity during periods of mass upheavals, the
drawing of all its cadres and supporters into action during these
periods, but passivity and absence of day-to-day functioning at
other times. Also, the Congress developed a specific pattern of
organisation—a few leaders making all the decisions, absence of
of rank and file initiative, absence of active basic units.

Such were the most important specific features of the
national movement led by the Congress. All these features
followed directly from the class character of the national leader-
ship and prevented the national movement from becoming g
revolutionary movement of hundreds of millions of the Indian
people and foredoomed the movement to failure.

There is a tendency in our Party to pay insufficient attention
to the task of making a concrete study of the specific features
which the national movement under bourgeois leadership deve-
loped. That the bourgeoisie betrayed the national struggle is
obvicus to all. The betrayal, however, is generally understood
in an oversimplified way, as expressed in specific aets like the
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Bardoll retreat, the participation in the Round Table Confer-
ence, the acceptance of the Mountbatten Award. Sometimes, it
is asserted that but for these acts of betrayal the struggle might
have led to victory. This understanding is incorrect. The fact
is that such specific acts as the Bardoli retreat merely consum-
mated the process of betrayal;, the bourgeois character of the
leadership was seen not merely in the acts of betrayal but in the
character of the movement itself, as expressed in its specific
features.

Unless these features were discarded and new features
acquired, the movement could not have led to anything except
defeat or compromise. The final outcome of a struggle does not
depend merely on the subjective desire of the leaders of the
struggle; nor does it depend on militant forms of struggle alone,
It is wrong to think that the national movement did not attain
victory merely because it confined itself to satyagraha formi of
struggle. The features which the national movement acquired
under bourgeois leadership must be studied in their totality and
in their inter-relationship. If this is not done, wrong conclu-
sions may be drawn. For example, one might think, if one were
to focus attention on only one feature of the national movement,
that, if instead of satyagraha, militant forms of struggle had
been adopted, the enemy would have been defeated. It must
be realised, however, that such a conclusion would be wrong,
Mere militancy does not ensure victory for a movement, even
if it has mass backing and is launched when the enemy is in
a crisis.

This was seen in 1942, when the Congress leadership gave
the “Do or Die” slogan, when a number of militant actions took
place in the course of the struggle and when the movement was
not withdrawn as it had been in 1921. Despite all this, how-
ever, the movement, on the whole, retained the characteristic
features of a bourgeocis-led, reformist movement and could not,
therefore, defeat imperialism.

It is therefore obvious that what was needed in India was
not just a movement against imperialism, but a mass revolution-
ary movement. Hence the building of the Democratic Front in
the abstract could not be the task of the Communist Party.

FEATURES THAT A REVOLUTIONARY MOVEMENT
MUST HAVE

What then was the key task before the proletaria_t and the
Communist Party? This question was answered with eclassic
precision and lucidity by Comrade Stalin in his speech at the
University of the Toilers of the East in the following words:

“...It is a question of preparing the proletariat of such
colonies as India for the role of leader in the liberation move-
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ment, and of dislodging, step by step, the bourgeoisie from this
honourable positicn. Tne task is to create tne hegemony of the
proletariat wihin this bicc.”

What did this concretely mean? It meant that a mass revo-
lutionary movement for f.eedom and democracy had to be deve-
ioped. Such a movement would have had features different
from those acquired by the reformist mass movement led by the
bourgeoisie.

1. The masses of people, or at least a big section of them,
especially the working class and the toiling peasant.y, had to
be convinced that freedom meant not merely the removal of the
Bri.ish officers and the British army of occupation but also the
break.ng of the British stranglehold on our economy, the com-
plete anolition of feudalism and the establishment of a demo-
cratic state; that without this there would ke no real improve-
ment in their conditions. The political level of the masses had
to be raised and mass political educat.on imparted through
ideological-political work and intensive political agitation.

2. It was to be a united movement of various classes be-
cause the democratic front, above all, is a fron> of classes. All
anti-imperialist classes and strata of people, including the bour-
geoisie and petty bourgeoisie had to be drawn into the national
movement., Bub the movement had to deiive its ma.n strength
from, and base itself progressively on, the masses of the most
oppressed classes and strata—the workers and the peasants,
especially the poor peasents and agricultural workers. Further,
their activity was to be the most important characteristic fea-
ture of the movement.

3. Wh.le all democratic classes had to be united, the unity
of the working class anc the peasantry was to be the pivot of
the democratic front. This unity was to be built in action by
rallying each of these classes in support of the demands and
struggles of the other, by organisation of mass actions of wor-
kers in defence of the demands of peasants.

4 Political and economic struggles had to be developed
simuitaneously and the struggle for day-to-day demands of the
masses had to be made an integral part of the national struggle
for freedom. Only then, as the history of the Russian Revolution
of 1605 shows, could the broad masses have been drawn into the
movement., Mass actions of workers and peasants—mass strikes
of workers and mass peasant actions for land—had to become
the dominant form of struggle.

5. Organisations consisting of the most militant, most con-
scious, most seli-sacrificing elements from among the fighting
masses themselves had to e created for conducting the struggle.

8. Instead of ieliance on spon:aneity, the movement had to
be extended, in a planned way, into new areas and among new

8

classes and firmly led from stage to stage. Effective measures
had to be taken to fight repression and to carry on mass work
even under severest conditions of repression.

7. Organisations had to be built capable of sustained acti-
vity among the masses, constantly educating and organising
them, developing mass initiative.

Proletarian hegemony was needed precisely in order that
the movement could acquire these specific features and become,
in Lenin’s words, “a truly mass and ftruly revolutionary
movement”.

And the struggle to impart to the movement these specific
features was also the struggle for the establishment of proleta-
rian hegemony. Mass political strike was a major weapon for
the stiuggle.

This struggle itself could be conducted only by a strong
Communist Party rooted in the masses. The features which the
mass movement had to acquire in order to grow into a revolu-
tionary upsurge for power could not come automatically or as
the result of a spontaneous process of mass radicalisation.
Hence, the building of a mass Communist Party was the indis-
pensable condition for the g:owth of a revolutionary movement
and its victory. Such a Party could be built only by sharp ideo-
logical struggle against the bourgeoisie, by the inculcation
of socialist consciousness in the working class and advanced
masses and by a policy of bold recruitment into the Party of the
most conscious and militant elements from the masses. Also,
powerful mass organisations of workers and peasants were
essential for effective mobilisation of these classes.

The United Front with the bourgeoisie was necessary and
possible because the bourgeosie had its conflict with imperialism
and desired national unity. At the same time, this United Front
also involved struggle against the bourgeo'sie because the bour-
geoisie wanted to fight imperialism with a particular aim and
wanted a particular kind of na’ional unity which was not in
conformity with the interests of the vast majority of the people,
whose problems could be solved only by destruction of imperial-
jsm and feudalism. The struggle for hegemony had to be waged
within *he National Front. Concretely, it would have assumed
the form of struggle to di- est the national movement of its bour-
geois-reform st features and to give it popular revolutionary
features.

From this it should be clear that the development of a mass
revolutionary movement, the building of a powerful democratic
front and Communist Party and the establishmen’ of proleta-
rian hegemony inside this F.ont—these are not unrelated or
even separate tasks. They are different aspects of the same
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task—he development of 2 mass movement for full freedom
anc democracy.

WRONG IDEAS ABOUY THE DEMOCRATIC FRONT AND
PROLETARIAN HEGEMONY

It is precizely this which was not always understood by us.
Many a time the task of bullding the Democratic Front was
postulatad as an independent task, a task isola*ed from the task
of the establishment of proletarian hegemony. Many a time,
proietarian hegemony itself was presented in a vulgar and dis-
torted manner. This exprsssed itself some‘imes in glorifieation
of bourgeois leaders in the name of national unity and in the
putiing forward of such theories as “the Congress has to be
built as the United Front and the Communists must build the
United Front by acting as the best builders of the Congress”,
“Naticnal unily means Congress-League unity and the Commu-
nists have to aci as a btridge between the Congress and the
Leagne™. Also, at other times, proletarian hegemony was
accepted in words, but presented in a typically petty-bourgeois
manner, as basically a gquestion of “bold lead” and “militant
acticn” by the Parly and its cadres and not as a gquefsion of
practica!l leadership of the Party and its cadres for developing
a mazss movement of a specific kind, with specific features,

The most disastrous manifestation of these wrong ideas was
that insufficien’ attention was paid to the most important tasks
whose fulfilment is essential for the establishment of proleta-
rian hegemony: ideologica! struggle against the bourgeoisie;
building up of mass organisations of workers and peasants,
basing ourselves primarily on the most oppressed and exploited
st.ata; inculcation of political consciousness in the working class;
the building of a mass Cornmunist Party.

It should be noted that it was precisely in those areas where
mass organisations of workers and peasants were built up and
the movement acquired some of the features of a militant mass
movement under proletarian leadership that the democratic
movement today is strongest and was able to present an effec-
tive challenge to the Congress even during the last general
elections. On the other hand, in areas where the movement did
not scquire these features to any marked extent, the democratic
movement is weak today. In other words, to the extent the
Communist Party succeeded in developing a militant mass move-
ment and militant unity on the bas!s of the oppressed and ex-
ploited classes and built their organisa‘ions, to that extent it

succezded in strengthening the democratic front. Not merely

our shortcomings, but our achievements also, therefore, teach
what kind of unity has tc be forged and how.

Has th's question, the cuestion of the Democratic Front and
its relation fo prolefarian hegemony, any great significance
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today? Yes, it has. Its significance today is no less than if
was kefore, because the key task of the democratic movement,
as formulated by Stalin, has yot to be realised, Many of the
weaknesses which characterised the popular movement in the
pas still persist. The movement of today, though it is
directed against the Congress Gove nments, retains many of
the characteristic features which the national movement under
Congress leadership acquired. It has not yet assumed the
the character of a mass revolutionary movement.

The tendency of looking upon the building of the demo-
cratic front as an independent task, a task to which everyth ng
else must be subordinated, is still widespread in our Party and
expresses itself again and again. This is seen not merely in
the emphasis laid on top negotiations and on such slogans as
“Left Unity”, it is also, and above all, seen in the tendency to
forget that the Front that has to be built is a Front different
from what the National Congress built, that this difference has
{0 express itself not merely in revolutionary phraseclogy, nor
even in that it has tc be a “front of struggle”. It must
e remembered that the Congress alsc built & Front of siruggle.
The difference between thzs F._ont built by the Congress and
the Front that has to ke built now lles in the concrete features
that the mass movement has acquired toeday. These are
features in relation to its objective, clari'y among the masses
—especially amceng the working class and advanced sections
about that objective—and their level of consciousness; the
classes from whom the movement derives its main s'rength
and whose action is the most character stic aspect of the move-
ment; the extent of inter-linking of political and economic
struggles; the forms of mass actions and the organs created
in the course of and for the conducting of mass struggles.

If all these features do not develop, the movement of today
too will not attain its objective and will end in defeat and
betrayal. Moreover, these features will not develop auto-
matically, merely because the Left or even the Communist
Party is the main opposition to the Congress and is leading
these struggles. It must be realised that a mass movement
led by the Left or even by the Commun'sts can be basically
of the same type as the movement led by the Congress—a
mass reformist movement drawing its main strength from
the petty-bourgeoisie. And such a movement, despife all the
revolu‘ionary “aims” of its leaders, will inevitably lead to the
same results—Dbetrayal and defeat. .

Hence, the revolutionary features which have been pointed
out earlier will have tc be consciously imparted to the mass
movement, to the spon’aneously-growing popular upsurge. To
the extent that this is done, to that extent will unity be
realised, the Democratic Front built, and to that extent also
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will proletarian hegemony be established. This, it must be
emphasised, is the indispensable condition for victory over
reaction. This, therefore. is the key task before the Communist
Party.

it should not be concluded from this that the Democratic
Front will be built automatically if the Commun’st Party
strives to develop a mass revolutionary movement on the basis
of its own strength. The development. of such a movement is
itseif a process. All the specific features which such a move-
ment must have cannot be acquired at one stroke or merely
because of our desire. They can be acquired only gradually,
through the growing experience of the masses, through the
remoulding of their consciousness, through the strengthening
of their organisations. This involves building of unity in
action, on the basis of the existing consciousness of the people
and their existng strength.

As the Political Resolution adopted by the. Third Party
Congress points out:

“The Democratic Front is the united front of all classes
and elements whose inte:ests can effectively be furthered only
by the elimination of imperialism and feudal'sm. It can be
‘built only by developing the broadest mass movement on the
basis of struggles for immediate economic and political issues
confronting the people. It is obvious that, at a t:me when the
the masses are under the influence of different political parties,
when even the working class is split, united front agreements
between parties and organisations regarding demands and
slogans of struggles on each issue are powerful factors in
draw ng people into common action. Such united fronts help
in bringing even masses following the Congress into common
s ruggles. Hence it is necessary for the Communist Party to
continue and intensify its efforts for such agreements on each
issue. At the same time, it should be remembered that the
growth of the United Front depends, above all, on the inde-
pendent role of the Party in uniting and mobilising the working
class and the working people.

“Experience has also shown that the formation of united
commitiees for the specific purpose of conducting of such
united struggles, as was fo-med for example to conduct the
struggle in Calcutta against increase in tramfare, committees
whose constituents are the various parties, organisations and
elements, and where decisions are taken by common consent,
help the strengthening and further unfolding of the mass
movement. It also helps the building and growth of united
mass organisations of workers, peasants and others. It is this
coming together from issue to issue and jointly leading the
mass struggles and the working in common mass organisations
that wlil create conditions for a closer united front.
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“Further, united front does not mean merely the united
front of the Communist Party and Left parties but, above ali,
united front of the masses, including masses still under the
influence "of the Congress. Hence the development of the
united front movement demands the drawing into struggles and
common activity of the large mass of Congressmen, Praja-
Socialists and progressive individuals. The tendency to look
upon all Congressmen and all PSP members as reactionary
because of the reactionary policy of the Cong:ess leadership
and disruptive policy of the PSP leadership must be com-
bated. With the growth of the crisis, with the growth of mass
struggles and growing disillusionment of the masses about the
policies of the Congress and PSP leaderships, possibilities
alieady exist for drawing disillusioned Congressmen and PSP
followers into struggles and common activity and these possi-
bilities will develop in future.”

At ther same time, it is ‘necessary to realise that even a
united mass movement—even a united mass movement under
the leadership of the Left and the Communist Party—will
remain weak and at a low level if it does not acquire the
characte:istic features of a mass revolutionary struggle for
power. And these features will have to be consciously im-
parted.

It is in the light of this understanding that the Party has
to evaluate the movement that has grown today in various
parls of the country and examine its specific features. It is in
the light of this understanding that the party has to decide
what specfic tasks have to be undertaken to strengthen and
extend the mass movement.

UNITY OF OPPOSITION PARTIES NOT ENOUGH
FOR DEFEATING REACTION

When, in 1952, the General Elections revealed g, heavy decline
in the influence of the Congress, there were many who tended
to draw over-simplified conclusions. It wag argued that if the
“splitting of democratic votes” could be avoided in future elec-
tions, victory over the Congress and the establishment of a
democratic government by purely constitutional means would
inevitably follow. The obvicus assumption was that, except for
the supporters of such parties as Jana Sangh and Hindu Sabha,
all those who voted against the Congress were potential suppor-
ters of the Left. Hence, if the Left Parties united, all those
masses would rally under their banner.

Facts have shown that this utterly reformist understanding
had no basis in reality. Facts have shown that the method of
“analysing” election figures by merely adding up the anti-Con-
gress votes is totally wrong. Facts have shown that something
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more is needed besides mere “unity of the Left” to crack the
mass base of the Congress and win over the majority of the
people. Above all, facts have shown that only the de ermined
resistance of the people and mass unity in action can defend
the democratic rights and liberties of the people and preserve
democra’ic forms.

it was in the S*ate of Travancore-Cochin that the Congress
suffered its biggest reverses in the General Elections cf 1852,
securing only 44 out of 107 seats and 36 per cent of the votes.
Economic distress has assumed an acute form in this State dur-
ing the last two years. In the recen% elections, the Communist
Party, the RS.P.. the K.8.P., and the P.S.P. jointly opposed
the Congress. But despite all this, the Congress secured 45% of
the votes—9% more than du:ing the General Elections held twc
years ago. The Travancore-Tamilnad Congress Party, another
right-wing Party, polled 6% of the votes.

This happened because, on the whole, the Congress suc-
ceeded in retaining its mass base; further, the disappearance of
the right-wing par‘les—Cochin Party and Republican Party—
the absence of many Independents and the support given by the
Catholic Church resulted in consolidation of reaction under the
Congress banner (except in the Tamil areas where the TTNC
defeated both the Congress and the Left Parties). In the elec-
tions in PEPSU also the Congress improved its position by
enlisting the support of a large number of princes and landlords.

It is evident therefore that even for electoral victory the
main thing is not agreement between opposition parties. Such
agreements are necessary and useful. They will have to be made
again and again. But they can never be the main weapon for
dislodging the Congress from power. Whatever course events
may take and whatever form the struggles for power may
assume from stage to stage, the main weapon will always have
to be unity of masses in action, getting consolidated and growing
intc a mass revolutionary movement under the leadersh’p of
the working class and its Party. This weapon alone can shatter
the mass base of the Congress and bring about a change in the
correlation of the forces. It alone can make even electoral
agreement on a correct basis possible and effective.

The biggest victories over the Congress were achieved during
the last elections precisely where this weapon had been wielded
by the Party over a long period—where mass s‘ruggles were
fought and mass organisations built. Unity of Left parties and
elements can defeat the Ccngress only if unity of action is deve-
loped now to defend the immediate interests of the masses.

It may of course hapren that a reactionary or reformist
“opposition” Party, by cleverly utilising the anti-Congress sen‘i-
ment of the people gains ground at the cost of the Congress.
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Such a development however will neither be “a step forward”,
nor a “lesser evil” because such a Party, even if i% talks of
Socialism, as the Praja-Socialist Party does, will in reality be
nothing more than another instrument of the ruling classes—
their second line of defence. The victory of such a party will
mean a set-back for the popular movement, the sowing of new
iliusions among the masses, a step towards new betrayals.

Hence, the task facing the democratic masses is not merely
to isolate the Congress and remove it from power. It is also to
enisure that reactionary or opportunist parties—parties repre-
senting the same ruling classes as today—do no® supplant the
Congress. The task is to bring into existence a democratic gov-
ernment, a government representing a new class alliance, com-
ing into existence as the result of a powerful mass movement,
acting as the instrument of the masses in the struggle for human
conditions of life and urgently needed reforms.

THE NEW FACTOR IN INDIAN POLITICS

It is fully possible to realise this objective. The possibility
arises not only because of the objective situation in the country
and the growing awakening and militancy among the masses,
but also and above all, because of the position which the Com-
munist Party has acquired and is acquiring in our national
politics. )

It is sometimes asserted that the most important thing that
has happened in India since 1947 is that the Congress has lost
the backing of the majority of our people. This assertion is in-
correct. The most important things that have haprened are the
leftward swing among the masses and, above all, the fact that
the main challenge to the Congress today comes not from another
bourgeois or landlord party, not from a petty-bourgeois party,
but from the Party of the working class, the Communist Party..
It is precisely this that is the new factor in Indian politics. And,
it is this that creates greater possibilities than ever before for
leading the democratic movement along the correct path.

At the same time it must not be forgotten that the position
which the Communist Party has won is by no means an unchal-
lenged position. Not only is the Congress still, by far, the
strongest single force in the country but in vast areas the posi-
tion of the Praja-Socialist Party and even of parties of com-
munal reaction is stronger than that of the Communist Party.
Further, as already explained, even a movement under the lead-
ership of the Communist Party may retain the features of a
reformist mass movement. Hence in order that the possibility of
leading the masses along the correct path may become a reality,
it is essential that the significance of the new factor in Indian
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poiitics is constantly kepi in mind, opportunist and liquidationist
concepts of democratic front are abandoned, the independence
of the Party is maintained at ali costs and its mass position
contnually strengthened For this, we have to draw correct
lessons from our own history.

Because of the very serious mistakes which the Communist

Party of India has committed on several occasions, mistakes
which have been frankly admitted by us, there has grown a ten-
dency on the part of many, including some who claim to be
frlends of the Party, to belittle its achievements. These persons
often talk as though the history of the Communist Party of
India has only been a history of deviations, as though the Party
has very few achievemen®s to its credit, and, whatever position
it has won, has been due, almost solely, to such factors as achi-
evements of the USSR and the victory of the People’s Democratic
Revolubion in China. Sometimes such a view is expressed openly
and paraded as an example of “internationalism”. The reality,
of course, is quite different.

The shining example of the USSR where a new society is
being built and the mighty advance of the Revolution in China
are undoubtedly most precious assets for Communist Parties
in all eountries and a powerful weapon to educate the masses.
They are factors of world revolutionary significance and have
greatly contributed to the radicalisation of masses in-our country
also. At the same time, history teaches that the position which
the Communist Party in each country acquires depends, in the
ultimate analysis, on its own work—the effectiveness of its
agitation and propaganda and the manner in which it uses the
na*ionsal and international developments (including the achieve-
ments of the USSR and China) for heightening the consciousness
of ils own masses; on the correctness of its slogans and tactics,
the manner in which it serves the cause of the exploited people
and leads them in their battles in each area. This is the case in
India also. Were it not so, were the developments in the inter-
national arena the sole, or even main reason for our growth,
there would not have been the present unevenness of develop-~
ment of the Communist movement in our own country, an
unevenness strikingly demonstrated in the results of the last
General Elections and the subsequent events.

It is obvious, therefore, that something more than “externsl
factors” are responsible for the growth of the Communist Parly
in our country.

It should be remembered that at a time when all other ele-
menis in the country, Including the Left parties that now
claim to be Marxist, locked upon the national movement as
merely a struggle betweer the Indian people and the British
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masters, the Communist Party was the only party that showed
that our movement for freedom was an integral part of the
world-wide battle of the working class against the domination of
capital, for socialism, for the abolition of all exploitation. At a
time when petty-bourgeois Left parties and groups were either
uncritically following the Congress leadership or merely criticising
it, in words, for not being sufficiently bold and militant, the Com-
munist Party was the only party that strove to expose the class
character of this leadership, warn against its t:eacherous role
and emphasise the need for proletarian leadership. At a time
when even those who called themselves Lefts indulged in
academic debates about the character and content of Purng
Swaraj, the Communist Party stressed the importance of mak-
ing the struggle for economic demands of the masses a part of
the democratic movement and of building mass class organi-
sations. The Communist Party, despite heavy odds and despite
the many serious mistakes it committed, strove to implement
these principles. And if today the Party has become the main
opposition Party in the country, that is because of its concrete
work in these respects and its leadership of the masses in action.

At the same time, it must be admitted that the Communist
Party of India did not succeed in the most important task—the
dislodging of the bourgeoisie from the leadership of the national
movement and establishing proletarian hegemony. This is the
task that has to be carried out with the utmost rapidity now.
The Pérty is in a better position than ever to achieve this.

NEED FOR SUSTAINED ACTIVITY

As already explained, this demands the development of a
mass revolutionary movement which draws its main strength
from the basic 'masses—the working class and the toiling
peasants.

Such a movement can be built only on the basis of sustained
mass activity. Without this it is futile to talk of advancing the
revolution, of establishing proletarian leadership, of building
the Democratic Front. It is the united front of classes, parties,
groups and individuals growing, taking shape and consolidating
in the course of mass activity—struggles for immedia*e demands
as well as other forms of activity; it is this united front that
will develop into the fighting Democratic Front capable of repla-
cing the present Government by a Government of Demoecratic
Unity.

It has been amply demonstrated by the events of the last
two years that our old pattern of work—(1) general political
agitation from the Press, platform and legislature, (2) running
mass campaigns from time to time during which alone the whole
Party is activised and (3) leading of or participation in partial
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struggles as they break out—this pattern is not adequa‘e. The
extent to which the mass movement could be revived and
strengthened on this basis is severely limied. And that 1I'mit
has either already been reached or is being reached in most pro-
vinces.

During the last two years innumerable struggles have been
waged in all parts of the country for the immediate demands of
the people. Many of {hese struggles have been fought unitedly.
Many of them have won partial successes also. In fact, at no
t.me since 1947 have there been so many struggles and at no
time have so many successes been achieved. The reasons have
been dealt with in the Political Resclution adopred by the Third
Congress of the Party and it is not necessary to narrate them
here.

More such struggles will break out in future and they will
create even greater opportunities for he‘ghtening the confidence
of the people and building their unity in action. The latest
example was the West Bengal Teachers’ S'rike which, supported
by all parties and groups in the State, grew into a united
mass movement and wrested important concessions from the
Government.

IMPORTANCE OF ECONOMIC STRUGGLES

Nothing would be more harmful than the tendency to under-
estimate the significance and importance of these struggles for
immediate demands. Such a2 tendency undoubtedly exists in our
Party and needs to be vigorously combated. There are comrades
who think that the emphasis on the struggle for immediate de-
mands, the emphasis on the securing of such demands, is a
variety of “economism”. This tendency is especially strong in
many of the new areas where the Party has extended its work in
recent years, areas where the working-class movement has been
either weak or non-existent, areas where the tradition of dog-
gedly-fought class struggles for partial demands has yet fo be
crea’ed. Evidently, many comrades have not understood the
significance of Lenin’s words in connection with the Revolution
of 1905:

“The broad masses of the exploited could not possibly have
been drawn into the revolutionary movement had not these
masses seen how the wage workers in different branches of in-
dusry compelled the capitalists to grant a direct and immediate
improvement in their working conditions.”

And further,

“... only the economic struggle, only a struggle for an
immediate, direct improvement of their conditions can rouse the
most backward strata of the exploited masses, give them real
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education and transform them--in a revolutionary epoch-—in
the course of a few months into an army of political fighters.”

A fact which must be noted in this connection is that despite
the growing burdens on the peasaniry and the sharp deterio-
ration in their condition, the peasant movement is s*ill at an
extremely low level in most areas, and mass actions of the
peasantry have yet to take place on a big scale. An important
reason for this was the absence of unified understanding in our
Party and among peasant leaders on many vital issues of the
movement. This has been remedied to a great extent by the
decisions of the last meeting of the Central Committee (April
1954) which has formulated immediate sdl_gans and tactics for
the peasant movement.

The organisa*ion. and development of peasant struggles is
thus a most important task facing the Party. At the
same time, i% must be realised that this alone is not enough to
overcome the weakness of the popular movement. For, it may
well happen that our work in the rural areas also becomes noth-
ing more than a further extension of our existing pattern of
werk into the countryside. This certainly will not alter the basic
character of the present upsurge, nor enable us to build a grow-
ing and extendng mass movement rising in a crescendo and
acquiring greater and greater striking power.

In other words, struggles for the immediate demands of
workers, peasan‘s and other classes and secfions remain the
most important task of the Party. But that is not enough.
These struggles themselves are to be conducted as part of
planned, systematic, sustained mass activity on all the three
fronts of class struggle—economic, political and ideological.
Secondly, the Party itself has to be organised in such a way that
it can conduct such activity most effectively and so that
thousands of cadres get trained in the shortest possible period.

STAGNATION IN THE MIDST OF ACTIVITY

What are the specific weaknesses which such sustained
mass activity has to overcome?

A characteristic feature of the situation today is that a
certain amount of stereotypedness is visible in all parts of the
country despite the big struggles that have taken and are taking
place. During the last two years big struggles and campaigns
took place in many parts of the country. Many of them drew in
lakhs of reople and achieved success. Yet after each struggle,
even successful struggles and campaigns, the organised strength
of the Party, of the mass organisations, and therefore, the
effect’ve strength of the democratic front—measured in terms
of Party membership and new Party units, circulation of our
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newspapers and sale of literature, stabilisation and increase of
Party funds, securing of new contacts and sympathisers, increase
of membership and increase in the number of basic units of
mass organisations, activisation of non-Party progressive ele-
ments in mass organisations, even activisation of Party sympa-
thisers and members—all these did not register a correspondingly
appreciable advance.

But, without the strengthening of the Party, of the mass
organisations and of the democratic front, the mass movement
cannot advance beyond a certain stage. This stage was soon
reached in several States as was sharply revealed in the
faet that in respect of areas and masses moved and forms of
struggle adopted, each struggle tended to become a replica of
earlier struggles. Thus there has developed, in these states, a
peculiar kind of stagnation in the midst of intense activity.
Many struggles are conducted — strikes, demonstrations etc.—
the Party unit and many comrades are active; yet the movement
as a whole is not going forward as powerfully as it should.

When such a situation arises, inevitably two tendencies
develop. One, the tendency of smugness and complacency, a
tendency that would drag the Party into the rut of reformism.
Another, the tendency of impatience and frustration, a tendency
that advocates militant forms of struggle as the sole recipe by
which the stagnation is to be broken and the movement raised
to higher levels.

Both these tendencies have already expressed themselves
in certain areas. They have to be combated.

For this, what must be understood above all is that without
the strengthening of consciousness and organisation—which
have become the most decisive political factors in the present
situation—the stagnation cannot be ended. Complacency
would corrode the Party and sap its morale. Attempts to dis-
cover shortcuts would lead to adventurism. )

Advance has to be made therefore through the raising of
the consciousness of the masses and the strengthening of their
organisations. This is precisely what sustained mass activity
has to achieve.

THE KIND OF WORK THAT IS NEEDED

What is meant by the organisation of systematic, sustained
mass activity? How is it different from what is being done today?

Such activity includes:

1) Agitation and Propaganda among the masses with a
view to educate them on international and national issues, re-

move their doubts with regard to Party policy and Party
slogans, answer the crificism which is current so that people
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are not merely roused against the Congress but won over for our
Party and its policy. Also agitation to focus attention on con-
crete issues in each area with a view to mobilise mass opinion
and organise mass action on these issues.

A characteristic feature of our agitation (whether in
speeches or writings) today is that it is of an extremely general
and diffused nature. Our speakers seldom prepare their speeches
beforehand. They are not sufficiently concrete either in their
exposures of the Government or in relation to specific issues
which agitate the people in each area and on which mobilisation
is possible.

A second feature of our agitation is that it is marked by
repetitiveness and slogan-mongering. It does not generally
educate the people, tell them anything they do not already know.

A third feature of our agitation is that it does not pose
questions which rise in the mind of the people about the Party
and its policies, about the Government and its measures and
answer them in a convincing manner. It is quite often for-
gotten that people will get drawn towards us, not by the
vehemence of our denunciation of the Government but by the
effectiveness—which is not the same thing as vehemence—of our
exposure and, above all, through conviction about the correct-
ness of our policies. This is particularly true of the vast number
of politically-minded people who followed the Congress or other
parties in the past and are getting critical of them.

A fourth feature is that our agitation is carried on almost
exclusively through the press, through speeches on the platform
and legislature. It must be noted that the Thesis on Organi-
sation adopted by the Third Congress of the Communist Inter-
national in the Section on Propaganda and Agitation, when dis-
cussing the question of “forms of propaganda” placed “individual
verbal propaganda” in the first place. It emphasised that this
is a job not only of “the professional propagandists and agitators,
but alsc all other Party members”. It is a bourgeois concept
that agitation is carried on only by leaders at mass meetings
and that the rank and file content themselves only with arrang-
ing such meetings.

2) Organisation of mass action on immediate demands
of the people, preparing for the conducting of these actions in.
such a way that they acquire a popular democra‘ic character.

3) Undertaking of multiple forms of activities—cultural,
educational, relief, sports—through which the Party and mass
crganisations can forge links with the peobple.

4) TUsing of Legislatures, District Boards and Municipali‘ies
not merely to expose the Congress, but also in order to serve
the masses, secure them concessions and relief. Periodic publi-
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cetion of pamphlets expiaining the work done by Communists
in Legislatures.

53  Conducting of Pa 'ty journals in such a way as to educate
the magses, answer thel: doubts, consolidate and extend work.
Organisation of circles of readers in each area fto send comi-
ments, criticism and suggestions. Organisation of sending of
reports by correspondents. Sauad sale of newspapers by Party
anits in ail areas. Collecticn of funds for newspapers, enrolment
of subscribers by house-to-house canvassing.

&) Undertaking of sale of literature as a serious polifical
task for all Party units.

7) Finally and above all, as the focal point towards which
211 the activities are themselves directed—the building up of
the Party and of mass organisations, especially trade unions and
kisan sabhas, with specizal emphasis on primary units—in facto-
ries, streets and villages. The running of T. U. and Kisan Sabha
Schools, especially to train functionaries of their lower units.

It cannot be denied that many comrades unde-es'imate
the importance of work In mass organisations. This can be seen
inn the fact that despite the clear direction given in the Party
Constitution that a Party member must be, unless exemp’ed, a
member of a mass organisation, a Very large percentage of Party
membership consists of those who have nothing to do with any
mass organisation and sre doing “general political work” or are
working on “fronts” which exist only on paper.

It is only through the organisation of such all-round sus-
tained mass activity and in the process of building organisations
—organisations of workers, peasants, students, you‘h, women
that the present upsurge can be consolidated and made
the basis of further advance. It is only thus that working-class
unity can be forged in action and decisive steps taken to bring
ahout firm organisational unity. It is only through this that
the Party can gauge is sirength, know exactly how big a section
it can firmly rely upon and plan its work on the basis of a
correct assessment of the correlation of forces. It is only
through the undertaking of such mass work that the entire
Party can be activised, the actual capacity of comrades tested
and suitable work found for each. Tinally, and above all, it is
through the undertaking of such activity that the weakness of
Party organisation itself cam be overcome, because the most
effective way to train cadres, to educate them, is precisely to
draw them into day-to-day activity of mass organisations, which
must include, together with struggles for demands, aetivity in
diverse spheres—education, sports, relief, co-operatives, cultural
work, ete.

The tens of thousands of people from all classes and strata
whe are getting drawn towards the Party today can be trained
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and assimilated only in the course of such work and their worth
teste_d. Without this they can never become cadres of the Com-
munist Parly. Without this, they will remain only “contacts”
and& “sympathisers”, conducting “general political agitation” in
per}OSis qf elections, etc. The o:ientation towards sustained mass
ac‘;iIVIt.;l in general and building of mass organisations in par:i-
;113: is, therefore, the key oriemtation needed in our practi(;al

ON MAKING THE WORKING CLASS CONSCIOUS OF ITS ROLE

The immense importance of economic strugggles has already
b]een stressed. Tl'_n'ough this alone can the unity of the working
class be forged in ac‘ion. Significant united actions have al-
ready taken place in many areas, actions which won the support
of_ the broad democratic masses, helped to he!ghten their con-
sczousnfss and mil'tancy and strengthened popular unit-_y

) But such actions by themselves will not lead to the'esta-
blishment of working-class leadership nor qualitatively change
the present situation. A far higher degree of coﬁsciousness gs
ne.eded than what prevails today in the working class — a cor;
sci.ousnesg tk}at expresses i*self in mass political action on broaé
democratic 1s;sues' affecting the entire people, especially the
tp:ifa;rfgyéhA? a time when the country is seething with discon-
x 5 e .1dea of §truggle for the establishment of a popular
.overnment is maturing in the mind of the people—at such a
time mass political action by the working class can be the ;nost
powerful weapon to give form and direction to the mass senti-

ment, rally the people round the worki
, ¥ orking cl ¢ is
level of the whole movement. & o and‘ralse the

COnly a co_nscious working class can become the leader of the
peqple. In thlS. con{aection, the well-known words of Lenin in the
article Reformism in the Russian Secial-Demgocratic M_ovement

should always be kept in mind i
the mormin e 39) i and made the basis of work in

“This being the situation, the tasks o i
?ﬁly and unmistakably obvious. As the onlj cfgr?sigi:rlﬁ;rlrizoﬁe
t;osiresig eilliis igftﬁgnstterngpolran; sgciety, it must be the leader
1 ggle o ew .
derpocratic ‘revolution, in the strugglehgéealljle(t):gl.: tfc?irl.e?s C:H;plete
plo.ted agalnst the oppressors and exploiters. Th—e prolreltaliz;.
LS revolutionary only in so far as it is conscious of this idea of

egen.mny and acts upto it. The proletarian who has be
conscious of this task is a slave who has risen against sl vory.
The proletarian who is not conscious of the id‘ea that hisavlery.
must be the hegemon, or who rencunces this idea, is a sla ¢ 2;158
does not realise his slavish condition; at best he’is a sla;\/,ee lehg
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fights to improve his condi“ion as a slave, but not for the over-
throw of the slavery.” (Marx-Engels-Marxism, p. 304.)

PARTY EDUCATION AND IDEOLOGICAL STRUGGLE

The task of Party Educatien, as all comrades recognise, has
acquired great importance today. It has to be carried out in the
contex’ of this key task—the organisation of sustained mass
activity. The immediate main purpose of education today should
be to facilitate the undertaking of such mass activity. It should
be evident, therefore, that the task of Party education cannot be

carried out if the leading committees merely appoint “Education ]

Sub-Committees” or enirust the work to comrades who, what-
ever other qualities they may have, have little experience in or-
ganis'ng the Party and mass organisations. In order to be
effective, education has to be organised directly by the leading
Committees. It has tc be conducted and guided by the Party
leaders and mass leaders. Education should also include educa-
tion in running mass organisations, agitation on current issues,
now to collect grievances and formulate demands, knowledge of
elementary trade union rights, etc.

Further, the object of education should also be

— To wipe out illiteracy among Party members, sympa-
thisers and militants, impart elementary general knowledge to
all Party members about history, geography, science and about
the na‘ional and international situation so that they may follow
newspaper reports. (At present a large number of Party members,
sympathisers, especially those belonging to the working
class and peasan‘ry, are illiterate and many semi-literate, unable
to follow even reports in newspapers.)

— To impart to ali comrades a correct understanding of the
Pa 'ty I'ne as evolved at the Third Party Congress at Madurai
with special explanation of such issues as: significance of the
struggle for peace in our counfry; Pak-U.S. Pact and the strug-
gle against it; the basic struggle in India—why it is directed
against British imperialism and feudalism; features of the eco-
nemic crisis and the Government’s Five-Year Plan; the agrarian
set-up, Congress Government’s reforms and their defects; our
soiu“ion of the agrarian problem, with special reference to what
was done in China and what that led to; the features of a Peo-
ple’s Democratic State and its difference from the features of
an ordinary bourgeois State; Party’s stand on the issue of Lin-
guist'c States, why we support the demand, what struggle
against bourgeois nationalism means; our policy on languages,
why Party Programme was amended in relation to Hindi; what
United Front means and what it does not. All this, not to be
covered in one lecture but in a series of lectures carefully pre-
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pared and deliveied by Party leaders in each Province—with
facts, figures and illustrations from ihe Province itself,

— To acquaint the entire membership in the Province with
the actual position of the Party vis-a-vis the masses, what ac:i-
vities it is carrying on, its position among various strata and in
different areas, its wo:k in the Legislatures.

— To inculcate Marxist-Leninist consciousness by organi-
sing classes on the teachings of Marxism—economics, philosophy,
metheds of analysis, ete.—and by insistence on self-study.

It must be stressed that without such education, there can
be neither effective criticism and self-criticism nor real inner-
Party democracy. In o:der that there may be really helpful
eriticism from below and in order that there may be real demo-
cracy, a - mmimum amount of political education is necessary.
Rank and file comrades must know something of Marxism, of
the Party’s position, of the general political situation and the
line of the Party in order that they may make effective criticism
of deviations from it and in order that they may exercise the
democratic rights guaranteed in the Party Constitut.on.

Ideclogical struggle, ideological remoulding of the most
advanced elemen*s among the masses, 1s of decisive importance
in the strengthening and building up of the Party.” Ideological
struggle occupies the pivotal position in the inter-relationship
in which the three fronts of class struggle stand. It is this under-
standing that demarcates a Marxist from a petty-bourgeois
radical and philistine. And this ideological struggle has to he
carried on not merely by Party leaders but by all Party members,
not merely through classes but continuously and in the course
of day-to-day intercourse between Party members and non-
Party masses.

Economic and political struggles rouse the masses, forge
their unity, heighten their self-confidence and bring them into
mass organisations and towards the Party. But the best of
them can be drawn inte the Party, absorbed and transformed
into Communist cadres only through ideological work om the
basis of Marxism-Leninism, The Party cannot grow unless this
task is given key importance. And, as already stressed, if the
Party does not grow, the mass movement will not advance.
Egnce, the decisive importance of ideological work in the present
situation.

ON IDEOLOGICAL WORK AMONG THE INTELLIGENTSIA

One of the gravest shortcomings of our work today is that
though there is immense political awakening in the country
growing friendship for the Socialist Sta’es headed by the USSR’

gnd grfsat respect for the Communist Party—yet the extent of
ideological work carried on among the intelligentsia in general
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and students in particuiar is extremely meagre. In fact, in
many Provinces, this work today is less in quantity and gualita-
tively poorer than it was in those days when the situation was
far less favourable. The majority of Communist student leaders
of today know very little about Marxism and do not strive to
improve themselves ideologically.

The intelligentisa, it must be remembered, is an extremely
important section in a semi-colonial country like India. This
section and especially students, cannot get drawn towards Com-
munism and the Communist Party through struggle for their
immediate demands alene. In order to draw them, especially
the most serious-minded and intellectually developed ele-
ments, towards the Communist movement, ideological-
political work on the basis of Marxism has to be carried on
among them on a big seale. They have to be intellectually con-
vinced about the correctness of Marxism and the falseness of the
theories preached by pourgeois and petty-bourgeois parties.
Unless this work is undertaken seriously the problem of cadres
will remain unsolved, with grave consequences for the whole
movement. The problem has already grown gerious in the
majority of Provinces.

ON PARTY JOURNALS AND PUBLICATIONS

Just like Party education, agit-prop work, the work of Party
journals and publications also has to be organised in thg (-:ontext
of the key task—the development of sustained mass gc?1v1ty an;l
organised in such a way that it facilitates this activity. tI‘hlS
demands that Party Committees—the CC and PCs—take direct
responsibility for this work and Party leaders and mass 1ea}ders
consider it a key task of theirs to help the improvement of ]ouxj—
nals. The journals can never become mass educators, n}ass agi-
tators and mass organisers if the leading Party Co‘mmltteeis‘ do
not make this one of the most important jobs and if the edlt‘mg,
ec., is left to one leading comrade and others who havg httl.e
experience of Party and mass work. The worst record in this
respect has been of the PB itself and its members,

The hunger for political literature is great. Par.nphlets on
topical subjects and also serious informative books, if they are
even moderately well-written, get, sold off rapidly. Nevertheles;
from the Central Committee downwards, there prevails an atti-
tude of indifference towards Party publications in general a'nd
Party journals in particular. Their contents and presentation
of news, their language, how to improve them, how to make them
serve the people better, how to develop new features and cover
new areas so that the movement may extend, the problems of
cadres and finance in relation to journals—these and oth'Ler pro-
blems are either not discussed in Party Committees or discussed
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in a cursory way which leads to few practical measures. The
C.C. and even the Polit Bureau members seldom write for
the Central journals of the Party—monthly and weekly—nor do
they undertake the writing of pamphlets. Similar is the attitude
of many Provincial Committee members towards provincial
journals. This attitude towards the task of improving the jour-
nals and strengthening them, towards the task of publication of
literature, reveals reliance on demagogy in agifation and on
spontaneity. It reveals failure to understand the supreme neces-
sity for moulding mass consciousness. Obviously all talk of conso-
lidating the upsurge, of giving it a specific direction, of imparting
revolutionary features to the mass movement will remain mere
talk if a sharp break is not made with this attitude.

ORIENTATION TOWARDS BASIC MASSES

In the work of the Party, mass work as well as educational,
agitational and organisational work, special atfention is to be
paid to the basic masses—the working class in industries,
mines and transport and the poor peasants and agricultural
workers in rural areas. This has to express itself in practice—in
the allocation of cadres and funds, as well as attention to spe-
cific demands affecting these classes. We have to combat oppor-
tunist concepts of peasant unity and abandon the wrong notion
that has gained ground in certain areas that these semi-proleta-
rian masses are “already with us” and so no “special attention
need be paid to their demands”. While no one actually formu-
lates this position so crudely, it should be noted that many of
our speakers and also our journals seldom take up the question
of the most oppressed and exploited strata — the agricultural
workers and poor peasants and keep silent even over the social
disabilities from which they suffer.

FOR CORRECT METHODS OF ORGANISATIONAL
LEADERSHIP

It is only through such sustained mass work on all the three
fronts—economic, political and ideological—and in every sphere
that the Party will progressively be strengthened, the democratic
front built and prolefarian leadership established. It is thus
that the democratic movement will go forward with increasing
momentum, rise to higher levels and acquire the features of a
mass revolutionary movement.

The organisational problems facing the Party have to be
tackled and solved in relation to this basic task. In other words,
the Party has to be so organised from top to bottom that it can
develop sustained mass activity on every front and on the widest
scale. TFor this, the most important thing needed is the esta-
blishment of correct methods of organisational leadership inside
the Party.
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What this means and in what mann.e‘r .higher.Commétl"ce:f
have to lead lower Comini‘tees have been m(‘:hcated l?hth% enggr -
nisational Resolution of our Party as'ﬁnahsed by the
Committee in its meeting held in April 1954. . )

A econcept, fairly widespread in our I_Darty ranks,.lz t:lx?d
Party Committees at each level should dlrectljzf -Ortg}?nlé > ond
lead the day-to-day mass activities of the Party: the 11_I£1d1'a
Committee should organise and lead the day—to—deéy aProvir;-
mass activity, the Provincial Cgmgli.ttee, zt;;tdﬁfl-etoléa?{ng ovn

i : tivity. According to this con , )
rcxiﬁtézj s:h?nclld bsflecome primarily the orgsitniser and cq—ordlfl;:lg.;cl?cz
of the mass activities that the Party carries on on various Dronts
—+trade union, kisan sabha, student, y'out‘h etc. An ﬁiu i t,(,)
function of the leading Committees, it Is held., slrl;ou e
«“ipntervene” when a lower Comiittee commljcs Erusta g'sffm;ences
special difficulties due to political and orgamsa.alonal i -e Party:
" This concept is wrong. On the one hand it resu.ltst{n Party
Committees usurping the functio_ns ofPrrrlz;s Co;ifﬁ;f?e:;n f,vom
T her. hand, it prevents leading Pa ommit T
czjr;i;g out their most important task—the 15ask "_[?kfl Lealii;?%
puilding and strengthening the lower Party units. thu demé-
units, on whose strengthening depends the fate of the e
cratic movement, are left to function .as‘ best as they c?n WThis
mass orgahisa"‘ions tend to become adjuncts _of ’-che Pzzr y.
harms the Party and harms the mass organisations also.

1t must be clearly understood that unlfess the tz;')sk tn:)f
girengthening the Party, strengthening tpe units of tl'll{eb all; hi;
at all levels is undertaken as the mostg 1mp01:tant tas dy e
higher Committees, no real advance 1Is possmle. Ang, th.e
means, above all, that the Central Committee has to pl_ayt.
part of a real leading organ in the system of Party. orgams@ ion.
The Provincial Committees have to do tl'Lu.a same in relatn?n go
the units under them. And utmost atiention has to be pald .ty
all units to the task of strengthening the cells,_ th(? ba51'c uni1 S
of the Party, for it is their firmness and their ties with the
masses that shall decide the strength of the Party. )

As the Organisational Resolution points ot_lt, this does_ not
mean that ‘he Central and Provincial Committees can divest
themselves of the responsibility in relation to the mass.move-
ment and the mass orzanisations. On th? cqntrary their ta.sk
is to give broad guidance to comrades Work.mg. in the mass orga-
nisations and also to build up the Party units in such a way ’Qhat
the movement can be advanced and the mass organisations
strengthened. .

Quite often, at present, the leadership given by h'igher Com-
mittees to the lower Commitiees is paper leadership—through
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general talks or through a series of circulars which teo are
couched in extremely vague and general terms, as is inevitable
. because of inadequate knowledge on the the part of higher un'ts
about lower units and because of the varying level of the move-
ment in different provinces and also in different areas in the
same provinces. Check-up in such a situation assumes the form
of reminders, reques’s to send reports and occasional visits o
the areas. Even when reports are received, these are not studied
carefully or discussed with the unit tha’ sent them; no practical
suggestions are made as to how to remove defects in work,

.. There is hardly any planned expansion of work into new
areas, planned strengthening of the Party and its ac*ivity in areas
where it is relatively strong so that the area becomes a
firm base, planned distribution of cadres and finance in confor-
mity with the importance of particular areas and sectors. At
best, leadership in relation to lower Committees has come to
mean correcting of political mistakes when they oécur. This
method of leading the Party is totally wrong. But it is inevitable
if Party Committees get so bogged in problems which should
really be tackled by mass organisations that they have no time
to deal with problems of Party organisation. Our present
method of leading the Party reveals, as the Organisational Re-
solution points out, reliance on spontaneity in the crassest form.
© It is not enough for g higher Committee to declare the
necessity for orientation towards mass struggle on immediate
demands, towards mass organisations and towards basic masses.
1t has to show how that is to be done in practice, by helping to
work out the broad slogans for the area concerned. It is no*
enough for it to state that Party work has to be strengthened
in-areas where the situation is most favourable for the move-
ment. It has to study the existing areas and suggest the steps
(cadres, finance, on what areas and tasks to concentrate first)
to be taken for this strengthening. It is not enough for the
higher Committee to state that concrete local issues have to
be taken up and struggle developed. It has to help the lower
Committee to decide as to which concrete issues should be taken
up in the specific area immediately. I¢ is not enough for the
higher Committee to declare that agitation should be concrete;
on certain issues, it has, through some experienced comrade, io
show how this agitation is to be carried on. It is not enough
for the higher Committee to state that Party work should be
extended to new areas. It has to plan out this extension itself
and evolve the method of doing it. It is not enough for the
higher Committee to emphasise the importance of Party educa-
tion. It has to prepare syllabuses and undertake education for
cadres of the lower Committee. It is not enough for the higher
Committee to say that one unit should learn from the experience
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of another. It has tc make the experience cf one unit available
tc all other units.

Assumption of practical leadership, giving of practical guid-
ance by higher Committees in relation to lower Committees, is
an indispensable condition for the assumption of leadership by
the working class and the Communist Party in relation to the
democratic movement.

Of course, this leadership, this guidance by higher Commit-
tees should not mean spoon-feeding. It should not mean the
higher Committees saking decisions for lower Committees or
doing the work which they have to do. It must be of such a
nature as to help the lower Committees to solve their problems
themselves, to acquire initiative. But, if, on the plea of develop-~
ing local initiative, the higher Committees continue to conten®
themselves with mere “geperal guidance”, even initiative will
not develop and the movement will continue to be weak.

Further, without such practical guidance at all levels, it will
be impossible to test the worth of comrades, to test as to who
are most fitted for leadership, who pOSSess what qualities and
evolve a correct policy in relation to cadres.

Many a time it has been stated by us that of all factors in
the present situation, the Party is the most decisive factor. Many
2 time it has been stated that Party building.is the most impor-
tant task. But the relation that prevails today between the
higher and lower Committees shows how inadequately this is
understood. :

The Party is a sum and system of organisations. And the
building of the Party does not mean merely the giving of correct
“general guidance”, or of evolving general slogans. It means,
strengthening and building up the Party organisations—units of
the Party—from top to bottom. This can never take place
spontaneously but has to be brought about through conscious
guidance and concrete help from above, from higher committees.

Such is the orientation that has to be achieved in the
methods of leading the Party. Then only the political tasks
facing the Party can be carried out and the Party can grow info
g'mass force, thus making possible the progressive strengthening
of the Democratic Front and the realisation of proletafian
hegemony.

. —Reprinted from NEW AGE ‘('Monthly), Nos. 4 and 6
(April and June), 1954.




