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boon for their ‘loyalty’. Too much talk about ‘Indianization of the
Services’ and ‘complete fiscal autonomy’ had driven thorns into the
Imperial flesh during the past year, and caused many an uneasy mo-
ment to British capitalists and members of that ‘steel frame’ of British
Imperialism, the Indian Civil Service. By holding up the bogey of
Bolshevism, of ‘nationalization of land and industries’ before the eyes
of the rich and cooperating Indian Moderates, it was hoped, and jus-
tifiably, to bind them with even tighter strings, to the Juggernaut of
Empire.

The third motive was sheer fright, and a clumsy intention to render
all past and future propaganda of the Vanguard Party null, first, by
branding it in the eyes of Indians as reprchensible and ‘paid’ Bolshev-
ism, to echo which in the slightest degree would be to incur the
heaviest penalties of government repression, and secondly, to herald
it abroad among the ‘conquered’ nations of Europe, that British Im-
perialism expected them to suppress all such propaganda, directed
against her imperial interests.

So far, so good. The British Foreign Office and its servants of
Scotland Yard are no fools, and they succeeded for the moment in
their main designs. The Programme, thanks to the services of Reuter,
received a publicity throughout the length and breadth of India which
the Vanguard Party, placed from the outset under the Imperial ban,
could never have dreamed of achieving. Every Anglo-Indian, Mod-
erate and Nationalist paper in India, in the English language and in
the vernaculars, printed the Programme in part or in full, and com-
mented thereon for the edification of its readers, according to its own
peculiar light. In the words of one nationalist journal: ‘Manabendra
Nath Roy has suddenly leaped into fame; his Programme is the talk
of the country just now’. The Viceroy gave it official notice in his
speech to the Bengal Landlords on 24 December, and they recipro-
cated in their speech to him.....

. .. Their mutual assurances of support and cooperation in the
‘maintenance of law and order’ spell the even closer drawing together
in the future of these twin pillars of reaction than has been the case in
the past. It is this feature of the ¢larification of the social tendencies in
Indian society that alarms the Extremist Press, which clamours vainly
for ‘unity’ of the whole people against the Government, long after
this fictitious unity has been shattered by the development of econo-
mic forces.

The 37th Session of the National Congress met, deliberated and ad-
journed without committing itself to any of the heinous doctrines of
moderate Social Democracy as set forth in the Vanguard Programme,
and as actually incorporated in most of the modern republican gov-
emments of post-war Europe. The official and semi-official Anglo-
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by Mr Das), then proceeded te analyse the Programme and came to
the conclusion that it stands condemned on its own merits, because in
its plan of mass-action and a country-wide general strike, ‘there is no
room whatever for Love Force; our faith is in non-violent Non-
Cooperation based on love force.” ...

Turning to Bengal, the home of Mr Das and Indian Extremism, we
find very interesting reactions in the nationalist press, as represented
by the Amrita Bazar Patrika, independent organ of Extremist
Nationalism; in The Servant, the die-hard organ of Gandhi ortho-
doxy; and in Bangalar Katha, the vernacular daily of Mr Das’ party.
To quote from the medley of comment from other less characteristic
journals would cover too much space.

The Amrita Bazar Patrika, the most powerful organ of Indian ex-
tremism in Bengal, ran a series of three editorials on three different
days, reflecting three successive moods in regard to the programme
and its startling appearance on the stage of Congress politics. In its
issue of 23 December, after publishing the programme in full under
the caption ‘Separation of India from British Empire: Programme for
Indian National Congress Drawn up by an Indian Communist’, it re-
marked editorially:

“The Manifesto published by Mr Manabendra Nath Roy and cabled
to India by Reuter has set the Anglo-Indian Press dancing with rage,
and given them an excuse which they were seeking to hit the
Congress. The Anglo-Indian papers have vied with one another to
exhaust the language of Billingsgate. The real object of the Anglo-
Indian papers is transparent. They would, by hook or crook, damn
the Congress. They do not discuss the merits or demerits of the Man-
ifesto itself. But nevertheless, they are utilizing it to serve their own
ends. We fail to understand why, if it is the silly outburst it is repre-
sented to be, Reuter should care to cable it across the seas, or Anglo-
Indian journals should devote columns after columns of the choicest
abuse to counteract its effects. For ourselves, there are many things in
Mr Roy’s Programme with which we do not agree, but we have no
doubt that unbiased people can have no objection to some of his
proposals, as for instance, the reduction of land rent to a fixed mini-
mum, the starting of State cooperative banks, the fixing of minimum
wages, protective legislation about old age, sickness and unemploy-
ment insurance, recognition of labour-unions, free and compulsory
education. We believe these will be heartily supported by many. Ev-
ery one is free to put forward his suggestions before the Indian
National Congress and the Congress is fully at liberty to accept or re-
ject them. But whatever may be the opinion of the Congress leaders
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Nath. Taking it for granted that our programme is a creation of De-
shbandhu Das, our contemporaries say in great glee, “Now Mr Das
1s caught. It is clear from where he copied his programme. The Soviet
Government is Mr Das’ Adviser!” We marvel at such logic. The Prog-
ramme published in-the Banglar Katha was outlined in the statement
of Deshbandhu Das made at Amraoti more than a month ago.
Already in the Bengal Provincial Conference of 1917 Deshbandhu
suggested the necessity of organizing labour unions and peasant
councils. These are the points on which our programme agrees with
Mr Roy’s and about which our contemporaries are so hilarious.’

The Hindu of Madras, one of the largest and most powerful
nationalist dailies, remarked editorially in its 22 December issue,
under the caption ‘A Futile Effort’:

‘It may be news to Reuter to know that the Manifesto he has taken
so much pains to cable to us, is but one of a series of propagandist
efforts of the Indian revolutionaries, who are as actively opposed to
the basic doctrines of Non-cooperation as are the Moderates; that
some of these documents have been prohibited from time to time by
the Government, and that finally, the actual manifesto, the forward-
ing of which by Reuter has cost him or somebody else a pretty pen-
ny, has been in our hands for some time and treated by us with the
importance it deserves. We know it suits the ulterior purposes of the
enemy of our movement to say that it has behind it Russian gold.
That lie was sedulously propagated some time ago and was promptly
nailed to the mast. The Congress has not the slightest intention of
going Bolshevik.’

We will conclude these citations from the Indian Nationalist Press
with one from The Mussulman, an influential Calcutta weekly, and
organ of Mohammedan extremist opinion. In its 29 December issue,
it wrote: _

‘The Programme advocates the abolition of landlordism and con-
fiscation of all large estates, without any compensation. It is a silly prop-
osal. It advocates nationalization of all public utilities. The acceptance
of the proposal means the destruction of all charitable and religious
endowments. Neither Muslims nor Hindus will tolerate such in-
terference. The proposal of universal suffrage, if adopted, would
mean chaos. Countries which have been enjoying parliamentary in-
stitutions for centuries have not yet been able to extend the franchise
to every man and woman. The fixing of an eight-hour day for five
and a half days a week as the maximum duration of work for all
labourers, including agricultural labourers, would instead of further-
ing their interests, be prejudicial to them and would not, we think, be
in the best interests of the country.’
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acting under manifest Government provocation. ‘Imperialism, mad
with rage, destroys itself’. Though the immediate objects of the Gov-
ernment were achieved; though the Congress abstained from any discus-
sion of the programme, and distinguished itself by the endorsement
of the socially reactionary doctrines of orthodox Gandhism;
though the Landlords’ Association rallied satisfactorily to the side of
the Government, and the Conference of the Liberal League strongly
disavowed any sympathies with , the ‘revolutionary’ Non-
cooperators; though the Extremist Press, in its fright and concern to
whitewash itself from any and every sign of approval or collaboration
with the nefarious document, stooped to swell the Government chor-
us of personal abuse and vilification,—despite all these temporary
phenomena of an immediate triumph, the publication of the Vang-
guard Programme will in the end destroy this seeming victory. The
Government, driven mad with rage and fear, saw fit to force the
issue, and to hurl upon the country in the most spectacular possible
manner, the full programme of national liberation and reconstruction
which the Vanguard Party so sedulously desired to propagate,
labouring at an immense distance and under insuperable difficulties,
to reach the listening ears of India’s insurgent millions. The repudia-
tion of the programme by the compromising Moderates and Tory
landlords was a foregone conclusion. It was not at this social element
that the programme was aimed. Its disownment by the Congress was
likewise inevitable, constituted as that body is of the petty
bourgeoisie, crushed between the upper and nether millstones of
government oppression and capitalist monopoly on one hand, and
the rising tide of mass energy on the other. What has happened is just
this. Throughout the length and breadth of India has been heralded,
for the first time in the history of the Nationalist struggle, a clarion
call to emancipation, towards a definite goal, with the plain and
logical steps towards the achievement of that goal indicated in a clear
and unmistakable manner. It is for these truly revolutionary elements
scattered throughout the country to pay heed and respond to that call,
to press the propaganda, so spectacularly inaugurated, among the
only elements of the society capable of responding to it with enthu-
siasm and of carrying the programme to completion,—the workers
and peasants of India. Such a propaganda, prosecuted with vigour
among these discontented and truly revolutionary masses, will meet,
not with repudiation and timid disclaimers, but with instant and
wholehearted enthusiasm and response. Young India, take up the
challenge so insolently thrown in your face by a cunning Bureaucra-
cy. Meet the issue squarely, and press with vigour the programme in-
dicated, and so prove the truth of the maxim, ‘Imperialism, mad with
rage, destroys itself’.
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tion of these objectively revolutionary elements in a political party of
its (sic) own, which will be the great Peoples” Party of India. The
organization of this party, the future leader of the struggle for nation-
al independence, is the task of those who stand for a change, but for a
forward-looking change in the Congress Programme.

The Propertied Classes are the Basis of the Present Order

You have undertaken this historic mission of liberating our move-
ment from the fetters of middle-class reaction, compromise, hesi-
tation and timidity, in order to transplant it on to the healthy soil of
revolutionary mass-action. But you will fail to accomplish this mis-
sion if the objective forces asserting themselves on the social back-
ground of our movement are not taken into proper and proportionate
consideration. There is room for only three parties in the Congress.
Two are already in the field. You have to be either the third, that is,
the political expression of the working masses, or nothing. Your re-
luctance to recognize the existence of class-conflict and to admit the
inevitability of class-struggle betrays the haziness of your social out-
look. It behoves a party of those social elements that benefit by class-
domination to denounce class-struggle as dangerous to the society,
and piously to preach class-collaboration, but those inspired by the
revolutionary ideal of socio-economic liberation for all cannot sub-
scribe to this ruling-class philosophy without betraying their ideal.
Has not Deshbandhu Das himself declared against substituting the
foreign bureaucracy by its native prototype? If he will look a bit deep-
er into things he will discover who stands behind the bureaucratic
governments. It is the propertied classes, owning all the means of pro-
duction and distribution and consequently exploiting the expro-
priated majority. Therefore, by declaring war upon the present
governmental system Mr Das admits the necessity of destroying the
authority of the class that stands behind it, as otherwise the character of
the modern bourgeois State cannot be changed, and Mr Das’ socio-
political ideal will never come out of the realm of Utopia. We are not
manufacturing the spectre of class-war. It is raging in the civilized
society, based on private property. We Communists stand for the
abolition of classes and consequently of class-struggle; but classes can-
not disappear unless private property is abolished. And can any reasonable
person believe that the class benefiting by the system of private
property will ever consent to its abolition without a struggle, howev-
er sanguinary it may be? No amount of humanitarian sermons will
induce its members to forego the smallest part of the profits and pri-
vileges that accrue from ownership. Hence, to organize the expropri-
ated and exploited workers and peasants, but not on the principles of
class-interests and class-struggle, is to deceive them; to preach to the
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tionary character and have at last brought it down to the abyss of con-
fusion, disintegration and demoralization.

When one looks at this present tendency to talk of the ‘masses’, to
swear by the ‘masses’, to invoke the sacred interests of the ‘masses’ in
order to justify one or the other political principle, and even to ideal-
ize the ‘masses’ by discovering a ‘spiritual awakening’ in the grim
battles these poor devils are fighting against enormous odds, when
one looks at this sudden love for the ‘masses’ in the light of the last
two years’ experience, one cannot be but sceptical. There is a motive
behind it all. History has taught our leaders some wholesome lessons.
They have found out to their discomfiture that the property-owning
and intellectual elite is after all not the salt of the Earth. It is gradually
dawning upon them that the overwhelming majority of the nation,
not belonging to the ‘politically minded classes’, can be left out of
consideration only to the detriment of the movement. Hence the sud-
den enthusiasm for the ‘masses’. From the government on the one .
hand, to the Extreme Nationalists on the other, every political group
engaged in the struggle for either maintaining or conquering power is
desirous of posing as the defender of the majority. The British Im-
perialists say that they cannot leave India, because in that case there
will be no power to protect the interest of the masses against the de-
predations of the greedy landlords and moneylenders. The Liberals
claim to save the masses from the disruptive propaganda of the Non-
cooperators by means of such democratic institutions as the Aman
Sabhas, Social Service League, Non-Brahmin Party, Civil Guards,
Citizens’ Welfare League etc. The orthodox Non-cooperators prop-
ose to regenerate the masses by such magical feats as the crying down
of industrialism, the revival of the Charka, the abolition of the drink
habit and the removal of Untouchability by ethical persuasion. The
political Extremist would defend the interests of the wage-earner by
means of parliamentary action and the collaboration of capital and
labour, while the Romantic Nationalists plan to liberate the masses
by reviving the Panchayats, which they curiously look upon as the
most advanced democratic institution ever created on the face of the
earth. But only one motive inspires all these elements with their
affection for the masses. Every one of them desires to enlist the tacit
support of the ‘dumb millions’, so that the articulate few comprising
their own respective ranks can lay down the law in the name of that
fictitious term, the ‘majority’. If both the principal factions in the
Congress are talking of the ‘masses’ and admitting the necessity of
organizing labour, it is because they have found out that the National
Struggle cannot be carried any farther ahead exclusively with the
efforts, however powerful and disinterested, of the middle classes.
They have also found out the injuriousness of calling upon the masses
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tionary of all, the one that is bound to be uncompromising and unre-
lenting in the struggle, because it has nothing to lose, but a world
to gain, must be brought to bear upon the situation. The Communist
Party of India through its organs has during the last year pointed out
this historical necessity, and urged upon the Congress to widen its
political vision. But many illusions had to be dissipated, many a bitter
experience had to be lived through before this bitter dose could be
swallowed. Today the country is ringing with the cry ‘to the masses’.
Some of the leaders go so far as to declare that the middle classes are
not capable of carrying the Non-cooperation Movement to its logical
conclusion. All this is very encouraging; but the leopard does not
change its spots. With all its desire to enlist the suppozt of the masses,
and with all its virtuous schemes of uplifting the down-trodden, the
Congress as a body will remain a bourgeois political organ. It will
never be able to lead the workers and peasants in the revolutionary
struggle for national freedom. The Gaya Resolution will go hardly
any farther than its predecessor adopted at Nagpur. But the fact re-
mains that the unwillingness of the propertied upper classes and the
inability of the intellectual middle classes to fight resolutely the
battles of national freedom have been exposed. Therefore, the orga-
nization of a party of the workers and peasants has become an indis-
pensable necessity. The Communist Party of India is called upon by
bistory to play this role.

The middle class leaders have acknowledged their defeat; if not in
words, they have done it in deed. Except the incorrigible reactionar-
ies, all admit, in one way or another, that further development of the
National Struggle demands conscious action of the toiling masses.
They are all in the market bidding for the support of the ‘masses’.
None of them, however, is going to get it, because their instinctive
class-affiliation prevents them from having a revolutionary social
outlook. The very fact that even the most outspoken protagonists of
mass-action, as against petty bourgeois confusion, still shudder at the
thought of class-interests and class-conflict, proves the incapability of
any bourgeois party to assume the leadership of such revolutionary
mass-action as will drag the national struggle out of the present rut.
No mass movement can be developed on the reactionary principle of.
class collaboration. The workers and peasants can be led consciously
into a revolutionary fight only with such tactics as will intensify the
discontent brec in their ranks by economic exploitation. The theory
of class coliaboration under the pretext of national interests will al-
ways lead us back to the fatal days of Bombay, Malagaon, Chauri
Chaura, Guntur and Bardoli. The preservation of national interests
always meins the safety of vested interests. And any rebellion of the
toiling masses cannot be made without threatening the safety of the
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isting system of British government does not accommodate the
interests of that class of our society which is moulding the policy of
the Congress today. The discontent of the Congress is not against
Imperialism as such, but against bureaucracy. It follows from this,
that as soon as Imperialism will mend its ways by removing the
grievances of a particular class, everything will be settled, as far
as the present leaders of the national movement are concerned, in
just the same way as the Reforms Act did with the Moderates. The
social element leading our national struggle today hopes to progress
within the limits of Imperialism; therefore, it does not consider that
National Independence and Imperial connection necessarily exclude
each other. No wonder that authoritative organs of the Congress de-
nounce our programme of ‘Separation from all imperial connection’
as a ‘seditious document’, and take Reuter to task for having given
publicity to it (Bombay Chronicle). Some are terrified at the very idea

* of Republicanism, which is as odious to them as ‘red ruin’ (Servant);
others consider ‘Universal Suffrage’a too hasty step, dangerous for
India (Mussulman). A careful analysis of the violent reaction to our
programme will convince every honest revolutionary nationalist of
the urgent necessity of an unequivocal programme of national libera-
tion. In other words, Swaraj, which vaguely is supposed to be the
ideal of every Indian, must be defined.

The Congress has given its definition on more than one occasion.
Its conception of Swaraj is known to everyone who does not pretend
to be ignorant. One has only to read the speech of the Mahatma at
Ahmedabad in opposing Hazrat Mohani’s resolution, and that of Ra-
jagopal Acharya at Gaya combating the same resolution, to be con-
vinced that the Swaraj of the Non-cooperators does not necessarily
demand separation from the British Empire. The difference between
the self-government of the Liberals and the Swaraj of the Extremists
is not qualitative, but quantitative. Both will be satisfied with the
same boon; only the former will thankfully accept what is graciously
given, whereas the latter will demand full Dominion Status im-
mediately. So soon as Imperialism will find its way to extend the
‘measures of self-government’ far enough to accommodate the in-
terests of the upper middle class, the bottom will be knocked off the
vague ‘Non-cooperation’ slogan. The national struggle cannot be
fought on such an insecure ground. Therefore we insist upon a defini-
tion of Swaraj. The character of this definition will show if the Con-
gress is capable of leading the national struggle any further. This de-
finition is not needed for us. We never had any illusion about what
the Non-cooperators wanted. But we insist upon this definition for
the benefit of the rank and file of the Congress itself—for those sen-
timental revolutionaries who are blindly following its lead. We want
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their own against a growing world-reaction, have adopted and set
forth programmes in most respects similar to this. National inde-
pendence, universal suffrage and the election of a National Assembly
in which the popular sovereignty shall rest, is the basis of the prog-
rammes of Turkish, Egyptian and Irish nationalism,—programmes
which have been partially realized, but only after a desperate struggle
by means of armed resistance; not, as our nationalists would prefer,
by means of ‘suffering, self-sacrifice.and soul-force’. The betrayal of
the masses by those at the head of the Turkish ‘Republic’, ‘Indepen-
dent’ Egypt and the Irish ‘Free State’, who struck a bargain with the
enemy at the expense of the majority of their own people, has often
been pointed out by us. It is to prevent such betrayal by a last-minute
compromise with the Imperial overlord that we wish to see written in
blazoned letters the social and economic clauses of our Programme of
National Liberation and Reconstruction. A party which fights openly
on a programme calling for the abolition of landlordism, reduction of
land-rent, state-aid to agriculture and the abolition of all indirect
taxation, will carry the Indian masses with it, and will not desist from
the struggle until these measures, so indispensable to the improvement
in the economic condition of our rural population, have been won.
Similarly, the clauses calling for minimum wages in all industries, an
eight-hour day, improved living conditions and protective legislation
of workers, together with profit-sharing in big industries, the forma-
tion of Workers’ Councils and a guarantee of the rights of labour to
organize for its own protection and to strike,—such clauses will rally
the ten million industrial proletariat to the banner of Nationalism and
by their indispensable help, will sweep it along to victory.

To call such clauses ‘Bolshevik’ is absurd. Most of these safegurads
and provisions to agricultural and industrial labour actually exist in
the form of legislation in every enlightened country in the world. In
England, France, Germany, not to mention the smaller countries of
Europe, labour legislation protecting and insuring against old-age,
sickness, unemployment and accidents, irrespective of party-
programmes, has either long been in existence, as in Germany, or is
being ceaselessly agitated for without incurring the stigma of ‘Bol-
shevism’. Until the recognized rights of labour were infringed upon
by the war, with its martial law and reactionary onslaughts on the
hours of work, conditions of labour and standard of living of the
working-class—the eight-hour day, minimum wage and enforcement
of a certain standard of comfort to workers were guaranteed by law
in most of the European countries. Only in the last two or three
years, and that most incompletely, have the hard-fought and dearly-
won right to organize and strike on the part of the European
working-class, been interfered with by the reactionary ruling-class of
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incident is not yet forgotten; and H. Gosling and Havelock Wilson
exercise great influence in Amsterdam. The leader of the Lancashire
Textile Union, Tom Shaw, now the Labour Minister in Macdonald’s
Cabinet, is a stout champion of the Excise Duty on the Indian cotton
industry, a duty which is not p id out of the profit of the millowners,
but deducted from the wage-bill. No British labour leader has paid
any attention to the inhuman exploitation of Indian workers in the
Calcutta Jute mills, an exploitation which undercuts the workers of
Dundee. It was Miss Margaret Bondfield, president of the General
Coundil of British Trade Unions, who in the Washington Conference
(1920) insisted that the work-time of the Asiatic children must be two
hours longer than that of the West. Is it not placing inordinate faith in
human sense of justice and charity to expect that Indian labour will
find the much-needed international protection and cooperation from
an International which stands for such violation of the first principles
of proletarian unity? ;

There is another aspect of the case. Itis political. The Indian labour
movement can never disassociate itself from the struggle for national
freedom unless it desires to become 2a hand-maid of Imperialism.
Therefore, without in the least minimizing the importance of im-
mediate economic issues, it must be admitted that the politcal ques-
tion of national liberation ever remains the first concern of the Indian
working class. This being the case, it must know what attitude the
International it proposes to join takes on this all-absorbing issue.
Here the Amsterdam International is put to the acid test and found
woefully unsuitable to our purpose. Both the Amsterdam Interna-
tional and its political counterpart, the Second International, are
pledged to the policy of keeping the ‘backward peoples in civilizing
subjugation’. They fully and unconditionally subscribe to the Versail-
les Treaty and the Covenant of the League of Nations—the infamous
instruments of Imperialism. Even a large section of the bourgeoisie
' have revolted against these notorious documents; but to the Amster-
dam leaders they have become articles of faith. The attitude of the
British Labour Government at last graphically demonstrates what
Indian labour can expect from such pseudo-Internationals.

We do not propose to recommend an alternative just at this mo-
ment. What we do suggest, however, is that the question of affilia-
tion should be extensively discussed before any deasion is arrived at.
Sufficient information about the international labour movement
should be made available to Indian labour so that the very important
step can be taken intelligendly. It should be made known that besides
the official Labour Burcau of Geneva and the Amsterdam Federation,
there is still a third International working class organization which
embraces that very numerous section of the European p. letamat
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son of history, at this critical moment when the Congress seeks a re-
adjustment of its policy. The political clash and social convulsion,
which must precede the successful termination of the national strug-
gle, are dreaded by the upper classes. They are eager to avoid them;
therefore, they are averse to invoking the revolutionary energy of the
masses in the national struggle. But this shortsighted policy pre-
judices even their own interests; because experience has shown that
imperialism will not yield an inch of ground without resistance. This
determined resistance of imperialism, which wields a tremendous
power, can be broken down neither by parliamentary strategy nor by
futile terrorism. The success of the nationalist movement demands
the mobilization of the national energy. The entire nation must be
hurled against the stone wall of imperialism. A programme of re-
formism, which will be adopted by the ‘reunited’ Congress at Bel-
gaum, cannot accomplish the task. The causes that created the re-
volutionary ferment of the post-war years have not been eliminated.
The masses are still discontented with their condition and will readily
rise in revolt to free themselves from unbearable exploitation. This
revolt must be organized and led.

As against the reformism of the upper-class politicians, there must
be a programme of revolutionary nationalism. This programme de-
mands more than heroic words expressing noble sentiments. It
should be prepared with realism. The government is no more afraid
of threatening speeches than of bombs and revolvers. They may be
zealous to suppress both for the sake of precious prestige; but they do
not take them seriously. The unanimous protest of the entire nation
against the Bengal arrests failed to make any impression upon the au-
thorities. Why? Because they knew that there was no desire on the
part of the nationalists to translate their protests into action; that they
were not prepared to back up their threats by action. Under the pre-
sent condition of the country, despotic actions of the government can
be retaliated only by direct mass action— general strike and nonpay-
ment of taxes. But this direct action presupposes two conditions,
namely a political party commanding the confidence of the masses
and a revolutionary outlook on the part of the nationalists. Neither of
these conditions unfortunately exists at this moment. These condi-
tions must be created before the nationalist movement can be carried
further ahead.

That party alone can command the lasting confidence of the
masses, which not in word but in deed reflects the grievances and de-
mands of the masses. Here again realism should be the guiding prin-
ciple. The everyday material needs, immediate economic demands
and general earthly well-being should be the determining factors.
Metaphysical prejudices should be set aside. Then nationalists, who
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Who Will Lead*

Class Differentiation in the Indian Revolutionary Movement

‘The Party of the Cadets is an ephemeral and lifeless Party. This state-
ment may seem paradoxical at a moment when the Cadets are achiev-
ing brilliant victories in the elections, when they are standing on the
threshold of probably even more brilliant parliamentary victories-

. The Cadets are not a Party, but a symptom. They are not a
political force, but foam rising from the clash of fighting forces
mutually more or less counter-balanced. . . Indeed, they are com-
posed of garrulous, boasting, self-satisfied, narrow-minded and
cowardly bourgeois intelligentsia. . . .

Lenin wrote these words after the Revolution of 1905, when the
Cadets were rising in power. History has borne out the prophetic na-
ture of these words. In studying the history of the Indian revolution=

ary struggle, we find it very instructive to draw an analogy between
the Swaraj Party and the Cadets as depicted by Lenin. As a matter of
fact, the political character and social composition of the Swaraj Par-
ty, which, during the last year and a half, dominated the political
stage of India, can be equally characterized by these expressions used
by Lenin, in analysing the role of the Cadets in Russia. In the same
article Lenin compared the Cadets with worms born out of the de-
cayed carcass of [the] Revolution of 1905, and fattening on that carcass.
This rather brutal characterization can also apply to the Swaraj
Party—the replica of the Cadets in India. A survey of the genesis and
the political accomplishment of the Swaraj Party will justify this his-
torical analogy. This retrospective glance at history is of great im-
portance at this moment, when the Indian movement has reached the
end of the period in which it was dominated by petty bourgeois
ideology and by the consequent hesitating tactics in spite of its re-
volutionary mass composition. The lessons learned from the mis-
takes committed in the past will be greatly helpful in the coming
stage of development in which the foundation of the movement is
bound to be shifted on to new social classes, necessitating the crystal-
lization of new ideology and new organizational forms.

Lenin said that the Party of the Cadets was the growth on the dead
body of the Revolution of 1905. Similarly, the Swaraj Party rose out

* From The Communist International, Greenwood reprint edition, Vol. 9, No. 11,
1924-25, pp. 55-65. SNR
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of the ruins of a great movement which did not reach such a definite
revolutionary climax as the Russian Revolution of 1905, but which
was undoubtedly the nearest approach to a revolutionary crisis in
India. The collapse of the movement of mass passive resistance com-
monly known as the Non-Cooperation (or Gandhi) movement, led
to the crystallization of a certain political tendency which found ex-
pression in the Swaraj Party. It was the tendency towards liquidating
the revolutionary character of the struggle for freedom and bringing
the nationalist movement back to the bourgeois politics of reformism.

It should be recollected that the movement led by Gandhi did not
suffer a defeat at the hands of external forces. It proved itself to be too
powerful for the forces of repression. It succumbed under the weight
of its internal contradictions, the heterogeneousness of its social com-
position, and the weakness of its leadership. In 1921 and 1922 the
Nationalist movement became so powerful that the government was
thrown into a state of panic. For the first time in the history of the
Nationalist movement, the masses of the people were involved in it.
The government was so much demoralized by the threatening char-
acter of the movement that it was on the point of making large con-
cessions to the Indian bourgeoisie, had the latter only had the courage
to push a little farther ahead. But this could not be done unless the re-
volutionary potentialities of the movement were reléased. The
bourgeois leaders, who stood at the head of the movement at that
time, however, were not prepared to do this. The threatened over-
throw of British imperialism in India, at any rate a serious weakening
of its position, was avoided not by a defeat of the Nationalist forces
but thanks to the cowardice of the petty bourgeoisie and treachery of
the bourgeois intellectuals. :

The Non-Cooperation movement was an organized protest against
the Reforms of 1919. It embraced all the social elements except those
who were directly benefited by the political rights and administrative
concessions granted. But these rights and concessions were so insuffi-
cient that they touched only a very thin strata of the upper classes—
landlords, big capitalists, and higher intellectuals. The object of the
British government in granting the Reforms was to split the
Nationalist ranks—to separate the big bourgeoisie from the impend-
Ing mass revolutionary movement, ominous signs of which were
already to be noticed in the latter days of the world war. The Reforms
were successful in winning over the support of the upper classes; but
their failure to meet the demands of the petty bourgeoisie accentuated
the discontent of the latter and drove them towards the masses, who
were in a state of revolt owing to higher prices and other forms of
economic exploitation. These two social classes embraced by far the
majority of the entire population. A movement so constituted was


















334 SELECTED WORKS OF M. N. ROY, VOLUME II

tion and accept office. That is, the protest against the Reforms Act of
1919 1s liquidated. This attitude of the Swaraj Party was promptly re-
ciprocated by a very reconciliatory speech by the Secretary of State
for India, Lord Birkenhead. In answering questions on the prospects
of establishing better relations with the Indian’ Nationalists, Lord
Winterton, the Under-Secretary of State for India, stated in the
House of Commons that a sufficiently favourable atmosphere had
been created, and that an invitation to the Nationalist leaders, includ-
ing Das and even Gandhi to come to England, was no longer out of
the question, although it might be more advisable to let the govern-
ment of India carry on the negotiations.

Now, what is this favourable atmosphere which is so heartily wel-
comed by the Conservative Government of Britain? The favourable
atmosphere consists of the fact that the Swaraj Party, which until re-
cently appeared as the most recalcitrant left-wing of the Nationalist
movement, has categorically renounced all programme of a struggle
for independence and unequivocally committed itself to the program-
me of self-government within the British Empire. All the resistance
on the part of the Indian bourgeoisie has ceased. What is wanted is a
Jjunior partnership in the exploitation of the Indian masses. Imperial-
ism on its side in this period of history finds it necessary to have the
Indian bourgeoisie as a willing ally rather than as an element of dis-
cord to be watched always and to be handled roughly when neces-
sary. The period of clash between imperialism and native capitalism
is closed. The Swaraj Party was the ‘foam’ of this clash, to quote
Lenin’s telling characterization of the Cadets. In the coming period of
reconciliation there will be hardly any necessity for the existence of
such a Party. Henceforth bourgeois nationalism will be expressed
through the constitutional channels of His Britannic Majesty’s most
loyal opposition.

The Swaraj Party started its spectacular career with the promise to
‘end or mend’ the present system of British administration. They cer-
tainly cannot claim that they have gone very far towards ending the
British domination of India. They have not even made a Very serious
effort to mend it. The mending has taken place not in the nature of
the British government, but in that of bourgeois nationalism.

But now the question is: does this bankruptcy of bourgeois
nationalism indicate an end of the struggle for the liberation of the
Indian people? It certainly does not. It simply means that the struggle
against imperialism cannot be carried on to victory under the
leadership of the bourgeoisie. It also means that the nationalist intel-
lectuals may indulge in heroic phrases, but they have not the courage
nor the ability to organize and lead the Indian masses in a revolution-
ary struggle for liberation. But the necessity for the Indian people to
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of the general demand for a higher standard of living. He detects
greed behind this demand, with which he has no sympathy, because
it violates his doctrine of the ‘simple life in the village’. He, however,
does not impose this beneficial doctrine upon those fortunate ones
‘whom wealth gives opportunity for selfsacrifice’. While be-
nevolently condoning the excesses of wealth ‘restricted to limited re
gions’, he shakes his moral mane at the ‘epidemic of voracity that has
infected the total area of civilisation’. The burden of his philosophy is
obvious. He does not consider the accumulation of wealth in the
hands of a small class to be objectionable; in fact, he declares that in a
society which permits such a state of affairs, (with some modifica-
tion, namely, that the rich give a part of their wealth to charity,
etc.)—‘property is the pillar that supports civilization.” But he holds
that civilization to be damned which demands such a distribution of
the social wealth as will raise the standard of living of the people at
large. Hurling his anathemas against ‘modern civilisation’, the Poet
cries: “The intemperance, which could safely have been tolerated in a
few, has spread its contagion to the multitude’. That is, confortable
living, normal enjoyment, even debauchery can be tolerated in the
fortunate few, who throw alms out of their bounty to the needy; but
the desire of the multitude who have toiled from time immemorial to
produce the wealth appropriated by the few, to share in the enjoy-
ment of that wealth, is deemed to be damnable greed which makes
for the collapse of civilization!

The class-character of this philosophy is unmistakable. Following
up his line of reasoning, Mr Tagore discovers that it is not the expan-
sionist tendency of capitalist industrialism, but the ‘greed’ of the
European working class, that is the root cause of the Imperialism
which subjugates Asia and Africa. He lays down: ‘the universal greed
is the cause of the meanness, cruelty and lies in politics and com-
merce, that vitiate the whole human atmosphere’. He opines that the
great industrial powers are obliged to seek victims where ‘human
flesh is cheap’, in order to ‘maintain constant feasts for a whole
population of gluttons’. This view of the cause of Imperialism shows
how miserably imperfect is the Poet’s knowledge of industrialism,
which he so wisely condemns, and how eminently aristocratic would
be the society of his ideal.

Since dogmatic opposition to ‘Western’ industrialism is the Poet’s
stock-in-trade, he should acquaint himself a little more about its
causes and effects. Even a very casual reading of history will teach
him that the imperialist expansion of the European nations began
with the adventures of the mercantile class in search of the lands of
spices and precious stones. The fabulous booty that reached Spain
from America did not go into the pockets of the common people, but
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India alone. The same conditions prevailed in Europe under the
feudal-aristocratic regime of the middle-ages. ‘Voluntary taxation of
the rich’ to maintain the water-supply, medical help, education and
amusement, was a feature of mediaeval civilization wherever it
flourished. But there was no superior moral sense of ‘mutual obliga-
tion’ behind this act. In those days, the toiling masses, attached to the
land as serfs, constituted part and parcel of the private property of the
owner, who had to feed them, house them and look after their gener-
al welfare for the sake of his own interest, just as he did in the case of
his horses and cattle. When the institution of serfdom breaks up,
under pressure of new social and economic forces, the upper classes
cease to perform these ‘voluntary duties’. A new form of property-
relation creates a different conception of ‘social responsibility’. The
obligation of the slave-owner to" feed and care for his slaves dis-
appears when the latter, in appearance, become ‘freemen’. But under
the new social conditions, the class-antagonism becomes sharper,
becomes more distinctly revealed, the propertied class makes the
‘liberated’ serf pay for his freedom. So long as the worker remained a
chattel like one of his horses, cattle or dogs, the owner took care of
him, even petted him, as he would a favoured animal; but as soon as
thie worker ceases to be a chattel, all ‘human touch’ceases to exist, and
brutal exploitation becomes the predominating feature of the rela-
tions between the propertied and expropriated classes. Patriarchal be-
nevolence, in which feudal serfdom is garbed, is supplanted by the
wage-system. The class-struggle becomes accentuated, as the em-
ployer secks to exact the maximum amount of labour for the mini-
mum amount of wages. The working class, on the other hand, grow-
ing more and more conscious of their rights as free human beings, de-
mand adequate value for their labour, which is the source of wealth.

It is against this demand of the workers that the Poet takes his
stand. He is not alone in this inglorious battle. A whole galaxy of phi-
losophers and economists, seeking to perpetuate the present social
order, are with him; the philosophers and economists who try to jus-
tify and explain the present class-ridden civilization. But the Poet’s
tirades against industrialism will not be appreciated or even tolerated
by this learned company. He would be too reactionary even for
them.

Mr Tagore finds himself in such an anomalous condition because
of his incoherent theories. He believes in private property, but is
opposed to the evolution of property forms and relations. He affirms
the existence of property to be a ‘moral force’, yet denies the essential
‘morality’ of the present form of property-relations, capitalist indus-
trialism, which rests upon and is a product of the sacred right of
private property. Not knowing how to extricate himself from this
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dilemma, Tagore postulates that property-relations should develop as

far as feudal-patriarchy, and stop there. But this is impossible. The

forces that determine the evolution of benevolent despotism out of
tribal patriarchy, do not cease to operate at the bidding of a reaction-

ary dreamer. The modern plutocrat is just as inevitable a product of
these forces of evolution as was the benevolent despot. If property is

. eternal, as Tagore holds, its successive stages of evolution cannot be

denied. To preach the eternal nature and beneficial role of property,

and to denounce modern industrialism, whose foundation is private
property, as immoral, is either hypocrisy or blinking at facts.

But the most significant feature of the Tagorean philosophy is the
fact that he takes exception not to the present form of property-
relation, but to the general demand of the masses for a rise in their
standard of living. The Poet laments: ‘With the rise in the standard of
living property changes its aspects. It shuts the gates of hospitality,
which is the best means of social inter-communication’. The standard
of living of the people at large should not be elevated, because it dep-
rives the ‘fortunate few’ of the pleasure of feeding the poor. The great
mass of humanity should remain in a state of ‘simple poverty’, so that
the moral stamina of the rich may be raised by acts of charity, hospi-
tality, self-sacrifice, etc.! If this is the ‘special genius’ of Indian cul-
ture, India is indeed obsessed with an evil genius!

According to the Poet, the curse of industrial civilization is not its
capitalist character; it is the ‘popular claim to the right of freedom to
be extravagant in our enjoyment, to the extent that we can afford it’.
What signifies this reprehensible claim, which Tagore holds to be the
root-cause of the moral depravity of modern civilization? It signifies
ultimately a challenge to the rights of property! The enormous
wealth, produced by social labour, must cease to be the exclusive
possession of a small and privileged class; it must be so distributed as
to insure to every member of the human community a minimum
standard of material comfort, as well as intellectual and aesthetic en-
Jjoyment.

This growing desire, conscious or unconscious, of the expropriated
and exploited majority, to reconstitute social production, is not at all
compatible with the social philosophy which holds property to be
eternal and the very foundation of human existence. This is the
reason that Tagore and the whole school of reactionary social philo-
sophers combat this growing desire on the part of the working-class
to share in the products of their labour, just as the defenders of capi-
talism do. The chief difference is that the Poet and his followers
clothe their opposition to any change in the system of property, in the
language of philosophy and theology; they take their stand on moral
grounds, while bourgeois economists argue in the language of ne-
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The colonial aristocracy and the monied classes, in defence of
whose interest the war was immediately fought, were numerically
too small to man the army; of the serfs, slaves, landless men, stirred
by the Declaration, was the army of Independence composed. These
men, fighting'not to vindicate the claims of the colonial bourgeoisie
(by whom they were exploited), but, electrified by the offer of free-
dom from slavery and indentured labour, refused to give in till the
final victory was won. To them belong the laurels of the Potomac
and Bunker Hill—glories misappropriated by others.

Naturally, the forces, which had won the victory, made themselves
felt upon the result of the victory. The result of a war waged to estab-
lish the independence of the colonial ruling class of their Metropolitan
confreres, threatened to carry the doctrine of ‘freedom and equality’
too far. The Declaration had served the purpose of the colonial ruling
class in rousing the masses with an ideal and making them fight and
sacrifice for it. But the principles propounded therein could not be
observed in practice without encroaching upon the sacred preserves of
private property. Legislation in the spirit of the Declaration would
be favourable to the debtors, workers, landless men, small farmers.
Such a state of things would inevitably weaken the grip of the ruling
class on the people. The War of Independence might have turned out
to be a successful revolution. :

The ‘leaders of the Community’, ‘the fathers of freedom’, were
worried. They put their heads together to produce the Constitution
of the United States of America. The Constitution of Independent
America neatly scrapped the Declaration of Independence. The draft
of the Constitution, which is supposed to be the practical rendering
of the lofty principles contained in the Declaration, so much dis-
gusted Thomas Jefferson (the author of the Declaration) that he wrote
from France urging against its ratification.

The revolutionary tendency that characterized the governments of
several of the thirteen States on the morrow of the War of Independ-
ence, produced constant clashes between the interests of the landless
small farmers and ex-soldiers—men who had fought and won the
war—on the one hand, and the interests of the bankers, landowners,
manufacturers and merchants, on the other. The object of those who
framed the Constitution was to settle these constant disputes in
favour of the monied classes and to consolidate the position of the lat-
ter by establishing a centralized administration. In the opinion of
Woodrow Wilson, ‘the Federal Government was not by intention a
democratic government’. ‘In form and structure it had been meant to
check the sweep and power of popular majorities. . . Hamilton
sought to commend it chiefly to the monied classes.’

It is interesting and instructive to trace the evolution of American
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tion. But for their active and conscious hostility to a revolution it
would have been impossible for the British Government to survive
the crisis of 1921-22. ,

More than one of the Nationalist leaders have admitted that to-
wards the end of 1921 the movement was within an ace of success.
“The mightiest government was almost on its knees’. How were the
tables turned? We have gone through the period of recrimination,
when each held the other responsible for the debacle. The responsibil-
ity, however, was not individual. It was not the action of any one
leader or any one wing of the Congress that ‘bungled and misman-
aged’ the movement. The collective interests and efforts of an entire
class did not allow the great popular upheaval to develop into a re-
volutionary outbreak.

In order to have a correct estimation of the situation, it should be
kept in mind that the mass movement of 1921 was not defeated in the
strict sense of the word. Repression failed to dampen the revolution-
ary ardour of the people until the morale of the Nationalist forces had
been broken as a result of the Bardoli resolution. As a matter of fact,
the Government was demoralized—a very good augury for a revolu-
tion. It felt the ground slipping under its feet. In that circumstance
there was absolutely no necessity to hesitate, not to mention retreat.
The only course was to push forward. Had the Ahmedabad Congress
dared declare mass Civil Disobedience, the people would have re-
sponded enthusiastically. In fact the failure of the Ahmedabad Con-
gress to give a courageous lead to the country demoralized the
Nationalist forces. At the same moment when the masses were in a
state of revolt—eager to go forward on the revolutionary way—the
leaders failed them.

The counter-revolutionary policy adopted in those critical days is
Justified by the argument that 2 movement of mass Civil Disobedi-
ence would have been drowned in blood. It is only a hypothetical
argument. Organized revolt of a great people cannot be crushed by
repression. Those who put forward that argument and those who
were convinced by it can look at China. Had the programme of Non-
Cooperation and Civil Disobedience been carried out on the basis of
mass action, a general strike all over the country would not only pa-
ralyse the civil administration, even military action would be ren-
dered almost ineffective owing to the lack of transport facilities. The
Government after all could muster at the most 150,000 white
soldiers—the army and the civil volunteer forces taken together. With
transport paralysed by means of a general strike on the railways,
those forces would be like a drop in the ocean. Then there would be
the Indian troops. A movement categorically committed to the aboli-
tion of agrarian conditions, which ruin our peasantry, would soon
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themselves all the available forces of national revolution. On the
other hand, close relations should be established with the British pro-
letariat. The compromise between the Indian and British capitalists is
equally harmful to the British proletariat. The concrete outcome of
this compromise will be the industrialization of India with Jjoint Brit-

standard of living of the home proletariat to the Indian levels. To
escape this threatened degradation, British working class must aid
any movement that will render cheap Indian labour unavailable to
British capital. This unity of class interest is the basis of the interna-
tional proletarian organization. In order to play the role of leading the
anti-imperialist struggle, Indian proletariat must belong to the inter-
national proletarian organization. A communist party that does not
belong to the Communist International is not the vanguard of the
Indian working class.® Since, under the guidance of the Communist
International, Indian working class will successfully carry on the strug-

government and the Emperor of India. The fact that Mr Satya Bhakta
is not only opposed to the affiliation of the Indian labour movement
to the Communist International, but vies with the British police in
denouncing ‘Bolshevik agents’ speaks for itself.

The next point in the programme in consideration relates to a ques-
tion which is also of vital importance to India. It deals with the agra-
rian question. Over 70 per cent of our population being agrarian
(most of them belonging to the category of poor peasantry), the

according to communist principles’. What has Mr Satya Bhakta got
to say on this question? The following occurs in his programme:

‘It can be admitted that the peasants should pay tax to the govern-
ment; but it is not necessary to have intermediaries. Until the victory
of the proletariat it will be impossible to abolish the landlords; mean-
while, even at this moment, the government and the leaders of the
country could, if they desired the welfare of the peasants, ease the
situation considerably. We demand that the peasant shall have direct
relations with the government who shall pay the landlord his share in
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associates are men of no weight whatever’ and his Communist party ‘will be nothing but a
name’ (Cecil Kaye, Communism in India, 1971 edition with ‘unpublished Documents’
compiled and edited by Subodh Roy, p. 262).

? The reference is to the Peshawar Conspiracy Cases (May 1922 to April 1924) in which
nearly all the accused were muhajirs who had received training in Moscow and had been
sent to India by Roy. In his Judgement the Session Judge J. H. R. Fraser stated that the
accused ‘are. . . being convicted because they are emissaries of the Communism adopted
by the bolsheviks and Roy.’

. > The quotation above in The Masses article is from a letter of Satyabhakta’s published in
Dainik Vartaman of 31 April 1924 in which he defended a strike of workers against the
charge that the strike was inspired by bolsheviks. Having announced his legal Indian
Communist Party in September 1924 Satyabhakta published Pranvir in December 1924.
According to intelligence reports, of the 78 members 34 were from Kanpur, 16 were editors
and 4 press-owners.

* The leaflet, ‘Revolutionary’, was published by the Hindusthan Republican Association,
a revolutionary nationalist organization based mainly in the then United Provinces and led
by Sachindra Nath Sanyal and Joges Chandra Chatterji. Both Sanyal and Chatterji were
convicted in the Kakori Conspiracy Case; the former was sentenced to transportation for

. life, the latter to ten years’ rigorous imprisonment. Satyabhakta’s statement dissociating
himself from the ‘Revolutionary’ was published in his journal Pranvir on 8 February 1925.
For details, see David Petrie, Communism in India 1924-1927, (1972 reprint).

> Hindustan Times, 16 July 1925. Satyabhakta was already in correspondence with Sylvia
Pankhurst, editor of Workers’ Dreadnought, and S. D. Saklatvala, Communist Member of
Parliament, and was receiving literature from the Communist Party of Great Britain. It is
not inconceivable that some CPGB leaders were interested in projecting Satyabhakta to
undermine Roy’s authority and influence. Jurisdictional conflicts between Roy and some
CPGB leaders were sought to be resolved at a secret Conference at Amsterdam in July
1925. Communist Papers, HMSO, London, 1926, Cmd 2682. =

© Satyabhakta’s leaflet titled “The Future Programme of the Indian Communist Party’,
dated 18 June 1925, mentioned his expectation that ‘an Indian Communist Conference will
be held” in December to coincide with the Indian National Congress session at Kanpur. A
second leaflet titled ‘The First Indian Communist Conference’ and dated 12 October 1925,
made the formal announcement. Both documents were included in Meerut Communist
Conspiracy Case Records. Roy’s article was written before the Conference. After receiving
telegraphic news concerning the Conference he wrote a short editorial note in the same
issue of The Masses (January 1926). A more detailed critique was published in the March
issue. :

7 As indicated in The Masses’ editorial note at the end of this article, Roy depended on a
French translation of Satyabhakta’s leaflet for his quotations. In the original text as
included in the Meerut Case papers, the relevant Ppassage was as follows: ‘The Indian
Communist Party is absolutely an independent body. Our relation with the Comintern is
of the nature of friendship and mutual sympathy as followers of the same principle
- - - - No doubt we want to change the present System of Indian Society and government
according to communistic principles but only with due regard to the conditions and
mentality of the Indian people’ (Meerut Records pUI068(b)).

® Satyabhakta was not the only one who had reservations about having close ties with
the Comintern. Among Roy’s principal contacts in India both S. A. Dange and Singaravelu
Chettiar declined Roy’s invitation to them to come and confer with him in Europe about
the methods and means for organizing a party in India. Home Deptt., Pol. F. 103/IV of
May 1923 and F.261 KW1 of 1924.

® According to the Who’s Who provided by David Petrie, the then Director of the
Intelligence Bureau, in his Communism in India 1924-1927, 1972 reprint (p. 338),
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national sections is that of the autocrat and the subordinate. This no-
tion of his is obviously formed on the basis of the malignantly false
information derived from the imperialist press and news agencies.
Nevertheless, we are inclined to believe that the Maulana could easily
acquaint himself with the statutes of the Communist International if
he desired to. The programme, policy, and tactics of the Communist
International are laid down in the World Congresses that are held
from time to time. Delegations from all the national sections attend
these Congresses. An Executive Committee elected by one Congress
acts as the supreme body of the International till the next Congress.
The Executive Committee leads the International according to the
decisions of the Congress . . .

Hazrat Mohani put the question as if any relation of the Indian
Communists with the Internatiénal would be of homage paid in con-
sideration of financial aid. Nothing could be more mistaken. Com-
munists, in their effort to lead the Indian working class in the struggle
against British Imperialism and native landlordism and capitalisin, re-
quire the fullest support of the International proletariat. In spite of
their internal contradictions, capitalism and imperialism are interna-
tional forces. The forces fighting against them, therefore, must also
be organized internationally. The Chinese revolutionary movement
is an example. The Chinese people headed by the working class suc-
cessfully challenge the united forces of foreign imperialism (British,
Japanese, American, French, etc.) and native militarism, because they
are fully supported, in every sense, by the international proletariat led
by the Union of Soviet Republics. The collective forces and resources
of the Communist International representing the revolutionary pro-
letariat vanguard of 54 countries (including the Soviet Union) stand
firmly by its Chinese Section—the Communist Party of China.

In 1919-20 we had in India a popular upheaval of gigantic revolu-
tionary potentiality. Had it been possible to secure the practical sup-
port of the international proletariat, the history of India would be
somewhat differently written—India would have preceded China in
challenging the position of Imperialism in the East. We know what
was the weakness of the Indian nationalist movement in the post-war
years. We know how Gandhist prejudices of non-violence doomed
the Non-Cooperation movement to death before it had been born.
We know that India’s fight for freedom was shamefully sabotaged by
the weak, vacillating, anti-revolutionary bourgeois nationalists. The
task of the Indian Communist at present is to organize the working
class as the vanguard of the struggle against Imperialism. Given the
intellectual backwardness and political immaturity of the Indian
working class, the Communists will be able to accomplish their his-
torical task in India only if supported by the entire resources of the in-
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- maintain that armed revolution is not necessary for the realization of
Socialism; that parliamentary system of government gives the pro-
letariat the opportunity to seize the political power by returning a
majority at the polls; that the democratic system will gradually and
painlessly lead to Socialism; and that the transition from capitalism to
socialism should not be dictatorship of the proletariat as against the
dictatorship of the bourgeoisie, but governmental coalition between
the bourgeoisie and the proletariat. These doctrines resulted from 2
revision of Marxism caused by the growth of a labour aristocracy in
the period of prosperity which was brought about by colonial expan-
sion. They became most pronounced in Britain and Germany. And
since the British Labour Party and the German Social Democratic
Party dominated the Second International, Menshevism became an
International factor until in 1914 it betrayed the proletariat. During
the war, Menshevik leaders forgot their internationalism and helped
the bourgeoisie of their respective countries to have the proletarian
masses massacred on the altar of imperialist greed. In the post-war
years all the Menshevist doctrines of pacifism, democracy and coali-
tion became threadbare. Pacifism became counter-revolutionary cant;
democracy was replaced by bare-faced fascist dictatorship; and coali-
tion governments only served to help the bourgeoisie tide over diffi-
cult positions. ,

These are in brief, the differences between Bolshevism and Men-
shevism. None of them is the special product of any particular land.
Both of them are international factors in the proletarian movement.
Any proletarian party that rejects Bolshevism, unavoidably lands in
the Menshevik camp. As a matter of fact, granted its sincerity, the
programme expounded by Singaravelu is Menshevism of a very
naive and confused kind. His anxiety to disown any connection with
the Communist International, however, was caused by other reasons
than a difference of principle. His understanding of Communist prin-
ciples and programmes is not profound enough to give rise to a bona
Jfide divergence of views. What he was anxious about was to ‘clear all
misapprehension about our party, aim and methods’. The fun-
damental principle of the ‘Communist Party’ of Cawnpur is neither
Bolshevism nor even Menshevism. It is to secure the approval of the
police for its existence. A ‘Communist Party’ which is a ‘peaceful
movement’, is solicitous that the ruling class do not misapprehend its
aim and methods, holds up the gospels of Christ, Buddha and
Mohammed as the principles of pure communism, hates and fears
Bolshevism, considers it its duty to keep the proletariat away from
the Communist International, brushes aside the question of democra-
tic national freedom in favour of a nebulous Utopia of ‘Labour Swar-
aj’, is eager to have its propaganda literature approved by the British
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history of human society is the history of class-struggle.*

We venture this friendly criticism, because we are anxious to see
_that the ‘Langal’ creditably discharges its historic mission. The
‘proletariat and the peasantry are the inseparable allies in the struggle

immediately for democratic national freedom and ultimately for
socialism. 5

~ Notes

! The ‘inaugural special’ issue of the Bengali weekly Langal (The Plough) came out on
16 December, 1925, as the organ of the Labour-Swaraj Party of the Indian National Congress
which had been founded in November 1925 by some of the more radical members of the
Swaraj Party who had been influenced by M. N. Roy’s persistent pleading for the
formation of an -open people’s party committed to complete independence and a
programme of agrarian revolution. The chief editor or director (Pradhan Parichalak) of the
Jjournal was Nazrul fslam; under him was the other editor, Manibhushan Mukhopadhyaya.
‘There were in all fifteen issues; the journal stopped publication with the issue of 15 April
1926; it was reissued under a new name, Ganavani (People’s Voice), with Muzaffar Ahmad
as editor. That Langal had ‘merged with Ganavani’ was announced in the editorial of the
first issue (12 August 1926) of Ganavani which proclaimed itself as the organ of the
Peasants’ and Workers’ Party of Bengal (Bangiya Krishak O Sramikdaler Mukhapatra).

- The Labour Swaraj Party organized an All-Bengal Praja Conference at Krishnanagar on
6 February 1926 where the name of the Party was changed to Peasants’ and Workers’ Party
of Bengal. . E - o :

2 The most popular and radical poet of Bengal during the 1920s, Kazi Nazrul Islam

‘achieved instantaneous and phenomenal fame with the publication of his poem Bidrohi
(The Rebel) at the age of twenty-two and a few months (January 1922). Between 1922 and
1931 he published sixteen volumes of poems, four collections of songs, three novels, three
collections of short stories and four volumes of essays. Several of his works were
proscribed by the government: the Bengali bi-weekly Dhumketu (The Comet) which he
bfought out in August 1922 was banned and its issue of 26 September seized; he was
charged with sedition and sentenced to one year’s rigorous imprisonment. Later, he formed
the Labour Swaraj Party and its manifesto was published under his signature. In his
Rajbandir Jabanbandi (The Statement of a Political Prisoner) he declared that his ‘cry was the
cry of the oppressed of the world . . . I have rebelled not only against the injustice of the
ruler but my sword of truth has been raised also against my own society, people and
country’ (translated from the original in Bengali). Langal published Nazrul’s famous poem
Samyavadi, it also serialized a translation of Gorky’s Mother and published the constitution
of the Labour Swaraj Party, report of the Kanpur Communist Conference and address of the
President at the Krishnanagar Conference where the Labour Swaraj Party was changed to
the Peasants” and Workers® Party of Bengal.

In the 1930s Nazrul turned away from radical politics; the death of his son in 1930 and the
paralysis of his wife in 1940 were terrible blows: in 1942 he was himself stricken with an
incurable cerebral disease which reduced him to a mute and withdrawn invalid for the rest
of his long life.

* Muzaffar Ahmad was twenty-two when he was contacted at Calcutta by M. N. Roy’s
emissary Nalini Gupta in 1921. Converted to commupism, he became Roy’s principal
contact in Bengal. He was one of the accused in the Kanpur Conspiracy Case. Released
from jail on medical grounds he was one of the group of communists who ‘captured’
Satyabhakta’s Conference at Kanpur in December 1925 and formed the central executive
committee of the different communist groups in India. Nazrul Islam was his personal friend
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metropolis. The strength of modern imperialism lies in finance—in
the capital exported abroad to create markets for the product of met-
ropolitan industry. The export of capital from the metropolis is the
result of accumulation caused by capitalist production. In other
words, hundreds of millions of Asiatic and African peoples are en-
slaved by means of capital created out of the unpaid labour at home.
Therefore, a revolutionary crisis in England is bound to have a far-
reaching effect on the colonies. ‘ _

In the last years the British bourgeoisie managed to raise the capital
demanded for the home industries, but foreign investment progres-
sively diminished. The situation became so alarming that last year an
embargo was placed upon the export of capital. Capital could not be
sent out for investment abroad (mostly in the colonies) without injur-
ing the industries at home. On the other hand, accumulation abroad
also diminished. The substantial figure of ‘invisible export’ always in-
dicated imperialist prosperity. The surplus import was paid for by the
profit and interests of capital invested abroad. In the days of prosper-
ity, a large margin was available for reinvestment after all the pay-
ments had been made. In 1925, the margin was reduced to the almost
insignificant figure of £28,000,000.

The situation came to this: the project of overcoming the post-war
crisis by expanding colonial markets could not be realized unless
there were capital in the metropolis available for export. But export
of capital depends upon accumulation which, in its turn, is possible
only when the surplus value produced by the British proletariat is in-
creased. In other words, the Empire can be saved, the British
bourgeoisie can survive the crisis, only be reducing the standard of
living of the working class. Hence, the all-round determined capital-
ist offensive which in the first week of May drove England to the
verge of revolution.' Britain can repair her weakened political posi-
tion only at the expense of the working class.

The significance of the situation in England may not be fully
understood by the colonial peoples. In the colonies, except in limited
circles, the entire British nation is looked upon as the agency of
oppression. The British Labour movement did remarkable little to
remove this wrong impression. On the contrary, the British Labour
Party in office acted just as any other imperialist government. Even
on the eve of the May crisis, when the horizon of Britain was overcast
with ominous clouds of revolution, the Independent Labour Party,
through the resolution on ‘Empire and Peace’ reiterated its faith in the
humanitarian nature of the Empire, and affirmed that 2 Common-
wealth of Nations was in the making in the framework of the British
Empire. The L.L.P. resolved to support the ‘development of systems
of full self-government in all countries at the earliest opportunity in
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used for this purpose. The Indian bourgeoisie will be a willing party
to the violent exploitation and suppression, because their prosperity
also depends on what the workers will produce without getting any
return. In short, in the era of ‘equal partnership’ the insatiable greed
of British imperialism and Indian capitalism will be satisfied at the ex-
pense of the proletariat. :

Therefore, the agreement between imperialism and the Indian
bourgeoisie does not by any means liquidate the struggle for national
independence. Indeed, it pushes the struggle towards more revolu-
tionary forms. The social basis of the Nationalist movement is shifted
to the classes which have nothing in common with imperialism—
which have nothing to lose but their chains of political slavery and
economic exploitation. Class-struggle—the struggle between the
propertied and expropriated classes—clearly becomes the motive
force of Indian politics.

Now arise the questions of organization and leadership of these
forces. Which of the three classes involved will assume the leading
role in the fight? What organizational form will the struggle adopt?

Both the leadership and organizational form will naturally be deter-
mined by the social character of the movement. The social elements
that will henceforth compose the movement for national liberation
are the petty intellectuals, artisans, small traders, peasantry and the
proletariat. In the existing condition of Indian society, these all be-
long to the oppressed and exploited class. The movement for national
liberation will take place on the basis of the struggle between the ex-
ploiting and exploited classes. Henceforth the fight for national free-
dom in India becomes a class-struggle approximating to the final
stage.

Class-struggle is not always a struggle between the exploiter and
exploited. It is so only in its last stages. In the earlier stages it is not a
prelude to the abolition of class-ridden society. It simply expresses
the antagonism of a rising class to the old dominating class. It simply
causes a transformation of property relationship—one class replaces
another class as the dominating social factor. In its final stage the na-
ture of the class-struggle entirely changes. It ceases to be the struggle
between two forms of property. It becomes the prelude to the aboli-
tion of private property and the foundation of the socialist order of
society. On the one side of the line stands capitalism as the quintess-
ence of private ownership, and on the other is marshalled the proleta-
rian army which by its very nature does not represent a new form of
property. The victory of the latter, therefore, leads to the re-
organization of human society, free from class domination. With the
disappearance of property-right, classes disappear.

Although the class-struggle in the contemporary Indian society has
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not arrived at the very last stage, it approximates that stage so much
as to have the proletariat at its head. But at the same time, the major-
ity of forces involved in the struggle objectively do not stand for the
total abolition of property. They are exploited, expropriated; never-
theless; their victory will not be a socialist victory, but a popular
democratic victory. So the proletariat is called upon to lead a2 move-
ment for democratic freedom, which movement, however, will have
a preponderating character of class-struggle in the last stage. The pro-
letariat will have the hegemony in the struggle for democracy. The
objective programme of the proletariat (Socialist Programme) will
not be imposed on the movement, but the hegemony of the proletar-
1at will inspire the struggle with the most advanced revolutionary
democratic ideals, as distinguished from the hypocritical bourgeois
- democracy. Democracy is the end in itself for the class which con-
verts the democratic State into an instrument of its domination. From
the proletarian point of view it is a means—a step towards Socialism.
Therefore, if necessary, as in India, and as has been in Russia, the pro-
letariat should assume the hegemony in the struggle for democratic
freedom. Whether the democratic revolution can be quickly trans-
formed into a Socialist Revolution (as in Russia) remains an open
question depending upon the class-relations in the particular society
and on the political maturity of the proletariat. What is conclusive is
that on the failure of the bourgeoisie to lead the democratic revolu-
tion, the proletariat becomes the leaven of the democratic movement,
and will exercise the hegemony in the struggle for democratic free.
dom. When, as in India, the bourgeoisie betray their historic trust,
the movement for democratic freedom becomes a class struggle
approximating the last stage. As a matter of fact, the bourgeoisie de-
sert and betray the struggle for democratic freedom whenever the
conception of democratic freedom in the least threatens to transgress
the narrow confines of capitalist parliamentarism and approximates
the freedom of class domination. History is full of examples of such
desertion and betrayal. The democratic movement headed by the
bourgeoisie is a struggle for power between two classes representing
two different forms of property. But a democratic movement, which
goes on n spite of the betrayal of the bourgeoisie, represents the classes
that are essentially exploited and expropriated, although some of
them are identified with some form of property. Petty bourgeois
property, however, is not a newer and more developed form of prop-
erty as against the capitalist system. On the contrary, it is a form of
property that is bound to be eliminated by the development of capi-
talist production. Therefore the antagonism between capitalism and
petty bourgeois ownership does not belong to that category of class-
struggle which is between two forms of property. It is essentially a
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skirmish on the outskirts of the arena where the final battle will be
fought. This being the case, a democratic struggle whose social basis
embraces the petty bourgeoisie (including the peasantry) is bound to
be under proletarian hegemony. Being essentially linked up with the
last stage of the class struggle, it is inevitably influenced by the leader
of that struggle. Therefore, the proletariat will have the hegemony in
the Indian struggle for national freedom in the coming phase.

The next question is, how will the movement be organized? In
what formation should the democratic forces be marched in the
battle? To play creditably its political role, the proletariat will, of
course, have its own party—the Communist Party. But in that there
will be no room for its democratic allies. The party of the proletariat
stands under the banner of Socialism. On the way to the ultimate
goal, the proletarian party may be required to fight for non-Socialist
democratic demands. But it always remains a Socialist (Communist)
Party. Its final programme is a Socialist (Communist) programme.

The allies of the proletariat, however, are not just now fighting for
Socialism. They, therefore, cannot be in a party which objectively
stands for Socialism, though taking part, even leading, non-socialist
democratic movements as steps forward. Hence arises the necessity
of a party in which the proletariat stand side by side (as a vanguard)
with the revolutionary Nationalist elements fighting for democratic
freedom. None of the existing Nationalist parties can serve the pur-
pose. The Liberal and the Independent Nationalist parties have never
pretended to be anything but the political instrument of the
bourgeoisie. Such pretension came from the Swarajists. But the com-
pletely capitalist character of the Swaraj Party—as led and constituted
at present—has been demonstrated. There are large petty bourgeois
elements in that party. These elements, however, can no longer stay
in the party which has so completely betrayed the interests of their
class. They must either assert themselves to transform the party into a
revolutionary democratic party of the people or leave the party. The
Swaraj Party does not stand for a democratic revolution, as its prog-
ramme and record of activities clearly indicate. For all practical pur-
poses it has even abandoned all effective opposition to the foreign
bureaucracy. The Party has split under the pressure of class contradic-
tions. The section consciously representing bourgeois interests has
broken away. But the party still remains a bourgeois Nationalist par-
ty. The social composition of the party—the objective demands of its
members and adherents—calls for a programme entirely different
from the old programme of the party. The organizational structure of
the party must also be changed. A party apparatus adapted only to
parliamentary activities cannot be the suitable political organ of the
unfranchised masses. Owing to the essentially capitalist nature of its
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Politically awake middle class' intellectuals, who are opposed to
compromise with imperialism and advocate a militant continuation
of the nationalist struggle, talk of organizing the masses. But very
few of them seem to know how to go about the work they propose to
undertake. They still labour under class prejudice. When they do talk
of the masses, they assume a charitable attitude. They do not act as
the ideological spokesmen of the working class. They do not identify
themselves with the class they would lead to salvation. As a matter of
fact, they do not recognize class interests and class antagonism. They
want to uplift the down-trodden, not to lead the expropriated and ex-
ploited in the revolt against class domination. They have no faith in
the masses. They do not admit that the working class is the backbone
of society—that the future of human society lies in the hollow of the
rough hand of the ‘ignorant’ toiler. Betrayed by the bourgeois
nationalist leaders, these intellectuals have only been forced to see
that the movement for national freedom will never succeed without
active participation of the masses. Hence their wish to capture the
masses, in other words, to use the masses as so many pawns in the
struggle.

This is not the way to a working class party. People who do not
stand on the ground of class struggle cannot constitute the vanguard
of the proletariat. Those who propose to ‘harmonize the interests of
the masses and the classes’ would organize the working class only to
betray them. The slogan of a real working class party must be: Not the
masses for the revolution, but revolution for the masses.?

Then there are others who even do not want to capture the masses
to forcg a political change that will put them in power. They propose
to capture the masses for counter-revolution. These saviours of the
working class are actuated with the motive to prevent the growth of a
real revolutionary proletarian party—at least to see that the evil day is
put off as far as possible. There are too many of these ‘champions of
labour’ on the field.

Even as we write there comes the news that the repeatedly abortive
attempt to form a ‘Labour Party’ has once more been revived, this
time under the leadership of Bepin Pal!® Those acquainted with the
antecedents and ideas of Bepin Pal cannot have any illusion about this
‘labour party’. Making due allowance for his notorious erraticism,
Bepin Pal is amazingly class conscious. On this one question at least
he has always been very constant. Under his editorship the Bengalee
became the most clear-sighted organ of the Indian bourgeoisie. Only
two years ago, in the columns of that capitalist organ Bepin Pal ex-
pounded his theory that ‘poverty was a mental state’ and popularized
the slogan: “Work for love; wages are but a by-product’. Only the
other day Pal startled the country by declaring that if he were the
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of defence. I am opposed to an immediate campaign against the
North, but I do not deny the necessity of defending ourselves against
the North.

I will now turn to the basic question. Whether to advance to Pek-
ing or to Lunghai is only the practical aspect of the basic problem of
the revolution. This morning Comrade Ch’en Tu-Hsiu said that the
immediate task of the revolution consists not of intensifying it but of
- expanding it. This constitutes the real difference in our views:
whether to intensify or to expand the revolution. The theory is adv-
anced that in those provinces where the revolution has occurred in
part, it is impossible to consolidate the power of the Left: we will not
be able to exist if the revolution is not expanded.

The bourgeoisie has turned against us. The petty bourgeoisie is
vacillating; it is looking for ways to evade the basic questions posed
by the development of the revolution. We must develop the forces of
workers and peasants—this is the only measure that will assure the Sfuture of
the revolution. To attack the North immediately means to run from
this necessity. The petty-bourgeois government is being confronted
with the necessity of pursuing a really revolutionary policy, of
achieving an agrarian revolution. It is evading this task under the pre-
text of the necessity of launching an immediate campaign against the
North. By declaring themselves in favour of an immediate Northern
Expedition, Comrades Borodin, Ch’en Tu-Hsiu, and others register
their approval of the actions of the petty bourgeoisie who are evading
the necessity of pursuing a revolutionary policy. This is not the way a
revolution is developed. Not only is this opportunism, but it can aiso
be interpreted as a betrayal of the working class and the peasantry.
Thanks to this theory, we have already suffered defeat in Shanghai.
Thanks to this theory, we have refused to intensify the revolution. It
is true that a campaign against the North would give rise to a peasant
movement there,. that the first stage of a mass movement would be-
gin there. But, after all, the peasant movement in Kwangtung,
Hunan, and Hipeh has already passed through the first stage—the
stage of expansion, and is now. ready to enter the second stage, the
stage of intensification. It cannot be held back mechanically on the
first stage. It must either develop in the process of intensification, or
it will begin to rot and deteriorate. The objective situation favours the
peasantry assuming the offensive against the reaction in order to
annihilate it. If the peasants do not assume the offensive, they them-
selves will be subjected to attack, as was the case in Kwangtung and
Kiangsi, and as will be the case in Hunan if T’ang Sheng-Chih be-
comes the master of the situation there; the same will happen if the
national-revolutionary troops are sent to the North.

If we carry the banner of peasant revolt to Chihli or Shantung, we
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such as this. As concerns the danger of an imperialist attack, experi-
ence has shown that we will not be entirely safe, even in Mongolia.
An example of this was the defeat suffered by Feng Yu-Hsiang’s
forces even on the other side of the Nankow Pass.

There are differences of opinion regarding the importance of Shan-
ghai as a revolutionary base. For us there can be no doubt as to the
greatest importance of Shanghai to the national revolution. In Shan-
ghai, we have a proletariat which is organized, which possesses
tremendous revolutionary experience, which has received its politic-
al training in combat. The Shanghai proletariat is the bulwark of the
Chinese revolution. It alone is worth all the Left militarists put
together. But there are also inconvenient aspects to Shanghai. It is the
centre of the most revolutionary forces, but it is at the same time the
base of imperialism. Therefore, Shanghai should not be selected as a
point from which to launch an immediate attack against imperialism.
This is a question of tactics. Tactically, it would be disadvantageous
* to convert Shanghai into a base for direct attack against imperialism.
The significance of Shanghai must be defined in terms of the revolu-
tionary movement in the entire country. As experience has shown, the
Shanghai proletariat, because it is isolated from the country, is incap-
able of overthrowing imperialism. However, also incorrect is the
theory that whoever goes to Shanghai is going to compromise with
imperialism.* This holds true for the bourgeoisie. But the Shanghai
proletariat will do away with imperialism. This theory merely bes-
peaks the absence of faith in the masses, the inability to understand
the role of the proletariat. There are some who say that if Chiang Kai-
Shek compromised with imperialism immediately upon his arrival in
Shanghai, it follows that the proletariat, too, will be forced to make
an agreement with imperialism; but to say this is to reveal your lack
of understanding of the class character of society. Chiang Kai-Shek
made a compromise not because he found himself in Shanghai. He
went to Shanghai with just this very aim to conclude an agreement
with imperialism. But the Shanghai proletariat has always fought
against imperialism. .

In connection with the question of the base, it is necessary to dis-
cuss the question of the Northern Expedition. One cannot formulate
the question in terms of our having to go somewhere—either to the
north, or to the east, or to the south. What is the basic purpose of this
expedition? To develop the revolutionary movement. The essential
problem is one of finding a base for the revolution. Everything else
- must be examined from this point of view. If the expedition prom-

* In his report to the Congress, Ch’en Tu-Hsiu said: “Whoever goes to Shanghai is going
to a compromise with imperialism.” (M.N.R.)
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solved. The Central Committee of the Communist Party rejected the
plan proposed by the delegation of the Comintern in order to support
the underhanded (mosheinnicheskii) plan for the capture of Peking adv-
anced by the petty bourgeoisie with the aim of deceiving the masses.

A few words about why we did not support an immediate expedi-
tion to the north in its original version. We pointed out that it was
unfeasible from the military standpoint. At that time, supporters of
the Northern Expedition were saying that it was quite impossible to
drive the Mukden forces back beyond the Great Wall. For this opera-
tion, the national government could have sent only two of its army
corps to the north—the Fourth and the Eleventh. The second expedi-
tion could lead to the capture of Peking only if the national-revolu-
tionary forces dissolve in the forces of Feng Yu-Hsiang and Yen
Hsi-Shan; if, in other words, the revolution relies primarily on the
‘Left’ militarists.

I have pointed out earlier how dangerous this is. That is why we
were against this project. To force Feng Yu-Hsiang and Yen Hsi-Shan
to move on Peking and to try to wipe out the Fengtien forces is high-
ly expedient, tactically speaking. However, we must not think that
this would contribute to the expansion of the revolution. We cannot
sacrifice the genuine base of the revolution for the sake of accom-
plishing this task. Only after having created and consolidated the base
of the revolution in southern and central provinces which are now
under the national power can we agree to such a tactic.

The Northern Expedition does not exist. The government has re-
jected it. Why, then, do responsible members of government speak
about a fictitious nonexistent Northern Expedition? They do so, be-
cause they want to avoid an agrarian reform, because they are against
the development of revolutionary forces. They want to speculate by
counting on Left militarists. At present we already have occasion to
hear the argument that while we are in a period of revolutionary war,
we must not begin a class struggle in the village.* No agrarian re-
forms. We must wait for the occupation of Peking. Then we will car-
Iy out an agrarian reform.t But the Northern Expedition, after all,
does not exist, and Peking will never be captured. The point here is
not the Northern Expedition, but the intensification of the social base
of the revolution; it is just this which should determine the Communist
Party’s plan of action. We support the Kuomintang and the revolu-
tionary government on everything that prometes the intensification
of the revolution. We will oppose any policy that evades this.

* Ch’en Tu-Hsiu in his speech during the discussion of the Northern Expedition.
(M.N.R.)
T-Wang Ching-Wei made a statement to this effect at several public meetings. (M.N.R.)
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I am appealing to you, and through you to the whole Communist
Party, not to chase after illusions. Before you lies an enormous task:
you must intensify the base of the revolution in order to assure its fu-
ture, in order to spread the revolution over all of China.

Now we come to the extremely important question of our relations
with the Kuomintang. We have entered the stage when our relations
with the Kuomintang signify that we are assuming a share of the re-
sponsibility for its policy. But we cannot share the responsibility
without sharing the power. The Communist Party must not support
unreservedly the petty-bourgeois policy of the Kuomintang. Our
support, our bloc with the Left-Wing Kuomintang should not mean
that the Kuomintang decides everything while we agree with it on
everything. If we intend to support the government and the Kuomin-
tang—and we must support them—then we have to demand that all
decisions on the present and the future of the national revolution be
taken with the conscious participation of the proletariat acting
through the Communist Party. It is necessary to recognize that in the
past our relations with the Kuomintang were not what they should
have been. The Communist Party usually acted as an appendage, and
not as an independent force. In the Chiang Kai-Shek affair, the
Kuomintang created a fracas. Its entire policy was determined by in-
terests of petty-bourgeois prestige and not by a political line. And the
Communists fully supported this absence of a political line on the
part of the Kuomintang. It happens that Leftists forget who they are
and go along with the Rightists—and the Communists follow them.
And when the Leftists decide on a split, the Communist Party does
the same. This is not an independent policy. This is not a Communist
policy.

We must take stock of this past mistake in order to be able to work
out the correct policy for the future. Mistakes of the past interest us
only in terms of the lessons we can derive from them in order to pur-
sue the correct policy in the future. Henceforth, our policy will be
such that we will neither support nor oppose the decisions of the
Kuomintang post factum. We must have our own say in the matter of
the development of the revolution. In other words, the Communist
Party must carry out the hegemony of the proletariat in the revolu-
tion. This should be achieved through factional work within the
Kuomintang. The Communist Party must create in various organs of
the Kuomintang and the government Communist factions under
the political leadership of the Central Committee so that every deci-
sion of the national government would be adopted with the consent
and under the influence of the proletariat and the peasantry. Various
mixed committees have been formed. Factional work becomes parti-
cularly important in such circumstances. When Communists partici-
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the imperialist power in the colonies drew its support, on the one
hand, from reactionary, feudal elements (their expression in China is
militarism); on the other hand, its existence was favoured by the pas-
sivity of the broad national masses. The first gave active support to
imperialism. Since their own existence was dependent upon the con-
tinuation of imperialist rule, they became active allies of imperialism.
The second (the broad national masses) were a passive factor in as
much as they did not revolt against imperialist exploitation. The de-
velopment of the national-liberation movement involved these mas-
ses in a widespread revolutionary struggle. As long as imperialism
was not threatened with mass uprisings, the support of the feudal
elements sufficed. However, in recent years, it became increasingly
difficult for imperialism to maintain its rule in China with a base
composed exclusively of feudal-militarist elements. The ease with
which the national-revolutionary army routed the northern militar-
ists in the Yangtze Valley serves as proof of this. Hence, imperialism
is seeking to expand its social base in the colonies. This opens up the
possibility of a compromise between imperialism and the upper strata
of the bourgeoisie. :

The gigantic development of the revolution went beyond the nar-
row confines of bourgeois leadership. The bourgeoisie sensed the
threat of danger. It feared that the movement would not confine itself
to establishing conditions for capitalist development, that the revolu-
tion might go further. On the other hand, the willingness of im-
perialism to make certain concessions to the native bourgeoisie in
order to assure itself of continued colonial exploitation showed to the
colonial bourgeoisie that provided it collaborated with imperialism,
its economic growth was still possible. Its development can also
transpire under imperialist rule. Hence, the national bourgeoisie is
trying to narrow down the aims of the revolution and to lead it to
make a deal with imperialism. By acting in such manner, the
bourgeoisie is betraying the national revolution; it is running to the
side of the counter-revolution, entering a united front with imperial-
ism, and turning into an instrument for the destruction of the revolu-
tion. At this stage, the leadership of the revolution is passing into the
hands of those classes which are being exploited by imperialism,
which have no grounds for making a compromise and, consequent-
ly, the interests of which require the complete overthrow of imperial-
ism and a radical democratization of the country.

The removal of the bourgeoisie from the leadership of the revolution
and the transfer of leadership to the more revolutionary classes—the
bloc of the petty bourgeoisie, the peasantry, and the proletariat—make
the Chinese revolution an inseparable part of the world revolution.
Under the leadership of the bourgeoisie, the national revolution
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The social aim of the revolution—the overthrow of feudalism— is
closely connected with its anti-imperialist character. The Chinese
people must fight against imperialism. But, as a result of imperialist
rule, the entire national economy is still under the yoke of feudal rela-
tions. The bourgeoisie and a segment of the petty-bourgeois intel-
ligentsia are so intertwined with the feudal economy, while compris-
ing an integral part of the feudal structure of the Chinese society, that
they cannot lead a revolutionary struggle against imperialism, for a
decisive struggle against it develops inevitably into a struggle against
feudalism and its political expression.

Only by weakening the feudal support (opora) of the bourgeoisie
will imperialism be really destroyed and definitely overthrown. The
bourgeoisie cannot lead a revolution that leads to its own downfall.
Events have proved the correctness of this theoretical principle. The
bourgeoisie deserted the revolutionary front (and) turned against it,
because the path of the revolution’s attack against imperialism runs
through the destruction of feudalism. This is why in the theses of the
Communist International it is clearly stated that in the present epoch
the Chinese revolution is first of all an agrarian revolution. And since,
owing to, their origin, their social bonds and economic interests, the
bourgeoisie and a certain segment of the petty-bourgeois intel-
ligentsia are opposed to an agrarian revolution, they cannot lead the
revolution and must, therefore, go against it. These elements have
withdrawn from the revolution and have turned objectively into an
instrument of imperialism. The attempts of imperialism to alter the
character of the Chinese revolution, to deflect it from its objective
perspective of non-capitalist development, are calculated on these
traitorous classes. There exists the possibility of a third party arising,
a bourgeois-national party which would screen itself behind a false
banner of nationalism. This means that there is the prospect of a
struggle for hegemony between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat.

Two perspectives lie before the Chinese revolution.

One points to a development along bourgeois-democratic lines.
This perspective means the onset of a period of capitalist develop-
ment under the hegemony of imperialist finance capital; this perspec-
tive means China’s conversion into an instrument for the stabilization
of capitalism. This perspective means the defeat of the Chinese revolu-
tion. The objective conditions, national as well as international, belie
such a perspective. But subjectively, imperialism and the reactionary
classes, including the national bourgeoisie, support the perspective of
an imperialist intervention and the defeat of the Chinese revolution.

The second perspective is the path of non-capitalist development.

The international situation as well as the internal class forces incline in
the direction of this perspective. The Kuomintang, the national-re-
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