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INTRODUCTION

Though the history of the world communist movement begins
with thekork of the Third International (1919-43), yet the
working class movement in the world had started in the middle
of the 19th century, partly as & ¢orollary® Industrial
Revolution and partly due to the development of capitalism
particulariy in England and Germany. Tt was in June 1832 that
the red flag was first hoisted by the workers in Paris, the
f1ag which 1is nov universslly used by the entire communist
and revoluntionary working class movement.

This study of the world communist movement deals only
with the Third International, It would hence he desirable
to take a drief look at the earlier phases of the movement -
the genesis, growth and mature - atleast for the sake of the
continuity of tho thematic, and to see hovw marxist theory
before ih& Third International looked &t the problem of revolu-
tion in the colonies,

¥arl Marx first developed the theory of the world
revolution. Marx's theory of revolution matured in two phases
which are qualitatively different from each other. Marx
before 1850 was & German revolutionary with more partieularistic
concern for revolution in Germany. He was an activist who

fought 1in the ranks of the army in the Revolution of 1848,



Before 1850, Marx's theory of revolution was determined by
what happened in Europe and particularly in Gersany. With

the Vienna Settlement of 1815, an era of reaction and oounter-
revolution had set in Europe which evoked organised opposition
of the proletariat, Hence, before 1850, Marx's analysis
foonsed on the proletarian revolution in Burope over the
subsequent, and more cowplek concept of a world icvolution.
Due to his intellectual pre-occupation in the European politiocs,
Marx first looked for classcs who could mmke revolation in
RBuropes In the process he of course, paid some sttention

to crosa nationel solidarity of the proletariat, but it was
still ouly in the Buropean context. In the colonial world,
this was yet to be develaped, Therefore the contents of

P
revolution}both.in Europe and the colonial world)were radioally

different from chh other. In the European politics, it was
the wetropolitan proletariat and in the colonial world, the
down-trodden masses, who were at two different locations of
the oapitalist structure nf operation. Nnrx,‘dnrtng this
period, scems to have believed iﬁ & striot naqnoécc between
the wmetropolitan and colonial revolutions. Socialistic
revolutions in the metropolis were the prccdndition for colonial
revolutions,

Marx paid careful attentionm to the colonial prohlems

after 1850, mainly due to two important eveants - Taiping
Rebellion in China, and the Indian mutiny of 1857. Though



most of Marx's work in this period was done by way of journalism,
yet 1t drings out the outlines of his theoretical work on this
problem. Marx stat:d that imperialism has produced a social
revolution withoht intendinz,it,.and the imperialist colonisa-
tion has produced the greatestand the oaly social revolution
ever heard of in Asia. He ldoked at the problem of India and
the colonial world cainly as an historieal proplen of under-
standing the socio-econonpic formstions, to the exclusion of
politieal apeculations of the future of the colonial world,
Though Marx took interest in the 1857 Indian revolt and

even characterised it as the First War of Independence,

yat his political formulations about the future of India were
not elear,

But theoretical discussion on the problem of the
colonial revolution and its possible linkages with revolution
in advanced western societies was of central importance im
marxian theory, Despite the difference in the contents of the
two revolutions - antiimperiasaliat in the vwest and entirely
Qifrerent in colonies, both had one thing in comson. Both were
movements of wen who were victims of capitaliss and hence
opposed to it, The difference in the nature of the two
revolutions was also explained by marxists by two theoretical
devices 1) theory of stages of revolution and 11} theory of
imperialism. Narx, of course, dealt with these theories

kiql
somevhat unsystematically and on & veryL;gvol of generality,
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but they were developed fully in the works of Lenin. The
distinot social content of two revolutions were structuraliy
connected by the imperialist ay?teu._'lt social revolution comes
it would disméntle the national struotures of capitalisa

in Western societies and if colonial revolution comes it

would disrantle the interpational capitalist systes. But

in both cases it was capitalism which was challeoged and
whichever revolution happenod earlier, that would make the
other more likely. This account of Marx of a colonial
revolution, though tentative, incomplete and sometimes
suffering from the defects taken over from the sources

of his data, was still short of a fully worked out theory.
Marx believed in the revolutionary infirmity of the pcaiantry
in the colonial world and thought theywere destined to follow
and not to lead. He held that leadership would come frowm the
‘widdle classes inlgenoeratiu revolutions, and from the prole-
tariat io the socialist ones. Marx has pnot left a complete
framework for & colonial revolution except his sympathy and
best xishes for the future proletariat, yet his analysis of
the colonies provided a basis to bhe developed fully dy Lenin
at s later date. Lenin further developed the Marxian idea

and came to the conclusion about the existence of three
waingtreams in the vorld revolutionary process - a) the
emergence of socialist states ino Bureps, encouraging and helping

the revolutionary process in the colonial world b) the nationsl



1iberat ion movements against the imperialist-capitalists,

in the colonies and semi-colonies ¢) the struggles of working
class in developed countries furtheting the process of world
revolution, .

The present astudy does not deal with the process of
world revolution and Comintern's involvement in it. It deals
with & much more limited theme -~ the CPI when it tried to
further the national-=liberation movement in the country against
the imperialist rule and ander the general guidance of the
Third International, In the study of the foundation and
development of the CPI and Indian communism during the period,
one is severely handicapped with dearth of material., So
far pdly 4 or 5 full=scale studies of the early Indian
commnuisat movement have comwe out, but even these are highly
restricted 4in their outlook, nature and content. A major
z part of the historiecs of the Party have been written after
_ the split in the Farty in 196% and hence their account tends
to be affected by hindsight. Often the accounts are full of
mutual bitterness. The scope of the study of the early
cormunist movewment in India is further restricted due to
the secret and {llegal nature of the -ove-nnt on the one hand,
and the oppressive activities of the imperinlist adminietration,
Hence many controversies surround the process of the formation

of the CPI till 1925 and its chequered development till 1930,
This forms the background of Chapter I.
The link bétueen the early communist movement in India

and the Third Ianternational was provided by M.N, Roy., Hence
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M.N. Roy has been treated in this sork 'not as a Iignritive head
but in the‘litexal sonse', Roy, right from the beginfnk, |
advocated ultra-left views, He Even opposed, though unsuccess- ,
fully, Lenin's Prelim&narﬁjTheses on the National + Colonial &Kﬂ&fz)
Question at the Sccond Con;reaﬂ of the Comintern. He continned

to hold his line till the Fifth Congress though he did not

oppose Lenin's policy publicly after the Second Congress.

The predidauﬁnt of Hoy was that he was to act xithin four

corners of Lenin's policy. Therétore, after Lenin's death

and in the Fifth Congress, Roy once again reverted to his

stand of the Second Congress, Hoy was partially encouraged

to take his stand due to temporary success of his lino of

argument regarding the colonial world, Even the Chinese revo-

lation of 1935-27, where Hoy was sent by the CO-intoﬁgy'to

provide guidance)neened to have proved that the hourgeoisie

in the colonies was reactiopary and counter-revolutionary.

| Roy, of course, amended his views about the role of dourgeoisie
hefore the Sixth Congress. This was shortl) !f?;:?P!' expulsion

| fxyom the Conintgrn. His attitude had to a great extent softened

¢ e e

townrds the national bhourgeoisie and the movement led by
Gandhiji. After his expulsion from the Comintern, Roy came and
settled in India and started working for sowe-tiwe in close
cooperation with Nehru and Gandhi. Roy's associstion with the
National Congress did not last long. He soon broke away with

the Congress and moved towards his utopia called New Humanism,
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But, strangely, now the Comintern leadership ideologically came

{ .
y closer to Roy as is evidenced by the Sixth Congre?' theses /

|

where revaluation of the role of the bourgeoisie was done, at

! 8 time when Roy himsolf hafi amended his views. Ib 1927-28, Roy

i had moved to the right compared to his earlier position, the

Comintern to the left, However, it failed to bring off a
reconciliation because other issues were favolved.

In the last analysis, RBoy was pot very successful in
organising the early communist movement in India, This was
beosuse he was not tdeally suited to follow the Comintern's 1line
of the Second Congress. Paradoxically, events moved in such a way
that he was expected to make effective a policy he had originally
opposed, IHis failure was also dae to the fact that he was not
in India since 1916 and had no first hand knowledge of the nature
of the national lidberation movement in India. The vigilence
of British intelligence made communication with the orgaunisational
fool difficult. Roy, though he formally adhered to Lenin's
1ine ocut of necessity, yet while guiding the communist wmovement
in India, Roy was subcouscfiously advocating what he considered
right, which was atleast considerably different from Lenin's

formulations,
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CHAPTER = I

ORIGINS OF INDIAN COMMUNISHM

Political Background .

The October Revolution of 1917 in Russia greatly influenced
the nationalists aond revolutiondries in Iandia to begin their
search for new ways and weans to intensify struggle for the
independence of India.1

Before dealing with the impact of the Russian Revolution
on the intensification of the communist activities in TIndia,

& glance at the early struggles in this direction is desirable,
It may be pointed out that the extremist era of the Indian
National Congress (19005-18) witnessed & sharp rise in the
peasants' struggles and workera' movement in India, though

in the case of vorking class movement, the rise was inter-
mittent before 1914, These innumerahble, though unrelated
actions, by the labouring class were one Of the wost important
forces of freedom struggle during this period. The activities
of the militant nationalists e.g. Lokminya Tilak, among the

labour class movewment gave impetus to the rise of their

nationAl consciousness. One significant aspect of the wilitants'

- - - -

1. The Preamble of the CPI's constitution adopted in 1958
acknowledges it: 'The CPI arose in thecourse of our
liberation struggle as a result of the efforts of Indian
revolutionaries, who under the inspiration of the Great
October Revolution were seeking new paths for achieving
national independence.' g' )
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political programme was its emphasise on inspiring broad mnsses
of people ifnto the anti-imperialist movement., However, in
rallying the masses, the militanis appealed exeluaively to
national and religious feelings, since a large nuamber of them
h&filed from Indian petty-bourgeois and hourgeois intellectuals
who showed no interest in inculcating or developing class consci-
ousness among the praletariat? Thus the militancy of the extre-~
wmists was on bhe political plane dHut without social programme,
The young national bourgeoiaé,partionlarly 1ts more radical
petty~-hourgeois fringe in the form of militant nationalist,
strove to vin a section of the working class, under the slogans
of anti-imperialism as 'Swaraj is my birth rightt., The militant
nationalists also regarding the working olass as & significant
instrument in the struggle for national independence,

A major event which helped the process of revolut ionary
upsurge in India was the trial and conviction of Lokmanya Tilak
in 1908, for courageously condemning British colonial rule and
upholding Indiu's right to pnational self-determination. Commenting
on this Lenin wrote:

'yeo INndia is beginning to stand up in defence of

her political leaders... In India, too, the prole~

tariat has already developed to consocious pelitical

wass struggle and that heing the case, the Russian-

style British regime in India 1s doomed.,., The class

consciousness &f European worker has already found

its comrades in Asia, and their nuwber will grow

with every passing day and hour'(3)

W D R P A G A W G W B

2. Choudhary, Sukhbhir. Peasants' and Workers! MNovement in India
1905-1929, PPH, Delhi, 1971, p.ib, — '
3. Lenin, V.I, The National Liberation Movement in the East,

Moscow, 1969, p.I1%. e b vkt !

A}
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The wmose wovement reamshed its climax in July 1908 when the
people of Bombay organised a public strike and the Bowbay
labourers came out on a mnss political strike., The Bombay
lahour strike not only demonstrated the workers' solidarity
with the nationalist forees, but also revealed that the Indian
working class was already taking aa Bctive part in the
direction of nntional progress, It was a political action of
labour as a class,

The outhreak of the first world war gave a new impetus
to the working olass smovement. Perhaps, this was partly due
to the Indian soldiers drawn mostly from awong the masses,
golog to Europe to participate in the war and in the process
seeing the advanced life of workers which brought & new
politiocal consciousness in the Indian workers. But above all,
there had occurred the October Revolution of 1917. The victory
of the workers over the bourgeoisie of Russia for the first
time in the history of the world stirred the Indian workers,
It swept the Indian workers and peasants out of their apathy
and transforming their movement for national liberation, The
pertod of 1919 to 1922 was one of tremendous national upheaval,
@ period of revolationary uprisings of the Indian people against
British imperialism and for national liberation. It was not an
isolated phenomenon of Indian history. It was a part of the
processes of world revolution against imperialism. It appeared
in two tor-l; One was the revolutionary movement of the working

class for liberation from capitalism and for establishment of
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socialismi and the other was the liberation movement of
oppressed nations for liberation from imperialism. The October
Revolution had a direct impact 06 the Indiap and Asian
developments, It directly and openly appealed to the oppressed
nations to overthrow the impertalist yoke, Secoundly, it spoke
to the exploited masses, particularly the workers and peasants,
against landlord~capitalist exploitation., Even ordinary workers,
awakened into political consciousness by the burden of the
war and its consequences, spoke of how the capitalists and
landlords had been liquidated in Soviet’aussia.& Thus only the
fiussian ﬂevolntion'of October 1917 impressed itself on the
winds of the indtan people, and particularly the working class
by its national«revolutionary and class-emancipatory role
apd ideology.5
In the wake of Octodber Revolution, there was the famous
strike organised by the textile veavers in Ahwedabad 1in “arch 1918,
Its success warked the beginning of innumerable strikes organised
by the Indiap workers in the industrial areas like Bombay, Kanpur,
Calcutta, Jamshedpur, Madras etc., Desides these strikes for
econowic tssues, 'workers in Bombay and & number of other .
industrial towns went on a political strike against the

D WD D R D s i . S B

4, AITUC - Fifty Years, Documents, Volume I, AITUC Publications,
New Delhi, 1973 - Introduction by 5.,A, Dange, p.x.
5. 1bid,., p.xiii,




12

Powlatt Acts, dewonstrating thereby their growing political
oconsciousness, It marked the entry of the working class in
the nationalist phaso.ﬁ The active participation of the prole-
tariat in the demonstrations organised against the Nowlatt
Acts made the nationalist-minded intelligentia realise the
revolutionary significance of the role that labour could play
in the struggle of nationalism. Hence they propagated for
establishing persanent associations for workers to improve
their social and economic lot and setting up their own inde-
pendent trade union organisations,

Even hefore the outbreak of October Revolution, the
political consciousness of the Indian masses arose partly
due to the Russian Revolution of 1905-7 againet Czarist
autocracy and partly due to the individual revolutionaries
who were indulging in terrorist activities to advance the
Indian revolution against the imperialist rule, even through
self-annihilation., Comenting on the Russian events of 1905,
Gandhi wrote:

'A comparison can he made, up to a point, between

the people of the Russia and our own., Just as

we Are poor, the Russian people are also poor, We

have no voice in conducting the affairs of state

and have to pay taxes with demur, the same 18 true

of the Russians also., Seeing such oppression, some

Russians do come out bravely against it from time

to time., Sowme time ago there was a rebdellion in
Russia', (7)

6. Desai, A.R, Social Bagkground of Indian Nationaslism,
Popular Booi"ﬁepot, Bombay, 1959, p,1i8%,

7. Joshi, P.C, and Damodaran, K. Marx Comes to Yudia,
Manohar Book Service, New Delhi, 1975, p.15.
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Citing the events of 1905 in Russia, Gandhi pointed out that
the power of Indian Viceroy was in no way less than that of
the Czar. 'We, too, oan resort to the Russian remedy against
tyranny...We can also show the same strength that the Russian
people have done', 8 the Indian revolutionaries functioning
abroad against the(:géégg/rnle, learnt the art of homb making.
Some of them even made arrangements for secretly importing arms
and amnnnition_with the help of German Foreign Office., Due

to the oppressive retaliatory activities of the imperialist
government, sone of these Indian revolutionaries were executed
while some escaped to foreign countries in colladoration with
patriotic groups of Indians in London, Paris, Berlim and the
United States, One of such revolutionaries was Lala Hardayal
who while teaching in the United States got in touch with
varfous socialist and anarchist groups, lie was closer to the

9

latter,” In U.5, the wmost nflttant part of the Indian community

was the emigre Sikh peasantry enggggd as workers ip various

capacities., They had become political)conseifous due to their
having suffered racial discrim n at the worst. They also
formed the Ghadar Party of which Lala Hardayal was one of the
important leader. During the course of First World War the

Ghadar Party stepped up its preparations for armed revolt in

DD D s T i kG AR P A AP

8, Ibiad,
9. Ybid., p.26.
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India and expected the help of the anti-Dritish foreign
povers, especially Germany. As the First World Wwar broke oant
Lala Hardayal Jjumped bail and sailed for BEurope. The Ghadar
organisation v&s no more confiped to the United States but
had spread inside Punjadb,to South East Asia and, also among
Indians in the British colonies in Africa and elsewhere.10
The October Revolution of 1917 in Russia was of tremendous
significance in the awakening of the exploited classes in India,
Despite the Qr;ﬁlsh government's care that the truth about
Bolshevik Revoihtion did not reach India, it did not succeed,
The truth of this world-shaking event was made known to Indians
by a leading nationalist daily of Bengal in November 1917
{tself: 'The downfall of Tsardom has ushered in the age of
destruction of nlient buareaucracy in India too’,iland even
the Montague-Chemsford Report of 1918 tersely observed:
'Thg Bolshevik Revolution in auﬁaia has given impetus to Indian
political consciousness', The patriotism and revolutionary
zeal of Indian nationalists drew them to the outlook and
theory which made possible the victory of the October Revolution,
. The revolution {llumined their path forward. The name of Lenin
became the symhol of the leap in the consciousness of the
advaonced revolutionary nationalists of this country., In 1921,

Dhumketu, the first communist weekly in Bengali, compared the

D OB s D A G WSS Y

10, Ivid., p.28,
11, Chattopadhyay, Gautam, Comwmunisw & Bengal's Freedom
Movement, I'P'H, Delhi, 1970, p.
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Rolsheviks to Xalki (an incarnation of the God Vishnu)
wielding the sharp sword on hehalf of the harassed and long
oppressed people'. A yedy later, the well-known Bengali
nationalist weekly, Atmasakti, a;no wrote: 'The substantial
siwilarity in the conditions of Russia and India bring to our
mind the problems of Bolshevism, Like Russia, Tndia too
{8 a predominantly agrarian country. The nusber of edﬁcated
persons are ashout the same in both the countries., BDoth the
countries are strongly relizious-minded...The faetérs that
led to the rise of Bolshevism in Russia are also present in
India,...They cannot be kept down and under any nore’.12 The
suceess of October Hevolution put an end to the fatalism which
had paralysed the Indian people who now felt confident to
draw the imperialist rulers out of the country as the Russians
q:;:e chased out the feudal lords and the bourgeoisie and had
taken over power. Desides, there were aconsiderable number
of Indian patriots who secretly visited the Soviet Union e.g.
Maulvi Barakatullah, a prominent Indian revolutionary who after
his meeting with Lenin in 1919 said: *'The dawn of wankind's
liberation is appearing on Russia's horizon, the bright sun
of that happy day is Leniu'.13

The impact of the October Revolution on the upsurge of
the revolutionary movement in India has heen aptly described

000 D W TS G T S S D SR SUP e B

12, Iniad.
13. Choudhry, Sukhbir, op.cit., p.71,
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by K.M, Panikkar *',..0f the individual events which influenced
the political and moral development of India,..probadbly the
greatest was the Russian Revolution. The capture of power by
the proletariat, not only in Moscow, but throughout the
enormous country stretching out to the bovder of the Pamirs,
wade & deep impression on India's youth'.ih

Jwing to the establishweant of a workers' goverament in _
the Soviet Union, the Indian workers understood the significance
of the organised pover, which favoured the estadblishment of
the All India Trade Union Congress (AITUC), The first session
of the AITUC was held on 30 October 1920 in Bombay due to
strenuous efforts of left minded intellectuals, prominent
Indian National Congress leaders and members of the British
Labour Party. The Congress was attended by 801 delegates from
811 over India representing 100 arffiliated and sympathising
trade unions which together with miners' representatives
represented 5 lacs of workers. In its presidential addreso,is
Lajpat Rai, expressed satisfaction over the fact that the
Indian proletariat was joining 'hands and brains' not oonly
to consolidate its interests, but also to forge a link in the
‘ohain of internaticnal brotherhood', 1In his speech he

expressed his indignation over the fact that the labour was still

treated as &8 commodity to be sold and purchased in the Indian

- e W e

14, Ibid,, p.118,
15. Adhik‘ri, Go HCPI“I. P.207.
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market, e pointed out:

'‘Militarism and Tmperialisw are twin children of

capitalism; they are cne in three and three in

one, Their shadow, their fruit and thdair bask

all are poisoncus, It ig oily lately that an

antidote has heen discovered and that antidote

is organised labour'. (16)
lala Iajpat Rai pointed out the existence of two truths, it 1is
elther capitalistie and bourgeois or socialistic and added:

\

tMy own experience in Europe &nd America leads me

to think that socialistic or Bolshevik truth is any

day better, more reliable and more huwman than

capitalistic and iwmperialistic truth', (17)

He concluded his address hy exhorting the audience to assist
in the process of organising Indinn workers, of making them
conscious and educating them in the ways and interests of the
common weal, ,

With gradual development of industrialisation in prominent
cities, the working class tended to develop a new outlook. It
shed 1ts old religious approach to social divisions and political
struggle., The industrial population of industrial centres ippoared
oWwiously divided into capitalist and lahourers rather than
i{nto religious comsunities, WwWith the growth of this new
consciousness, the workers began to struggle for the estabdblish-
ment of 8 national order gusranteeing the equitable distribution
of economic power. 1In 1921 alone, 396 strikes were organised
with a loss of 6,984,426 working hours, involving 6,00,351

workers, Plantation workers of Assam striking against retrenchment

D D NP S W S D W W B s S deh

16. 1bid., p.209,
17. 1bid., p.210,
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started a dig exodus in May 1921 to their different provinces.
This was in the face of unbearable police repression, The

EB fNailway workers of Chandpur staged a remarkable protest
strikte in syapathy with t@e plantation workers, 60000 mill
workers of Bombay staged & brief protest strike on the Tirst
death anniversary of Tilak on August 1, 31921, The highest
indication of the rising political consciousness of the working
class was seen when they backed the call for hartal to proclaim
India’s boycott of Prince of Wales's visit on 17 Novemher 1921
by complete general strikes in the industrial towns like Bombay,
Caloutta and Madras, This was perhaps the first all-national
political general strike in India, 1In Dombay, where Prince

of Wales landed, besides the general strike, barricades wvere
raised to fight the polioe, the territorial army and the regular
solfdiery that were sent to quell the strike and uprising.

The strike and fighting lasted for S daya. The Daily ierald,

the ladbour paper in England, called it the 'strongest uprising'.
During the struggle, the official estimate is that 30 people
wxere shot dead in Bombay alone’,

Acoording to Dr,. G, Adhikari,18

four trends can be
identified from among the revolutionary nationalists, from
which individuals and groups in their search for new paths for
the struggle for independence turned to scientific socialism
and communism under the impact of Qotober Revolution, The

D N0 W 4 e B T TR S S SRS G W S

18. Adhikari, G. HCPI-I. PD.1-2.
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Communist Party founded at Teshkent in October 1920 by M.N,

moy and others was directly and indirectly the result of

these trends. The trends detailcd by Dr. Adhikori are:

(a) Indian national revolutionaries operating from abroad

in the period of the first world war and thereafter from Germany,
the U.,83.A., Tarkey and Afghanistan, wxho earlier functioned
through the Berlin Committee and the 'provisional government

of independent India' or otherwise and later came to be
influenced by the October Revoluti'n -~ amongst whom we have
such outastanding names as V, Chattopadhyaya, Mr, Barakatullah,
¥,P.,B,T. Acharya, M.,N, Roy and Abani Mukherji.

(b) wNational revolutionaries from the Pan~Islamic Khilafat
movement, who went abroad in the war period (1914-16) and those
from the Hijrat Movement of the postwar period and who
similarly later came under the influence of October Revolution
among whom we have such names as “ohammad AlY Sepassi,

Rahwmat Ali Khan, Ferogzuddin Mansoor and Abdul Majid and

Shaukat Usmani,

(c) National revolutionaries of the Ghadar Party organised
among the sikgn and Punjabi emigrant labour (U.s.k.) before the
first world war, who staged an unsuccessfaul revolution in 1915
at the time when KOMAGATA MARU arrived in India. 1t is the post-
war period of the Ghadar Party when it was revived and
reorganised by Rattan Singh and Santokh Singh, with the latter
as the gencral seoretary, and who in 1922, took the tnitiative

to establish contact with the Communist International,
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{(d) The fourth and the wmost important trend was of the national
revolutionaries in India itself =-- from the left wing of the
National Congress, the terrorist, organisations and parties,

the Khilafat movement, the Akall movement (especially its

Babar Akali left wing which was linked with the Ghadar Party).
Individuals and groups from this trend -- after the debdbacle of
the wovement in 1921-22 or those who never accepted the same --
turpned to scientific locfalisn and the class organisation of
workers and peasants under the impact of the October Revolution
and later became the founders of the early communist groups

in different parts of the country e.g. Dange in Bombay,
Singaravglu in Madras, Muzaffar Ahwed in Calcutta and the
Ingqilad group in Lahora'.19

floy Transformed into a Communist

M.,N. Roy has often heen descoribed as the 'founder of

20

the Comwmunist Party of India‘, The similar opinion is held

by Mugzzafar Ahned.21 Since this work deals with M.,N, Roy only

19, Dr. Adhikari has somewhat neglected this trend - that in
terms of their basic class-bise, there were connections
between the trade union work of early 'extremist’
vnationalists and communist activists of the twenties.

This trend has been dlscussed in detail in this Chapter
under the sub-head 'Problems of Organisation -~ 1920-25¢,

20, Hsithoox, John Patrick, Communism and Nationalism in India,
M.N, Roy & Comintern Policy 1920-39, Oxford University
Press, Bowbay, 1971, p.3.

21, 'The CPI was founded adbroad in 1920 and the person who took
the main initiative in founding it was M,N. Roy',

Ahmed, Muzaffar. Myself and the Communist Party of India,
1920-39 (NCPI), National Book Agency, Calcutta, 1970, p.28.
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after his conversion to communism, & brief account showing
his tranitoruatlon from an extremist nationalist of early
youth to a couuunist is desirahiﬁ. This distinct phase of
Roy's l1life served as the prelude to his sudden ewmergence at
the “econd Congress of Communist International, as the spokes-
man:éf Indian communisa. |

a

- Narendra Nath Bhattacharya, later koown as Nanvendra

Nath Roy, joined the revolutionary movement in Bengal at the
early age of 14, under the inspiration of Jatin Mukerji, a
known revolutionary of Bengal, He took & sincere and active
part in the movement agdinat the Partition of Bengal in

1905. There are sufficient references to this effect in the
Sedition Committee Neports, He had a difficult childhood,

the kind of which invariabdbly creates a sense of frustration,
The politics which first attracted him was of armed struggle
against the alien government and for the liberation of the
motherland., His first afrest was in 1907 followed by another
in 1910, He was arrested in the Garden Retoh Dacoity Case and
the Baliaghata Dacoity case and also in the famous Howrah
Conspiracy Case. He absconded bail in 1915, His involvement
in these dacoity cdases should not he wmisunderstood since these
dacoitiés were undertaken to provide money to carry on the
revolut lonary movement for the liheration of India, Roy made

his mark slowly but steadily in the nationalist revolutionary

movenment anduleft India 'incognito! after the outhreak of
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World ¥Yar I. Dacked by the Gerwman influence he organised
8.8, '"Maverick' affair, when an attempt was made to ship arms
and ammunition to India for the use of the revolutionaries,
In this connection Roy visited Sﬁgné@f. Java, Sumatra, and
bDatavia (now Djakarta}, Ile remained some time in Japan and
later made his way to America where he was indicated in the
San Francisoo Conspiracy Case. Narendranath assumed the name
of M,N, Roy in 1916 while he was in U,S.A. evading urrest

for his revolutionary activities. The name assumed by'hiu
was to 'wipe out the past and begin life as 8 pew wan'. In
U.S.A. Roy contacted H.L. Gupta and ﬁr. Chandrakanta
Chakrabarty and other Indian revolutionaries who were in
league with the Germans. It was here that Roy's transformation
from a BDengali nationalist of the extremist school to an
ioternational communist bdegan, 'I frequented the New York
Public Library to read the works of Karl Marx, and discovered
a8 new meaning in them. It was not long before I accepted

sooialisu'.22

One evening he attended a socialist rally
addressed by the Indian nationalist leader lLala lajpat Rai,
who snoke of the poverty of India, After the speech a wmember
of the qndience asked lalaji what difference it would make 1f
Indians were exploited by ‘native capitalists' rather than

by *foreign imperialists’', Lajpat Rai replied that 'it does
make 8 difference whether one is kicked hy one's brother or by

G A Gl WD R R A

22, Roy, M.N. Memoirs, Allied Publishers, Delhi, 1964, p.28.
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a8 foreign robher', The reply struck Roy as inadequate, and
for the first time, he felt that there was something wmissing
in the nationalist bluepriat far’treodou.23
It was at the New York Publiec Library that Roy, for the
first time, made his acguintance with the writings of Karl Marx,
In his gravitation towards Marxism, Roy was no doubt influenced

24 an American lady, and many socialist

by LEvelyn Trent

supporters of Indian independence Buch as H.L Gupta and

Dr, Chakrabarty., Fvelyn's views on~Bolsheviﬁé§u were similar

to Roy's and she assisted him in the propngénda work and

contributed numerous articles to the p;riodicall issued by him,

dowever, till then his oconversion to Communism was far from

complete.

In June 1917 Roy was indicted for illegal entry in U.,S5.A.

olaua an arrest wargg%t was issued., Roy, with his wife, managed

to abscond to Mexico. Hoy came to Mexico when that country was .

in the 'throes of a revolution' - the character of which[fnti- %4%[

imperialist and anti-feudal., Mexico ﬁas asserting its indepen~

dence from U. S, {imperinlism, The Carranga regime, which was in

power in Mexico,when Roy arrived and which granted protection to

him, had in February 1917 proclaimed & new bourgeois-democratic

congtitution which announced comprehensive land reforms and sociai

measures e.g. right to sirike, to trade union, social security etec,

- o -

23.Haithcox, John Patrick, op. cit, p. 7
24, 'They were umarried in New York',
Ibvid., p.7
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Though the constitution was proclaimed, yet the muea/ especi-
ally the peasantry were in fermentation fighting for 1&3 full
implementation and the Caryanza goveranwent was moving tardily
forward under their pressure. With the joining of U.S, in

War in 1918, Mexico with its anti~U.8, position offered Germany
aﬁ alternative centre of operation. It was in such Mexico that
Germans contacted Roy and gave him money to buy arms for Indian
revolutionaries.25 "Roy, hesides circulating in Mexican society,
began to frequent his meetings of various'socialist groups in
the Mex{ico ¢ity. One of these was a small graup called the
Mexican Socialist Party.

Roy considered Mexico the land of his rebirth, It uas
because here he met the Soviet ewissary, Michael Borodin, whom
Roy oredits with having initiated him 'in the intricacies of
Hegelian dialectics as the key to Marxiswm' and with 'having broken
down his resistance to Marxist thought, In dafly discussions with
Borotdin on the theory and practice of communisw and the philoso-
phical aspects of Marxism, Roy sought to resist Borodin's argu-~
ments with a defence of cultural nationalism, After listening to
Roy's arguments Borodin would protest, 'but it is all subjectivisw',
Borodin succeeded ip convincing Roy that he was attempting to
defend a point of view in which he no longer firmly helieved,
These few months with Borodin, &ccording to Roy, 'constituted
the most memorable period' of his life. It was at this time,
he later wrote that 'the foundations of my subsequent intellect-

ual developwent were laid'. Thus, shortly after the cnd of the
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First World War and the defeat of Gerwmany, Roy had turned to
'8 new source of support for revolutionary activities in Indisa,
floy sought to gain control on the Mexican Soctalist Party,
of which he was a wember, and convert into 8 communist organisation.
Roy did not sucoceed in persuading the members of the party
to change its name and its principles, Tuy and a suall group
of his followers, therefore, broke from the party and founded
the Communist Party of Mexico, with the blessings of Borodin,
This party subseguently won arfiiiation}with the Coumunist
" International., Although Roy was to become the doyemn of
communists 1in India,‘he attended the 1920 Congress of the
Comintern as an official representative of the Communist Party
of Mexico, HRoy gives the follbwing account adbout his leaving
Mexico and reaching Moscow to attend the Second Congress:
'T left the land of my rebirth (Mexico) as an intcllectually
free man, though with a new faith., I no longer helieved
in political freedom without the content of economic
liberation and social justice. I had also realised that
the intellectual freedom from the hondage of all tradétion
and authority was the condition for any offective
struggle for social emancipation',(26)

Problems of Organization: 1920-1925

The emigrant Communist Party founded at Tashkent, with
the participation of 7 members (M.N. Roy, Bvelyn Roy,‘ﬁbani
Mukerji, Rosa Fitingef, Mohammad Ali, Nohammad Shafig ...
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and M,P.B.T, Acharya) cannot be considered as a genuine
communist party of India, Somevor these tndividuals:. were not
even Indians and had no real kno$ledgo of the national-
liberation movement of India, Incidentally, the foundation
of CPI~at Tashkent prior to any counterpart in India, helped
hostile critics to imply that Indian Communist Party was
bhasically a foreign implantation. Notwithstanding gpis, the
CP of Tashkent did a lot of propaganda work, bronghtiqut a

Paper - The Vanguard - and nelped the communist groups inm

Ind{a to coordinate their activities which had started inside
India hy the year 1921 through the efforts of leaders belongiog
to the left-wing of the Indian National Congress and by others
who cawe under the impact of the October Rdvolution.' The
emergence of thesce groups was not the outoome of any decision
taken jointly; they started independently of each other and

at different places. In Calcuttas, the initiative was taken

by Muzaffar Ahued and &8 cosmunist group emerged around him,

In Plpjab, the task of building the party was inttiated by
Ghulam Hussain who taught Economics in Edwards Church Mission
College in Peshawar, In Madras, Singaravelu Chettiar would
receive precedence over everyone else in any account of the
building of the Party in Madras, Singaravoln. hefore becoming
@ communist, was, according to the Central Intelligence Bureau,
a 'non~cooperator' and a ‘labour agitator' and vAs the first

Congressman to pronounce from the Congress platform at Gaya
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(in 1922) that he was a communist. In Bombay, the comsunist
group was formed due to the efforts of Dange, who founded a

weekly neuspaper in Aungust 192 2, The Socialist. Before this,

ange also wrote & book fiu April 1921 . Ganébi Vs. Lenin, about

which Muzzafar Ahmed, not a very sympathetic observer, wrote
that {t required 'a lot of guts to write such a bhook then'.27
The background of these oouﬁunist activities were the
dovelopments of the year 1921 which can be grouped into two
series: (a) events and developments belonging strictly to the
non=-cooperation movement and (b) spontaneous uprisings and
movement of workers, peasants and of masses in general, not
strictly part of the non-cooperation movement hut all the sawme
taking place under its strong nation-embracing ifmpact,
The non-coopefation movement begavu in Janusry 1921
with the appeal to the studenis to boycott schools and
colleges, to lawyers to bhoycott courts -- rather the spirit
of bhoycott of the entire British administration. The boycott
of educational institutions was complete while the bhoycott
ot courtg wh- not much suoccessful although some of the eminent
lawyers like Motilal Nehru, C,R. Das and others fully
supported, 1In order to test the strength of the movement, the
. British government announced the Indian visit and tour of the
Prince of Wales from November 1921, The Congress, however,
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27. Ahmed, Muraffar. The CPI and its Forsation Abroad,
Nationadt, Bocf(/lagema} Coledio 1961, f-(o
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decided to organise an all-India hartal on the day of the
arrival of the Prince of Wales and to boycott receptions to
him at all places. This was done, 'But on the day of the
arrival of the Prince of Wales, there was a spontaneous
general strike of the textile workers in Bombay and there
were retaliatory autions by the masses against police
repression, such as durning of tram cars, liguoxr shops eto.
While the spirit of non-cvooperation with the British govern-
ment revived and organised the masses through the lgagth and
breadth of the country and the situation was ripe for
lanoching a general civil disobedience movement, Gandhi,
the leader of the non-cooperation movement held the opposite
views, Ile said: 'The hope of reviving mass c¢ivil disobedience
has once more, in my opinion, beenldashed to pleces, the
atmosphere for mass civil disobedience is absent', The
British government soon stepped up its repressive measures,
The second series of struggles in the year 1921,
though not part of the non-cooperation movement, cannot be
separated from the new phase of independence movement. These
struggles were nanifested through: (&) The Nanakana massacre
. which took place on 20 February 1921 and opened the massa
phase of the gurdwara reform movement and brought the Sikh
masses into the mainstroam of the national freedom movement;
(b) The Ekxa movement of the U.P, tenant-peassants was wide-
spread and militant, It was a revolt of the peasant | @;

tenants against unhearably oppres ive group of the landlords
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though not yet for the abolition of landlordism; {(c) The
Moplah rebellion was essentially an uprising of peas&nt
tenants of Malabar against the oppression of landlords -
hasically a peasant movement despite the communal overtones
developed in it (d) A country-wide strike wave which included
several big econowic strikes and one general political strike
which led to the eiergenee of a militant trade union movement.

It was in the year 1921 that in the nome of the Communist
Party of India, &8 manifesto signed by M. N, Roy and Abani
Mukerji was addressed to the 36th Indian National Congress
held at Ahwedabad. The Manifesto > condemned the Gandhian
effort of fighting for superficial cause e.g. Khilafat,
revision of Treaty of Sevres and urged the Congre:s to fight
for the'betterment of the material condition' of the poor
workers and hungry peasants, The Manifesto stated that:
'The slogan which will correspond to the interest of the
ma jority of the population and consequently electrify them
with enthusicswm to fight consciously is 'land to the peasant
and bread to the workers', The adbstraot doctrine of national
self~-determination leaves them passive, personal charms create
enthusiasm loose and passing'. The Manifesto also held:

'Nos-cooperattion cannot unify the nation... it is

boudd to fail becausc itlioes not take the economic

laws into consideration...The only social class in
whose hand non-cooperation can prove to be & powerful
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wetpon i.e. the working oclass has not only been

left out of the prograsme but the prophet of

non~cooperation himself declared 'it is dangerous

to wake political use of the factory workers',
The Manifesto obaervedz-

‘were end of the foreign domination is not the

sufficient inducement for the people at large.

They should be told in clear terms what hene-

fits would accrune to them from the establishment

of Swaraj., It has to he demonatrated by the

acts of the Congress that it proposes to achieve

the amelioration of the people's sufferings, and

that 1t will not neglect their immediate neecds

in quest of aystract freedom to be realised at

some future date',
The Manifesto outlined that the Congress had done nothing to
lead the workers and the peasants in their economic struggle
and stressed: 'so long as the Congress does not show {ts
capability and desire to make the every day struggle of the
mitsses 1ts own, 1t will not be able to secure their ateady
and conscious support'., The workers, the “anifesto stated,
'rebel against exploitation, social and economic and it does
not make any difference to them to which nationality the
exploiter helonga...The consciousness of the masses must be
avakened; that is the only way of keepiog them steady in the
fight', The Manifesto concluded with the wish that *let
the Congress reflect the needs of the nation and not the
ambition of & small class...Let it prove by deeds that 1t wants
to end foreign exploitation not to secure the monopoly to the
native propertied class, but to liberate the Tndian people from

all exploitation. Let it show that it really represents the
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people and can lead them in their struggle in every stage
of 1t', This resolution moved by Hasrat Mohani, was defeated
due to the opposition of Gandhi,

During the course of the Non-cooperation movemont the
gontradiction between the slogan of non-violence w;th which
Gandhi jt and Congress leadership sought to restrict the
movement, and the objective response of the struggling
masses to other militant slogaus of the non-cooperation
movement viz. 'Swaraj in one year' and 'End the Satanio
Government', oame to the fore. This contradiction made a
deep impression on the wminds of young left-wing revolutionaries
and from their ranks arose a eriticism of Gandhian ideology
and methodology of struggle and also of the political
programme of the movement. Host of them quite naturally
were attracted by the Socialist Revolution in Russia and by
the i1deology and practice of the Bolshevik Party and its
leader Leniu. The revolutionary mass upheaval of the non-
cooperation movement at its beginning, was a part of the world
wide mass upheaval, which was heralded by the victory of
the workers and peasants revolution in Russia, An advanced
eriticism of Gandhian tdeology and me;E@gglogy can be found @(
in Dange's booklet 'Gandhi Vs, Lentn'; whieﬁ not only pointed

out the inevitable shortcomings of Gandhian movement but
also contained an alternative path and programme for Indian
independence struggle. 'A great merit of this booklet is

that it is a ploneer effort at criticism of Gandhism, of its
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wmethod of struggle, and to forecast in the light of the
experience of the Russian Revolution and the teachings of
Leuin, some of the essential features of communist proposels
for the policy and programme of Indian independence struggle'.zg
Dange, for the first tiﬁe, clearly visualized in the bhook

that the Indian struggle for emapcipation will have to go

far beyond the limits’ set by the non-cooperation movement.
Dange then posing his prohlem proceeds to solve two problems:
'Hiow to throw off the foreign yoke? VWith what methods?' and
tilov to deatroy evil of capitalism amongst us which is making
#ust progress and will doudble its speed when we are politi-
eally free'. Dange proceeds to ‘compare and contrast these
two systems of philosophy and action and try to see their
ettieiency to arrive at the desired effect' Dange poses the
question a8 to how the terrorism of the imperialist government
against the national freedom m:vement in the form of non-
cooperation and Ao~-tax movement 18 to bhe paralysed and 'gives
q correct answer viz, through the education, organisation and
upriaing'af labour and peaaantry'.50 Thus the fruitful idea
put here 1s the combination of the non-cooperation movement
Qith the organisation of workers and peasants leading to
vworkers' general strike and peasants' uprising in order to
overthrow imperialist rule., Dange also puts his proposal to
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solve the problem of labour vs, capital: *that firstly the .
great concerns like railways, mines, and vast-rnotory plants
may be nationalised or controlled by state'. To prevent
accanulation of capital in the hands of few, Dange proposes
some sort of ceiling on individual incowe, To solve the
agricultural problem, hisproposal is 'hreaking up of the
large estates and the promotion of small holding scheomes
by the state'.31

The suspension of the non-~cooperation movement had not
only national but interaationational repercussions, Gandhi's
decision was disapprovedf;;; only by a considerahle section
of people fighting for national liberation within the country
hut also by the Comintern and its leaders who genuinely
sympathised with the cause of Indian 1ndependunee.32 The
withdraval of the movement evi&enoed to the peasants that
the movement was not a type of action which would annihilate
the imperialist state structure dbut one which xas meant to
pressurise the colonial rulers for coming in to an understanding
with the Congress.’> It was now felt that the dislike
of violence was nothing but the obvious fear of the bhourgeoisie
that once the masses enter the sphere of political action

%¥ith their own teachnique of struggle, the movement would cross

31. Ibid., p.280.
32. Choudhry, Sukhbir., op.cit., p.25.
33. Ibid., p.108,
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the 1imits set by it. To them, Gandhian attemspt to escape {£Z/7

¢

from bloodshed and violence through metaphysical casunistry
was the negation of real polltica.J& The withdrawal also ﬁ

~

dismayed the young militants like Dangq and ¥ .M,S, Namboodripad
and others, who had earlier, arosed by the call of Gandhi,
Joined the anti-imperialist rovement and had cheerfully gone

to prison. [~ven Singaravelu was very critical of Gandhi's
attitude and said 'It has been 8 disaster to have postpoped-
the movement after Ghauri-Chaura' and concluded 'we have
miserably suffered for our errors and nistakes'.35 Jawaharlal
Nehru wrote in his Autobiography:

'*Suddenly, early in February 1922 the whole scene
shifted, and we in prison learnt, to our amaze-
wment and consternation, that Gandhiji had stopped
the aggressive aspects of our struggle, and that
he had suspended civil resistance...We were angry
when we learnt of this stoppage of our struggle at
a time when we seemed to be consolidationg oar
position and advanciog on all fronts. But our
disappointment and anger in prison could do little
good to any one, and civil resistance stopped and
non=cooperation wilted away', (36)

Prior to Fourth Congress of the Comintern (November-
December 1922) Roy had been in contact wxith the communist

groups in India, This was in pursuance of the Communist

|

Internationa]lpolicy to have a greater active role in the
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56. Nehru. Javaharlal, An Autobiqgrapnz, Bodley Head,
London, 1935, p.29,




33

national lideration struggle of the colonial people through
their bradnes in the tmperiaiist countries. In the 1light

of these political developﬁenta. the Comintern planned to

‘ . establish contact with India by establishing a centre at

Berlin., Because of the unfriendly attitude of the Afghan
government, nothing much could he done from Central Asia,
Roy was put inchérgé of the work of directing Iundian pollé
tical activities in Berlin, Roy's first task was to regain
contact with India by sending trained comsunists to her,
corresponding with his former comrades and revolﬁtionary‘
associates in Bengal and by despatching printed comvunist
propaganda literature to this conntry?7
Roy published a brief item in the Inprecor of 17 July
1922 fuaviting the indian Gommunist Party to send delegates

to the Fourth Congress of the Comintern, Another article

was published by Roy #n the Vanguard of Indian Independcnce

for the same purpose. Roy, knowing that these articles could
not ennble Indian delegates to come to the Congress, sent
Charles Ashleigh in Septewber 1922 to India secretly to meet
Dange and also to contact Muzaffar Ahmed, Roy had sent Ashleigh
to Daunge to invite him or to send a representative to the
Fourth Congress., This is evidenced from two letters from

Roy to Dange - one dated 26 September 1922 and the other dated

S October 1922. In the second letter Roy acknowledged a letter
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from Dange which contained Dange's proposal for starting (
a Socialist Labour Party in India, and asked him to postpone %
his idea t{ll the Fourth Congress, which he invited Dange to 4
attedd in person or to send a representative agd also promised
him 'suitable arrangement and support for the Sccialist as
%ell as literature and literary conttibution?8
The main purpose of Ashleigh's viait was to xake contacts
with the various cowrmiunist groups that had olrcady degun
functioningjin India by 1922 and to get & representative
delegation to come to the Fourth Congress, This comes out
clearly from the Roy-Dange correspondence, after Ashleigh's
visit, produced in the Kaunpur Conspiracy Case., Muzaffar Ahred's
charge brought out in his latest hook: 'Ashleigh then handed

over to Dange, the letters, docuwents and the passage money

for the delegates to the Fourth Congrescsn. 1 do not know what
the exact amount was, but a&ccording to Masood Ali Shah, the
British spy, it was £800, possibly in eight one hundred pound

notes... and that Dange pocketed the -ouey'39 stands unsubstan
40

tiated and hence slanderous =~ because (a) there is no mention

of any money sent by Roy through Ashleigh for the passage

of proposed dele¢gages in the Roy-Diange correspondence produoe#

in the Kanpur Conspiracy case (b) the prosecution in the Kanpur
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Case has not mentioned any such fact which wounld have naturally '
strengthened their charge agatnst Dange and other accused.

This correipondenoe, on the contrary, throves sufficient

- 1ight on the following points (1) tﬁat Like Dange and later
Singaravela, Roy was alsé interested in the task of weldiang

. the various communist groups in an all-India party; of formu-
lating its iwmediate programme of fighting for complete inde~
pendence of the country and for urgent political and economic
demands of the masses (11) that Dange was made the centre of
activities, 'we look upom you as the most suitable person

and trust you have seen that some result is achieved' (Roy'l(§( 6:&
letter dated 2 November 1922 to Dange) (1i1) that Roy was ey
happy at the formation of the Socialist Labour Party 'which " (

he expected would be affiliated to the Comintern, the latter
being the only revolutionary international body' (4iv) that

no one from India attended the Fourth Congress of the Cominter
as is evidenced from Roy's letter dated 12 Decerber 1922 to
Dange'... abaence'of anybody straight from India was lamented'
(exhibit no. 7 in the Kanpur Case) (v) that in his letter
dated 19 December 1922 Roy unfolded his new plan to Dange
proposing that a conference be held in India with 'representa-
tives from all the groups in agreement with our programme and
who feel the need for a nex start in the movement', Roy also
stressed ' a revolutionary wiass party has to be organised as

a part of tie Congress' and makes two points viz. (a) 'our

party must be built on a very strong foundation' f.e. on the
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/
basis of Marxism-Leninism, its concrete and creative application

to Indian conditions and (b) 'we have to work bhoth 1in legal
and illegal ways', Roy further elaborated his point that
the revolutionary left-wing wass party in the National
Congress 'must be under the control and direction of our party
which cannot but be ilkgal' (vi) that four communist groups
functioning in India 1o 1922 should send their representas
tiveﬁ to Berlin for & conference scheduled to take place 1in
February 1923, but which never took place. Danze and
Si{ngaravelu rejected the idea as impractical from fha outset
while Muzaffar Ahmzed complained that Roy never sent him any
passage money ror tho conterence?‘
By the time of the Gays session of the Indian National
Congress (30 Novexber 1922) the country was secething with
spontaneous working class and peasant struggles. oy pablished

One Year of Non-cooperation which gives the contewmporary account

as follows:

'Since the begiunning of 1922, there were innuwer-~
able strikes on a wide scale ec.g. East Indian Reil-
way strike involving 35000 men and the jute mill
workers' strike,.. levolts among the Akali sikhs

of the Panjadb for the possession of temple lands...
the Eka or the Unity movement among the peasants

of the United Provinces and central India for
resistance to rent and tax collection...'{(42)

Roy, therefore, published his ‘'Action Programme of thé Indian
National Congress' and got it circulated at Gaya Session.

Besides he also wrote a pamphlet bearing the title 'what Do We

1. Tbid., p. 527
“a2, 1vid., p. 561
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Want' which gave a popular exposition of ihe same, It was

a8 programme of anti-imperialist, anti-feudal revolution, the
wain planks of which were political independence, abolition
of landlordism, nationalisation of public utilities, minimum
wage and eight-hour day for labour and workers' control of
industry., This was for the first time to formulate a
programme for India which was to be the basis of the united
apti-imperialist front bringing togethex all the anti-
imperialist classes, including the national dourgeoisie, in
the struggle for complete 1ndependenea.h3 The Cowintern

also sent its ‘'mroasage! to delegates attending the Gaya
Session. The message asked the Iudian National Congress

to work for ‘the establishment of.democtatic republic,
completely independent of any foreign control' 'through a
revolution', It also called for ‘adoption of an econowmic
programme’ and said 'by leading the rehellious poor

peaéantry against reactionary and loyalist landed aristocracy,
the Congress will on the one hand strike its roots deeply

into the masses and, on the other, will assail the very
bedrock of the British rule,..The native army, which maintains
British domination in India, i{s recruited from among the

poor peasantry. So & programme of agrarian revolution will
win the native troops to the cause of national rrtedo-.q“
Both Dange and Singaravelu were present at the Gaya Session
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xhich also passed a resolution on 'Labonr’Organisation',
which welcomed the move by the AITUC and various kisap sabhas
in organistng the workers of India and set up &8 committee

to assist the executive council of the AITUC 'for the

organisation of Indian labour both agricultural and industrial’,

Patterns of Govt., Pepression
Of Early Communist Activity

The British government i{n India, realising that they
could not stop the ideas of socialist ussian Nevolution
spreading into India, prepared a repressive wmachinery to
smash the rising communist movement, The first ever attempt
was made to corack down the communist movement in four
Conspiraoy Cases launched between 1922 and 1924, These
cases reflect the political and ideological calculations
‘behind early British policy regarding cormunism in India.

The whole of the nineteenth century had witnessed inter-
imperialist rivalaries hetveen England and Russia both in
Rurope and Asia. The political calculations of the eirly
British policy in India were dominated by the fact that India
was her colonial position whose men, money and material Qore
to be exploited in the best interest of the wmother country
i1.e, India., Russia by her unique geographical situation
has posed a danger to England in Europe but particularly
to India in the Asian sub-continent., With the success of

Octcher Revolution in Russia there was & qualitative change
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in the 'Russian danger' for England in Europe and its
colonial possessions in Asia, This was due to the establish=-
ment of a socialist regime in Russis, sympathetic to the
oppressed and downtrodden people in the colonies of the
imperialist ocountries e.g. England, The ideology of the
Comintern was also in keeping with Lenin's deep concarﬂ for
amelioration of people in colonies and sewi-colonies. Since
the rise of early communist activities in India were designed
to end the foreign imperialist rule, it was natural for
the British rule in India to crush these withi a heavy hand,
The repression of the imperialist rule of the early coemunist
activities increased with the growth of national liberation
wmovement in Indis from a8 class struggle to &8 mass movenment
on the one hand and the increasing influence of the left-
wing nationalists on the Indian National Congress, on the
other hand. Even ideologically, the imperialist rule was
averse to the increase in the ¥orkers' and the péasants'
wovements in the country which were ultimately expected to
mature in 8 socialist state, The British rule, therefore,
tried to create a wedge between the native bourgeoisie and
the early communist leaders 80 that they could win the
bourgelioisie to their ﬁido, separate the communists from the
wmainstream of the masses and then suppress them,

The imperialist government in India, therefore, hestides

resorting to repressive measures, often appealed to the
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possessive instincts of the middle class in the country.

it would often dgpiot to the bourgeoisie in India that the
success of communist movement in the ocountry wonld sound
their death knell as a class; all their accumulations and
property would go to the state in which the proletariat
would be the ruler., The following line of the High Court
judgement against the communist trials substantiates the
point:"Whilest the conspiracy had for its principal object
the overthrow of the British rule in this country, the
conspirators looked even beyond this...British rule, govern-
ment by upper and middle class Indians alike, were to be
swept away, the eonrtacation of property was to be wholesale...
Violence and destraction of property were to be encouraged
and conflicts to be precipitated.,.The power of the upper
and middle class Indians was to he destroyed by taking

from them all that they possessed’, 45 The British goverament
would often tell the bourgeoisie in the country to serve /
its relations with the communists who indulged in violent |
and extra-constitutional activities, It would tell them

the benefits of the British rule in the country and parti-
cularly for this class of 'status quo', It would depict the
fear of Russia marching towards India, through comsunist
activities, which may end their prerogatives enjoyed now,

and make them stand before the proletariat in subserviance,

e ———

. A AN ST RS W S S S T W A

45, Adhikari, G. HCPI-II, p.296,



43

One {nteresting aspect of théso Ppshavar and later
Kanpur trials is that they bring out the latent contradictions
in the Dritish policy. The manner of trials showed &
surprising continailty between the terrorist and nationalist
trials and these communist trials, As is well known, the
trails against the terrorists (e.g. Bhagat Singh), the

X -
nationalists {(e.g., Tilak's trial in 1908) and the communists
(Peshawar trials and the Kanpur Case) charged the accused
with sedition or entering into a conmspiracy with a view to
deprive the King-Rmperor of his sovereigoty over India.
Similarly the manner of these trials is surprisingly simsilar
1.e..n0 avert act in entéring and farthering a conspiracy
to overthrow the government, was proved beyond doabt in

any of these cases and yet the accused were sentenced.

_However, q(éggé:ycrutiny of these trials would prove that the

underlying political, {deological calculations put Peshawar

and Kanpur trials in entirely a different category, both

from the viewpoint of nature (quality) and quantum {quantity),
The Peshawar Conspiracy cases were launched against

muha jirs, who in the autumn of 1920 had crossed over into

Soviet Russia, After the Bukhara revolution, the muhajirs

gothered in Bukhara where Roy met them., Roy sought to

persuade them to come with him to Tashkent where they could

recuperate as well as study to equip themselves for parti-

cipation in the struggle for independence after their return.

The majority declined the offer and wanted to return to India
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fmmediately, The first batoh reached Peshawar on 3 June
1921, counsisting of kﬁ-or vhich some 26 had been identified
as having joined the political and military schools at
Tashkent during 1920-21, From these muhajirs, the British
government also came to know of some other muhajirs who had
accowpanied Noy to Tashkent. The imperialist government kept
a watch for the return of these and began arresting them from
the middle of 1922, All these Seoame accused in the Peshawar
conspiracy cases,

From the Jjudgements delivered in the cases, one can
knw:"6 |
1) That 1in the first casc Mohammad Akbar, his father
Hafizullah apnd his servant Babhadur were made the accused. Both
Mohammad Akbar and Bahadur were sentenced under section 121.7
of TPC while ilafizullah was acquitted and released. The
Judgement read'...The attitude of the Bolsheviks towards

all settled governments is & watter of common knowledge.

So also their hostility and desire to o¥Werthrox the governments
of all civilised povers as at present constituted., This
general knowledge is a matter of which judicial notice can

be taken'.“7

1i{) That in the second case the same {chammad Akbar, along-
with others, was charged with smuggling out letters from jail,
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The court judgement pronounced.on 27 April 1923 sentenced
him to 7 years rigorous imprisonment while his co-accused
were sentenced to 5 years rigorous fwmprisonment each,

111) That the third case knowxn as Moscow-Tashkent Conspirscy
Case began on 7 March 1923, The main acoused was Akbar Shah
who alongwith some other mnhﬁjirs was in Tashkent school

and had gone to Moscow (o receive training at the Comaunist
University for the Toilerxrs of the Bast. The Jjudgement
delivered in the cabe pointed out that there was conspiracy
bo{h at Tashkent and Moscow to overthrow the British govern-
ment estahlished in India and the accused were its wembers.
It also pointed out that the accused were fully trained to
organise revolutionary work ion India's national-liberation

" movement., Secondly, literature, books, pamphlets and
Journals which mdke & socio-economic analysis of India under
EBritiah rule, define the nature of the revolutionary work
and outline the programme of the pational-lideration movement.
Thirdly, evidence is also produced that the comsunist group
already functioning in India then (1923) were asked to take
charge of these cadres and put them to work, The Jjudgement
also quoted Roy's ideas and then pointed out that 'This is
no peaceful communism. le (Roy) preaches revolution by force.
The revolution in India 18 to be accomplished by the armed
rising of the masses in a struggle to destroy capitalisa’',
The judgement also quoted & letter dated 25 December 1922
from Roy to Dange:' ...A number of boys who had received

their training in Moscow have been sent to India, They are
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811 members of our party (Communist Pafty of Tudia)...Their
intellectual calibre however is not to the mark nor are they
proletarians.  But they are good hoys and have received &
fairly good Marxian training. They will develop in
practice...'
1v) The next Pesbawar Conspiracy Case was Crown vs, Mohammad
Shafiq. The judgewent pronounced on & April 1924 sentenced
the accused to 3 years rigoroua imprisonment, for heing &n
active wexher of the conspiracy at Tashkent aud ‘oscow, and
concluded’,.,.unlike other Indians at the time with the
accused, the latter was an active agent of the revolutionary
party, and unlike'his cowpanions whoe left the country, the
accused elected to recain behind and continued his revo-
lutionary work...Before his surrender he visited India as &
Bolshevik agent...lle was gsent by Foy on & wission to India',
The first arrests ofjconmunists, who were later to figure
ifn the Kanpur Conspiracy Case, began as early as May 1923,
Just at the time when the main Peshawar Conspiracy cases
were concluding, These arrests were in fact a continuation

of thé caupaignhe

of anticommunist repression started by

the Peshawar c8ses. The strategy of the British {imperialists
in their attempt to destroy the rising communist movement

was to discredit the patriotism of the coumuniats: to show
then as agents of @ foreign power and to drive a wedge hetween
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them 8nd the militant left-wing in the Congress and the
national novement.qg
The main accused in the Kanpur Conspiracy Cases were:
Usmanf, Muzaffar Ahmed, Gulam [{ussain, Dange, M.,N, Roy,
Singaravelu, Nalini Gupta and R.C.L, Sharea, Ghulam Husscin
turned informer for the prosecution and vas released. The
main points of the petition of complaint filed against the
accused were: (1) that a revolutionary organisation exists
in Europe known as the Communist International and that a
section thereof is determined to establish a branch in this
country to be placed under the control of M.,N. Roy, one of
the objects of the same being to deprive the king-emperor
of his sovereignty in Indiaj; (41) that in order to achieve
this object, an association of workers and peasants or a
PeOpio's Party was to be formed and used,...and that the
ultimate 1dea was to use violence to attain their obJect.So
The Session trial began in Kanpur om 22 April 1924
before the notorious British judge H.E. Holme, who had sariier
in the Chauri Chaura case sentenced 172 peasants to death by
hanpging. Hence keeping in view the notoriety of the judge,
the accused made a petition to the governor-in-council for
the transfer of the case, which was summarily rejected.
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The judge awarded four years' rigorous imprisonment

vy

each to Muzaffar Ahmad, Shaukat Usmani, Dange, Nalini Gupta,
The case against Ghulaw Hussain was withdrawn, Owing to 1ll-
héalth, Singaravela esqgggpd trial and proceedings agninst him
were suspended. It is wrong that.the case against Singaravelu
was withdrawn because he apologised?i Anot her important
thing of the trial is that the assessors, who was a sort of
farce of & jury, were not unanimous -~ one of them declared
all of the accused not guilty. Of the four sentenced, only
Dange and Shaukat Ugmani served their full terms while
Muzaffar Ahmed and Nalini Gupta were released earlier,

The Kanpur Trials are quite significaent in the history
of the communist movement in the country., The trial attracted
a great deal of attention both, abroad particularly in England,
and in India unlike the earlier Peshawar Conspiracy Cases,
These trials took place in the regime of the Labour government
in England which came to power in the beginning of 1924, One
of the pertinqnt questions before the Labour government in
England was: how does the Labour gerrunent ¥hich haspowe
to power on the strength of the organisation of the working
class, sanction the prosecution of citizens of India whose only
ferime! was that they were attempting to organise a working

class purty. In the Indian press also, the trial received

51. Ahmed, Muzeffar, MC2I,p.408. In this Muzaffar Ahmed alleges
that Singaravelu was released since he tendered an apology
to the imperialist governwment,

52.) Adhikari, G, HCPI-IX, p.288
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considerable publicity. The government itself was interested
in this publicity to isolate the emerging communist wmovement
from the nationalist opinion. The manner fof the triasls also
showed that there was no ﬁif!ereuce between the Ladour Govt,
in England and its predecessor Conservative Govt, as far as
India (its colonial possesston) was concerned., The question
raised here was: If commdnist and socialist propaganda, the
formation of communist and workers' parties arfilidted to the
Comwnunist International exist freely in Great Britaio and

in other parts of the British empire, why in Indtia are these
acts prosecuted as & 'seditious conspiracy'? Mrs. Evelyn

Roy, in her pamphlet 'Will the British lLadbour Government Stand
for This'’> rightly pinpointed the meaning of the Kanpgr
trials giving three reasons, firstly to crush the steadily-
groving mass movement in India, secoundly to terrorisé those
who are seeking to study the ideas of Russia's mighty social
revolution aud of national revolutions of other eastem
countries and thirdly to prejudice the impending Anglo Russian
conference on trade . Another significant aspect of the Kanpur
trials is that according to official sources, the accused in
the Kanpur cases were 'being prosecuted not wmerely for holding
communist views or carrying on communist propaganda, but for
having conspired to secure by violent revolution the complete
seperation of India from imperialistic Britain and in that

$3. Ibid., p. 304
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endeavouyr they had formed and attempted to make use of a
workers' and peasants' &ssociation in India,..' The logic
is obscure, bat the facts are real. Communism as an academio
study is legally allowed; applied to Indian conditions, it
becomes ‘conspiracy’,

Writing on the Judgement given in the Kenpur Case,
M.N. Roy in an article called ‘Lahour Jnstice'sh pointed to
the three issues involved namely constitutional, politionl
and legal and argued that on each account the case against
the accused was untenable and neuce the punishment given to
the accused was unwarranted, Roy argued that what was proved
by the prosecution in the course of the case i.e, the organi-
sntion of a working-class party was not unconstitutional in
India since the counsel for the prosecution had himself ad.@tted
that to hold communist views and preach those views did not
in themselves constitute a orime, Politically, Boy argued,
the case was equally untenable. 'Self-determination of peoples
is the order of the day. The leaders of the British Labour
Party... are the incorrigibdle champions of this doctrine of
democracy,... and therefore ft cannot be & crime on the part
of certain sections of the Indian people to express their desl re
to liberate their country from the yoke of toreig; domination,'®
Legally, Roy held, thc case was altogether 'hopeless'., No attempt
vas made to prove the veracity of the letiers supnosed to be
written by Roy. Then, to have received letters written by some-

one does not by any code of thé law constitute a criminal offence,

- Ll
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Roy, therefore, concluded that these men have been sentenced
to long terms of rigorous imprisonment simply because they
are suspected of being in favour of organising a'working classg
party, with the object of securing the economwic and political
freedom. of the people of India, Roy also pointed out that the
policy of the British imperialism was to come to some agreement
- with the Indian bourgeoisie. The corollary of this poiicy was
to crush the labour movement., The corollary implied hohnobbing
with the Indian hourgeoisie to convisme them of the utility
of British protection and to render valuadble services to
the Empire by stamping out the working class movement which
was bound to be:manace'to the policy of buying over the Indian
bourgeoisie,

The Peshawar and the Kanpur trials made the c¢reation of
a legal cover for communist activities in India an urgent task,
Roy, subseqnently, placed increased emphasis on the formation
of a broad-hased, legal party in India., In an appeadl published
by the Indian Communist Defence Committec on July 2 1924 to
raise funds to right the cases for the accused in the Kanpur
cases, there was a significant suggestion, 'it hecomes an unavoid-
able duty of all tihose Indians who hold communist views to form
themselves into an Indian Communist Party and to test thereby
the attitude of the governnént towards this right of theirl’?s
This suggestion saw tie light of the day when Satyabhakta,
a member of the torrorist group in United Province, aand
influenced by the Socialist revolution in Russia attempted to
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form a legal communist party at Kanpur and for this purpose

he convened the first Indian Communist Conference(26 ~ 28 December
1925). The Conference became the instrument of bringing together
all the genuine communist groups in the country, thus creating
the First Central Committee of the Communist Party of India

and framing its firot Constitution, It may, however, be added
that it was Dange who first mooted the idea of holding an open
conference of the Communist Party. The question was openly
discissed in the Socialist early in 1924 which proved that though
the idea was mooted 88 earl» as 1in 1924 yet it could not bhe
implemented by the communist groups,

Satyabhakta's'Indian Communist Party' wos based on sectarian
tornulationse.g.’that the genuine communist groups im the country
were not allowed to exist simply because they clajimed arffiliation
to the Communist Internatio%. Satyabhakta hence wanted a purely A{
national communist party. Hsuever his ‘'national communism' was
not oven 'national' because it failed to formulate & national
revolationary programmwe for country's independence with the
organisations of workers and peasants having a revolutionary
role to play. Thus, Satyabhakta was seeking to demarcate himself
from the existing communist groups by attempting to form a |
legal communist party, by presenting its principles and practico'
in 8 utopian and naive way, The conference was attended by
Ghate, J,P, Bagerhatta, Muzaffar Ahsed, Singaravelu, K.N.
Joglekar, R,S5, Nimbkar and others to save the communist party
falling into the hands of Satyabhakta who had nelther an
internatianaliét outlook nor the revolutionary ideas. In an

article, S.V, Ghate records'... Satyabhakta objected to the



53

name 'Communist Party of India'as he swelt bolshevik flavour
in tt and wanted the name to be 'Indian Communist Party’.
Ultimately our suggestion was accepted... Within four days,
Satyabhakta anunounced the formation of a new National Communist
Party and left the organisation in the formation of which he
himself was a party, When he was approached to hand over
the minutes and documents of the Conference, he refused to
pass them on since he had established his own party'?6
Muzaffar Ahmed's account of the event is',.. Uniting the
coemunists of various places we counstf tuted for the firat time
the Central Committee of the CPI in Kanpur itself. The
Conference was held openly and therefore the Committee was
also constituted openly...We had to face plenty of cfiticis.--
we deserve this coritiocism, but there was no other wvay either...
Had we not joined the Conference at Kanpur, the Communist
- Party of Satyabhakta would have hindered us considerably in
future’?7

Thas, after Satyabhakta's departure, Muzaffar Ahmed and
others formed the Communist Party of India with Singaravelu
- a8 President, J.¢, Begerhatta and Ghate as General Secretaries,
It also formed an Executive Committee which decided to shift
the Party's headquarters to Bombay to facilitate communications
with the Comintern. 'The first central committee of the Party
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was organised in 1925, First constitution of the Party was
published in 1926, At that tine, there was a great possibility
of the CPI being affiliated to the Communist International. In
this newly organised central committee there were members of
“the Communist Party formed abroad, But as the party members
did not consider the membership sufficient so they did not
npply for party being aifiliated to the Communist International,
All the same, the Communist International considered the CPI
as & part of itself’, .

The significance of the Conference lies wainly in the
fact that the Todian communist movement passed from the stage
of groups into the stage of a'regular all-Indfia party, Thise is
the reason why this date 1.e. the date of the Kanpur Conference
15 considered as the foundation date of the CPI. The positive
achievements of the Kanpur Conference cén be summed up (1) that
what emerged from the conference was a Commuonist Party of Tndia -
a central consolidation of all genuine commanist groups which
wanted a link up with the international commuanist movement,
though this was not explicitly declared at the Conference
(11) the Conference gave the opportunity to the genuine communist
groups to come together and form the central all-India nucleus
for the first time which was crystallised in the Central Executive
Committec elected at the Conference. The continuity of the
central nucleus formed at Kanpur and waintained throughout
the following years became an ifostrument for building a legal
net-xwork of workers' and peasants' parties spread all over the
country, of unleashing @ miass upsurge of workers and peasants,

and of bdbuilding the first militant trade unions and kisan uabhaa.“o/
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Controversy on Formal Foundation
OF The CPL-

Following the Second Congress of the Comintern, on 17
October 1920 at Tashkent, an organisation was set up with the
name of the Commupnist Party of India, Seven members, including
M.N. Roy, took part at the foundation., It 1s,ltheretoro,
that Muzaffar Ahmed holde that 'The CP1 was first formed abroad
is a historical fact, It is also a fact that as early as
1921 it was arfiliated to the Comintern, When the history
of the Communist Pafty i written in future, the compliers will

have to start from thiqboint.'ss

Muzaffar Ahwed, however, agrees
that in the same year i.e, 1921, efforts to build a communinst
party were also undertaken inside India, Im the opinion of
Dange: 'The CP1 wasgfirst founded in Tashkent by a group of
emigre revolutionaries in the year 1920, Assome of the leading
figures like Roy and Abani Mukerji were already in the CO-into}n,
the CPI was immediately given affiliation to the International
(Comintern). It also published a journal in English which
xas described as the organ-or the CPI, section of the Communist
Internattonal.59
Notxithdtanding the iwmportance and significance of the
foundation of the Party at Tashkent $n Octobder 1920 by Roy
and others, the CPI, before its split and on 18 August 1959,
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decided to adopt the date of Kanpur Cobnunist Conference

(26 December 1925) as tue date of the foundation of the Party.
This decision was keeping in view that at the Third, Fourth
and Fi{fth Congresses of the Comintern (1921,1922 and 1924%),
the CPI wias considered an affilisted Communist Party - first
on the basis of the emtgrq party orgenisation formed at
Tashkent and later on the basis of the all-India nucleus of
the CPY formed in India itself. But it was in 1925 only that
the first Central Executive Committee of the Party was formed,
the first Party Constitution framed, and efforts having been
made to get the Party im India being affiliated to the Cominterﬁ
through a formal application, Though it may look paradoxical,
yet the term 'Foreign Buredu' continued to appear in the Party
Constitution till 1929, as affiliated to the Comintern as the
CPI formed in India, Strange enough it may appear, yet as
late as May 1932 came the open letter to the CPI from the
comnunist parties of China, Great Britain and Germany60 pointing
out that the general picture of the communist movement in
India was not satisfactory and that 'instead of a struggle for
an all-India Communist Party we find localism, provincialisa,
self-isolation from the masses etc., which though it could

be understood to some extent in 1930, now represents the wmain
danger to the revolutionary proletarian movement', Another

60.*...Guidelines of the Histor§‘g£ Communist Party of India,
CPI Publication, Delhi, s PeI8,
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61
'open letter' from the Communist Party of China, which followed

this three-party letter, on 16 July 1933,pointed out,'The
rapid formation of the Communist Party is the central task

of the Indian revolution'., Hence from the above it appears,
that the effective foundation of the Communist Party has not
taken place even till mid thirties of the present century.
Keeping thése factors in view, it is difficult to agree with
the iéea that C¥I has heen founded in 1920, for the following
reasons:

a) That the Communist Party formed in 1920 had no effecotive
foundation since it had oo 1link with 'the communists {n India,
or with workers' and peasants' and national-liberation
movements®,

b) That the Communist Party of Tashkent was not recognised
by the dontnteru as the CPI.

¢) That the Communist Party of Tashkent had neither a
constitution nor a programme.

Fven the Kanpur Communist Conferenceliid not have the
features of a proper foundation Congress of a communist party,’
But the creation of an all-India nucleus or'a central leader-
ship at the Conference and {ts continuity and the role through
succeeding years in building the mass base for the Commynist
Party of India make the Conference a tdrninﬂbolnt in the
1ife of the Party. That 4s why the date of the Conference is

considered as the foundation date of Communist Party of Indln.62
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It was on 20 August 1959 that the Party sent a letter to the
Indonesian Communist Party in aoswer to its query that 'It
wis in December 1925 that in & meeting of representatives of

the various groups of communista in the country held at Xanpur

that the Communist Party of India was forued'.63

Another controversy which is still current is regarding
the fnitiative toform the Communist Party. Roy, one of the
founder nembers of the Communist ?arty at Tashkent has given
the following account:

', ..the minority which proposed the formation of an
Indian Communist Party was reinforced dy the Apdal
Rab~-Acharya group and on the latier's instigation,
sent & telegram to the Turk-Bureag of the Comintern
to plead thelir ovase., 1 tried to argue with thenm
that there was no hurry. There was no sense in a
few emigrant individuals calling themselves the
Comsunist Party. They were evidently disappointed
and I apprehended that the experience might dis-
hearted them...S80 I agreed with the proposal of the
formation of the Communist Party, knowing full well
that it would be a nominal thing, although 1t could
function as the pucleus of a real communist party
to be organised eventually. An intelligent and
fairly young wan named Mohd, Shafiq, who had come
from Kabul with the Acharya group was elected the
Seoretary of the Party'.(64) ,

Devendra Kaushik, however, does not agree with Roy and
states that 'the initiative to form the emigre comeunist party
in Tashkent did not come frowm former Mujahirs whom Roy was
imparting political education at Tashkent, XNone of the seven

members with whos the Communist FParty of India was first formed

6}. Ibid.' p.609.
64, Roy, M,N, Memoirs. op.cit., p.%65,
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at Tashkent belonged to the former muhajir youth who had
émigrated from India to Turkistan that year. It was Roy,
himself, who took the initiative, although in his Memoirs he
gives the impression as if he was in the beginning averse to
the 1dea, The Soviet authorities did not moot the idea in
any way., The Communist Party of India remained a very swall
organisation at Tashkent. 1It had only 10 members, all residing
in Taahkent'.ss |

Muzaffar Ahmod helieves that itoy was compelled by
necessity to take the initiative in founding the Communist
Party at Tasnhkent., With the Third Congress of the Cominteran
drawing near, Roy had to found the Communist Party at Tashkent,
othervise what would have heen his locaus standi there? Whon
could he rnpresent?'66

Dr. Adhikari's opionion in the matter is 'There is no
reason to dishelieve Roy's statement that he did not take the
initiative. At the bheginning of 1920, there was no Communist
Party of India either at Tashkent or in (India. Roy was the
only comnunist, in the sense of being a member of the Communist
Party, but that was of Mexieo'.67

Notwithstanding the importa-nce of the work of either the
Communist Party founded at Tashkent or the CPl at Kanpur, the
recognition of 'foreign bureau' as CPI by the Comintern till
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65, Kaushik, Devendra., Link, 26 January 1966, p.72.
66, Abwed, Muzaffar, MCPI, op.cit., pp.48+9.
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1929, and later the three-party letter, referred to abdove,
which even t1ll 1933 talked of the foundation of a Communist
Party in India shows that the question of pre~dating the
foundation of CPI ia just a formal matter, The CPI was yet
to develop into an effective polifieal organisation in the

country,

Problems of Idcology, 1920-25

One of the importent aspects of the growth of the CPI
neglected in the CPI ‘'histories' so far is the evolution of ”2
fdeology of CPI. This evolution can be traced ino (1) In recof

articles {ii) Books written by M,N. floy - India . in Transition

(1922), What Do We Want? (1922), One Year of Non-cooperation

(1923), The Aftermath of Non-caoperation (1926) and Future

of Indian Politics (1926). (111) Debate on the National +
Colonial Question in the Second Congress of Comintern (iv) Debate
on Chinese revolution in the COuinterh - gradual change in the
Comintern's line - generalisation of the Chinese line to all
colonies particularly India:',..It was China thidt had become

the central starting point of the Comintern for action in India...
Revolutionary China will bhe & school for the approaching

India Revolution,..British imperialism in Asta will receive

its most decisive blox from the united Chinese~Indtan revo-

lutionary forces., Then Asia and thdvorld will breathe freely'68

68, Petrie, David. Communism in India, 1924-27, Editions
Indian, Calcuttd, 1973, pp.282-3. !
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(v) Discussion on the National + Colonial Question in the
Sixth Con ress of Comintern and the link between turopeén and
colonial recommendations,

Roy, from 1920 to the eve of the Sixth Congress of the
Comintern, was the wain theorist of Indian marxism, Most of
the iheoretioal work was done by him and by a small cirele
of writers around him whs/writing in the journals of the N&wkl

Comintern: Inprecor and Communist International and the

Journsls Hoy brought out from Europe: Advance Guard and its

other incarnations as Vanguard of Indian Independence and

Masses of India, Among those who aided Toy in writiang on
)69

India were Santi Devi (Fvelyn Trent Roy and G.AK, Luhant7°
and both of them entirely followed Roy's analysis of the situ-

ation., Roy's Indian in Transition (1922) was the first

exhaustive treatment of Indian politics in a8 marxist way,
Yoy, iﬁ this book, tried to understand the complexities of
Indiap politics by reference to an analysis of the growth
and decay of economic forces. Naturally his focus was on
the bonrgedisie and the proletariat and the class struggle
between them., Hoy bimself understood the limitations of his

material and wrote: 'Thanks to the painsltaking researches of

> - a» -

69. She wrote sowetimcs as Rvelyn Koy and sometimes under : =«
a false name, Her articles appeared regularly in the early
issues of Inprecor, though less frequently than Roy's. Her
compositions were somewhere between pure political reportages
and theoretical writinge. Usually her articles sought to
provide proofs of the correctness of Roy's theoretical linee,

70. Lubani's articles started appearing iu Inprecor from 1926, . ;
wostly to fit into loy's theoretical paradigm, Luhant )’.
was more of a political activist than a theorist.
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some wmodern histérians, one can learn how wany sacks of
kishmish the great Aurangzedb consumwed in his 117571 put facts
about the toiling masses were kept carefully unrecorded. The
oppressing olasses never hkept statistical evidence of their
exploitation,

Characterising the 'traneition' through whieh India was
passing in 1921, Roy wrote in the Introduction of India in

Transition: ‘'India {85 not bnly atru:gling to free herself

from the political dominétion of a foreign power,,.fer antire
‘'store of popular cnergy is in a state of revali against every-
thivg which has so far kept her backward and still conspires
to do 8o, This revolt, this great social upheaval, is the

esgsence of the present transition...'72

Explaining the role

of the bourgeoisie in bringing such transition foy wrote:

'ee.The 1iberal bourgeoistie, which stands at the head of the
national democratic movement, will not play the revolutionary
role whioh the European bourgeoisie played in the 18th aud 19th
centuries. The bourgeoisie in Tndia would bdecome a revolutionary
factor only 1f the imperislist rulers bolt and bar its economic
development. But the post-war imperialism is dependent more

on Tinance-capitalism than on industrial capitalism...The
preconditions'}or & pure hourgeois-democratic revolution do not

exist in India'.?>
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Anotuer significant marxist study ofihe period was

provided by Majni Palwe Dutt'’s Modern India which was written

in 1926, though Dutt's reputation is grounded on his subsequent
India Today of 1939. Roy's India in Transition and Dutt's

India Today were to dominate sarxist analysis of Indian politics

for the next twenty yecars. Presumably, these were supposed
to be so adequate that others never wrote improvements on them,
only eommentaries7h
It may be pointed out that Dutt's analysis in 1926 of
the economic policy of British imperialism is more cautious and
in thdt he emphasised the predominating role of British capital
in India as againat that of Tndian capital which it sought to
draw morc and more into its train. Dutt wrote:'... Whereas
before the war the value of British capital was four times Indian,
after the war it was six tiwes Indl@. Thus not only 18 the
British capitalism already the predomipant force, but it is
actually becoming more and wmore the predominast roroez?
Defining the role of the honrgeoisie, Dutt stated:'... the
Indian bourgeoisie has played a double role, On the one hand
they naturally grudge the lion's share of the imperislist exploiters
and their own inferior position and would not dbe averse to secaring
74. After Roy's bhreak with the Comintern, his book was disowned
by the communisat movement and thus Dutt's book remained
thie only macro-level study in the field., Though recently
there bhas been numerous criticism of Dutt's book - about
his facts, his econowics, his method, yet an adequate
replacement 18 still to come.

' .75. Adhikari, G, HCPI-1, p. 361
76. TIbid. B
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the whole of spoils themselves {f that were possible, or in

any case to make use of popular agitation to secure a better
bargain for themselves. On the other hand, if there 18 any

stgn of a popular movement really developing suoch as would
fnevitably endaunger also their own privileges and position, they
at once draw in their horns and hasten to the side of the
imperialist hourgeoisie and to 1ts guns for protection... This
treacherous role of the Indian bourgeoisie gives rise to the
essential problem of the Indian national movement ot the present
point.77 This thesis of Dutt has YBeon aptly summed up:

'eew the Indinn bourgeoisie was ocoperating with tbev

" Pritish capitaliste and that British capitalists wxere
penetrating fnto the Indian economy 80 that it was

a dangerous delusion to think that the capitalist

development in India was aunational dsvelopment.

The finterests of Indian bourgeoksie coincided with

the fnterestis of the British bourgeoisie and there=

fore the Indhin national struggle had to be a struggle

of the working =masses against the politicnl and

economic exiploitation of British capitalists as also

of the Indian bourgeoisie, who had entercd tnto a

partnership with the former®' (78)

It wags M.N. Roy, however, who played a significant role to
evolve the ideology of the communist activities in the country
and to influence {its politics, through remote control, Roy,
ofcourse, did not achieve much success in his task., This was
pagttly due to the operntions of the British {ntelligence services
through the interception of his correspondence and propagands
literature sent to centres established in India, ‘he British

intelligence also folled the attempts of Hoy to epread communism

- -

77.1bid.
78. Ghosh, Shankar, Political ldeas and Movements ino India,
Allied, Delhi, 1375, p. 445, _—
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in the country through despatch of trained men and agents who
were closely watched by the intelligence, sometimes arrested and
deported out of the country., Roy's failure to evolve the
ideology of the CPI was due to his wrong understanding and
apalysis of the Indian situation because of his being out of
India since 1916, DBesides, Roy showed a certain over confidence
in historical prediction and his analysias tended to bLe too quikk
in putting important personalities and movements finto class
brackets, mostly too neat to fit in the complexity of the real
situation, |

It was FRoy's faulty understanding of the Indian situation
that he applied marxism straight, without any gualifications
for the specificity of ihe_rndiau conditions, His faulty
understanding is reflected '.ia his writings ‘... India was not
under the feudal systeu?g... that feudalism has becn destroyed
hy a peaceful, not & violent process (the induction of British
cnpttélien and tihe emergence of the 1ndigenooﬁs bourgeoisie)...
breakdown of feudalism has given rise to a strange caplitalism -~
capitalism by proxy = the Indian economy was not under the
control of the indigeneous hourgeoisie but under British capital
and hence historically a curinus situation which depicted the
existence of capitalistic explonitation without a capitalistic
socio-economic structure! RHoy, similarly, wrongly divided the
Indian society into 'four distinct classes' - the landed
aristocracy, the bourgeoisie and the intelleotual, the petty
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peasantry, and the working class including the landless

80

peasantry. Roy has thus drawn 8 somewhat simplified mwodel

of class-structure, which true to the marxist methodology

was calculated hy 7oy to make India look as such like the

European oapitalist society as poulbla.s1

noy's analysis led him to state that the bourgeoisie
was a coreation of colonial conditions, He also traced the
emergence of nationalism to purely economie conflict angd
wrote: 'The present situation is not unique in history. It
is a stage of social development marked by a sudden and rapid
introduction of modern means of production, resulting ia

a dislocation of the bourgeoisie, ecoonomic as well as terri-

tor&a;‘of the popnlation'.s2 Roy held that capitalism in India

‘ challenged foreign monopoly only nationally at this stage,
and its political manifestation was constitutional 'loyalism’,
fle wrote:

'...The Indian bourgeoisie today stands bdetween two
fires = one just beginning to break into flames still
clouded with thick smoke, the other large and ave-
inspiring, but its imposing glare is not that of
living flames,..it is or burning embers, to he soon
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80. Ibid .y ppo20‘210

81, roy's outline of class structure would create methodo-
logical, not just empirical problems. He lumps the
intellectuals, hardly a 'class', with the hourgeoistie.
The petty-hourgeoisie, politically a significant element
is wmissing.
Kaviraj, Sudipta. The Marxist Argument - A Trend Report
in the Survey of Nesearch in Political Science, IC-SR
(to be published).

82, Roy, M,N. India in Transition, op.oit,, p.239.
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covered with ashes., On one side is the great social
upheaval fomented by the rising tide of the wags energy
which 1t endeavours to manipulate according to its

owd hénefit and convenience <« on the other side

stands the ifmperial pover intent upon maintaining its °
political and economic hegemony, but at the same time
showing inclinations to compromise. The unbridled
advance of the first, which alone oan deliver a death
blow to imperislist domination, spells a serious menace
to the designs of the nationalist bourgeoisie; while

to enter into partnership with imperialist capital is
not bad prospect., But the Indian bourgeoisie, by
iteelf, is too weak to moke the impertalist governwment
pay heed to its demands. Therefore it must depend

upon mass action for imposing its will, This is
playing with fire, digging one's own grave', (83)

Roy, thus, did not believe in any irreconcilable contra=-
diction between the British and the Indian capitalist class.,
Naturally he expected the British government to accede to the
bourgeoisie's demands after some reluctance and the Indian
bourgeoisie would be satisfied with a satellite position and
move towards political compromise.foy also held that the
national movement was not a popular or a wass wmovewment., The
movement led by the bourgeoisiec had dasically economic and
not political ambitions. 'The movement for pational liberation
is & struggle of the native middle class against the economio
and politlcalllonopoly of the imperialist bourgoolsio.Sh Roy
also thought in terms of a pattern of gradual reconciliation
between a more assertive Indian bourgeoisie and a progressive
accommodating inperialil-.es

Though Roy did acknovwledge the constructive contribution
of Gandhism in the national wovement, yet by and large he
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84. Ibid,, p.202,

85. Roy, M.N. The Future of Indian Politics, Minerva Associates
Calcutta, 1971, p.>3. ' ’
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was rather an ancharitable critic of Gandhi, The positive

86 are (1) the

contribution of Gandhiswm, summed up dy Roy,
use of mass action for the enforcement of political demands

{11) the building up of a nation-wide organisation such as the
Congress Party (111) the liberation of the national forces

from governwontal repression by the slogan of non-violence

and {(iv) the adoption of non-ooo;eration and civil dis-

obedi§nce, especially non-payment of taxes as tactics in

the struggle against foreign rule, However even in this Roy

held that Gandhi has always siyunk from putting his brilliantly
‘conceived tactics to proper use,

Roy is of fhe opinion that even the ahove success of
Gandhisw and.hls uoveuents; was not due to the demagogie
methods of the religious character attached to the nationalist
campaign, a8 the non-cooperators generally point out, According
to Roy, there were deeper economioc reasons behind it. This
analysis of Roy i8 even confirmed hy the British intelligence
reports’...that combination of circumstances thnt}tavouiod
the birth of Non-Cooperation movewent were altogether exceptional -
war weariness and economic pressure, apprehension and unsettle-
ment in the minds of Indian wuslims, the bitter memories of
the Punjab disturdances of 1919, and finally a leader in the
person of Gandhi, whose 8ppeal to the mass mind was semi-
éivine and whose influence was far more religious than
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political',87
The shortoonings of the Gandhian movement, as susmmed up
by Roy,asare (1) the most glaring defecct was lack ofan

econonic programme to win the interests and alligiance of the
masses and to make swaraj intelligible to them, (1i) It vas

the obstinate and futile destire to unita all the Indian

people, landlords and peasants, capitalists and proletariat,
moderates and extremists, in a common struggle for an undefined
goal. (i11) It was the intrusion of metaphysios into the
realm of politios; the confusing of spiritual with temporal
aims; the obstruction of the dynawic play of mass action by
religious scruples and moral cowardioce...Revolution is not

a religion, neither is swaraj 's mental state'...(iv) It ts
the great defect of its reactionary economics, Meankind has
progressed by painful stages from being slave of natur¢gto

slave of the machine, which his own intelligence has invented
to conquer natural forces...To go'back to the Vedas®' back to
the charkha, is to put away the progress of two thousand years
and all the dright hopes of a future age..,'Not back, but
forvard'! should de our cry, (v) One grave error of Gandhism °
is its vacillations and inconsistencics, 1ts lack of steady
driving power tovards & given goal. To declare noun-cooperation
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with a satanic governwent, and then to seek compromise with
its viceroy...Gandhism 1s not revolutionism, but a ﬁeak and
watery reformisw, which shrinks at every turs from the
realities of the struggle for freedom,

toy's odbvious conclusion abhout Gandhism was that ',..it
was the aouteat and most desperate manifestation of the
forces of reaction trying to hold thelr own against the
objectively revolutionary tendencieq contained in the liberal
hourgeois nationalinu’?gu Again"...Gandhia- is nothing but
petty bourgeois humanjitarianism hopelessly hewildered in the
clashes of the staggering forces of human prOgreaa'?o Roy
also regarded Gandhi's concepticn of a 'hioddiess revolution'
as an 'impossibility' and said ',..there 13 bound to be blood=
shed. Onr revolution will be hloodless only in the seuse that
blood wiil not be shed by us. So far as I can see, we shall
not shed blood because we have not the means to do so, even if

91

we have the will.., Roy's conclusion was ',,.Let us also

profit from the experiences of revolution elsewhere,..The
leadership of the non-cooperation movement was prepared to

lead a revolution and they started one, but: : they should

have known that every revolution develops ugly side-issue-'gg

and that ',,.This victory will be won, not through 'suffering
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and soul foroe', but with blood and tears and will be main-
tained by blood and iron'.g3 floy opined that 'Gandhism was
to fall victim to its own contradiction...that Gandhism is
bound to be detéated. The signs of the impending defeat are
alrendy perceptible'.gh

In contrast, Lenin always held Gandhi as a revoelutionary,
This 18 held by Roy's account in the Memoirs, 'Lenin bhelieved
that as an inspirer and leader of a mase movement G8odhi was
a revolutionnry'.95 Leunin, contrary to Roy's viexpoint,
advocated support to the national liberation movement in India
under the bourgeois democratic leadership of Gandni,

Poy's sectarian views on Gandhi had influenced other
Indian marxists, notably Rajni Palme Dutt, though Dutt's
evaluation of Gandhi in 1926 was somewhat different from that
of Roy. In Roy's viewpoint Gandhi represented feudaliem and
bigz dbourgeoisie, Dutt regarded Gandhi having aligned with
petty-bourgeoisie intellectual elenentl.96 Dutt was not
enamoured of Gandhian methods and he had no faith either in
non-violence or in thespirituality of Gandhi. 'There is no
question of a gentle persuasive spiritual argument, It is a

93, Roy, M.N. India in Tramsition, op.cit., p.208,

94, Ibid., p.207.

95. Roy, M.N. Mewoirs,, op.cit., pP.379,

96, Ghosh, Shanker, Socialism and Comsunism in India, Allied
Publishers, Delhi, 1971, p.i2i,
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question of power'S’ Dutt also attacked Gandhi's belief that
in the nationalist uOVngnt there could be 8 reconciliation
0of the interests of the bhourgeoisie on the one hand and the
workers and peasants on the other, He said: 'All parasitic
and propertied classes have to weave around themselves & fog
of confused language, superstition, tradition, religion,
reverence etc. in order to hide from the masses the fact
of their exploitation,..from this class alignment inevitably
tollows his (Gandhi's) co-operation with the imperialist
GOVernuént'.ga

The oritique of Gandhism, thus followed for Roy, increasing
stress on the proletariat class, He wrote!

‘'The vanguards of revolutionary India are the common

workers and peasants who constitute 90 per cent of

the huge population, no less than one-fifth of the

whole human race. These people are not going to give

their l1lives for abstract theories, They want land, they

want bread, they want thelr rights...Nox is the

auspicious moment for all the peoples of the world

to study the significance of India's fight for

complete independence, They may find that India may

bring a&hout the collapse of the imperialistic

capitalistic system., India‘'s movement cannot but be

a movement of the masses for the masses...It is the

common people who are suffering and it is they who

will lea#td the wmovement to sucocess',(99)

Needless to point out that alwost all of Roy's predictions
went wrong. ile had predicted & premature obituary of Gandhi's

leadership of movement, totally proved wrong by the course of

97. Ghosh, Shanker. Political Ideas and Movements in India,

- op.cit., p.4as, .
g;i; Dautt, Rajni Palame. Modern lndia, London, 1966, p.77. /
9. Inprecor, Vol.1, No.18, 20 December 1921,~—— .
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hiatofy. He expected the Indian bhourgeoisie to go over to
the side of imperialism, broadly what the Chinese counterpart
did a few years later, He believed that the'proletariat would
bring India's freedom after the betrayal by the bourgeoisie -
again a miscalculation, Roy, himself, implicitly admitted the
failure of his predietiona,.iu a sense, when he moved away
from compunisms and worked out his private utopia of padical
Hunanism.loo |
| It may be pointed out that these sectarian views of Roy
were discussed in detail {o the Second Congress of the Comintern

but were not accepted by the Comintern. Roy, it seems, had not

changed his ahove views even at the Fourth Congress of the

'Co-intcru. He only reserved them at the Fourth Congress to be

advocated openly at a later date, Strategically he agreed

to Lenin's viewpoint at the Second and even at the Fourth
Congress when he himself presented the mein report on the
Theses on the Eastern Question, which had for the first time
clearly put forward the slogan of a united anti-imperialist
front for the national liberation movement in the coloanies
and semi-colonies. At tire FifthCongress, hovever, Roy once
again openly advocated his line of argument spelled out at
the Second Congress, thinking that the national liberation

movement has lost its character of the united front of all
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classes in an oppressed country e.g. India and that a new
period wasg beginning in which class-struggle was becoming t{gg,- /
ported ip the colonies, T |
':?703tensibly, lioy's analysis was bound within four corners

of Lenin's orthodoxy. BRoy did not agree with Lenin on thé nation-
al movement in colonies in 1920 and he did not any more in
1922 or 1925 since his line seemed, on the short run, to be
vindicated by events., Still, formally. atleast, {t was necessary
for him to keep to Lenin'’s essential formulations and termino-
logy.

In pursuance of this and dictated by necessity, Roy looked
#4nto the Congress, for persons xho could give 8 more radical
orientation to the Congress policles and helieved that C.R, Das,
Sampuranand and Singaravelu‘gpuld be the right men for this,.
It was in November 1922 that Das had said ',...I want Swaraj
for the masses, not for the classes. I do not care for the
bourgeoisie. How few are they?%?1 The Comintern, therefore, sent
a message to C,R.Das, the President of the Gaya Congress(1922)
in which it declared that the British rule could not be over-
thrown except through violent revolution and ',.. The economic,
social and cultural progress of Indian people demands the complete
seperation of India from iwmperialist Britai:?? Howvever Roy and
Comintern was first diswayed with the withdrawal of Non-coopera-
tion movement and later by C.R, Das who in his Presidential

address not only recjected the path of violent revolution dut
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also declared ',,. I am one of those who hold to non-violence
on pxri,m'.dph%03 }
floy, under the circumstances, felt that the organisation
of a party of workers' and peasants'! of Jndia was indispeusa-
ble. Preparations were set afoot in 1923 to organise such a
Workers' and Peasants' Party. Roy was instrumental in sending
a message of the Comintern to the projected Workers' and
Peasants® Party in wxhich it was stated:?'It is clear that the
workers and pessants on whose ohonldefa fall the greﬁtest
part of burden of fmperialist exploitation, can ne longer,
remain an adjunct tQ bourgeois nationalism , to act or keep
quiet at 1its hidding... the working olass must come forward
as an independent political force and take up the leadersh:g?
‘At the Fifth Congress, agéin, when a resolution was paisod _
by the Comfintern advocating establishwent of direot countact
between the Comintern and the Indian National Congress, it
was opposed by Roy. The resolution was in keeping with Lenin's
line’ot Second Congress that '...in order to win over the people
of the colonial and semi-colonial countries, there must be
a further direct development of the direct contact of the
Executive with the national movements for emancipatizg?
nowever}ﬂoy'l opposition was due to the temporary success of his
sectarian policy and Roy went on to state,'...It is true that
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we must always have a connection with these national movements
bt it secms to have heen overlooked that these connections
have not always heen snceessfu;?6

Roy was also agaiﬁst any'attempt be ing made in the
country to establish a communist party, having no eonnecfion with
the Comintern. For exawmple, in 1924, when an atteupt was
made by Satyabhakta, Maulana Hazrat Mohanil and Singaravelu etc,
to form & communist party purely an Indian organisatiigz Roy
wrote 'Nothing can he more non-communistic than to say that
the Indian working class will play 1its historic role in the
struggle for national freedom and wori out its own salvation
independently of international proletarian movement. Those
who maintain and propagate this point of view and are far
from being communists, they are veritable enemies of Indian
working olaa:?? |

Roy, in his The Afteruath of Non-Cooperation (1926)

gradually shifts his emphas$és from bourgeoisie who was, to

quote him, 'too afraid, too hesitating to follow a revolutionary
109
channel' and 'a section of the Indian bourgeoisie had been
110
wonover by the British imperialists and had becowe their allies'.

Roy hence asked the proletariat to wage the struggle against the

imperialist in 'a close fighting alliance with the forces of
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111
national revolution'., 1In The Future of Indian Politics(1926)

Roy advocated the organisation of a broad-based Peoples' Party

to organise all exploited scotions of Indian society namely
112
the proletariat, the peasantry and the petty-dourgeoisie.

The petty~bourgeois intellectuals, generally regardt7é_ac -%&
vacillating allies in comminist theory, were considerad important
by Hoy to organise and provide leaderahip to the Peoples' Party
Pledged fo a programne of revolutiovary nationalism, Roy also,

in his book The Future of Indian Politics condemned the Swaraj

Party and its leaders and characterised the Party 'as a defender
113

of capitalism and landlordism'., Roy also wanted the olass

struggle to be intensified alongwith ovational liberation move-

ment and held that the fight for national freedom in India
"hdecomes & class struggle approximating to the final sta;:?.
The peoples' fight for freedom, according to Roy, must bhe led
by the party of the people - the party in which the proletariat
will be 4in, but it will not be a proletarian party. 'In this
Party the proletariat will stand side by side with the petty-
bourgeoisie and peasant masses, as the most advanced democratie
clas:%? |

Roy's position &n the Comintern had fallen around 1927,

Consequently the detacto‘lendershlp of the communist movement in
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India fell in the hands of R,P, Dutt and his British communist
accomplices. However, Roy's letter dated 30 Decewber 1927
(popularly known as the Assembly Letter) to Indian communists
gave direction about the tactics they should follow. Roy,

in the letter advocated, the continuance of an illegal communist
party and a broad based, open and legal workers' and peasants'
porty. His advocacy xas that the 1llegal cénmunist:Pnrty of
{ndia should function as the conscious vangunard of the working N
class and to be the driving force behind the Workers' and |
Peasants' Party, But the WPP should not, in public mind,
be‘auaoctatcd with the communists, lest the fear of comrunism

-

repels many leftist and democratic elements who could other-
wise have been induced to join the WPP.lié The WPP, suggested
oy, should be affiliated with the League Against Imperialism,
to shed the apprehension that it wxas controlled from Moacow,
The illegal CPI, on the other hand, Roy stressed, should
function as & section of the Comintern. foy also asked the
Indian communists to maintain relations with the Comintern
through Berlin or Paris agencies and not through London or the
British Communist Party, |

Hoy, by the time of Sixth Congress (July - September 1928)
had moved towards the theory of ‘decolonisation’, which

appreciated the role of bourgcoisie in the national lideration

movement, The Sixth Congress, however, advocated the sectarian

116, Overstrecet & Windmiller, op.cit., pp.104-5,
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formulations of Roy till then bat altered in 1928 and thus
moved to thé extrexe ieft by advocating 8 policy of unocompro-
mising hostility towards the bourgeoisie, This shift fn the
polioy of Sixth Congress uas partly due to Goninfarh's tailnrc
in China., The Congress rejected not only Roy's amended views
on the role of bourgegisie but also Dutt's assertion that
'thouéh the bourgeoisie was beconming counter-revolutionary,

it still had a vestigial anti-imperialist role to play.' The
Congress also declared that thg WPP8' could easily he converted
into ordinary petty-bourgeois parties and hence asked the
Indian communists not to organise such parties, On the
contrary, the supreme task of the communists should be to
organise all communist groups of individuals soattéred through=-
out the country into asingle unifiedCommunist Party.

The Sectarian policy of Sixth Congress took the communist
movement away frox the wave of national movement, Because of
its ultra-left policies, the CPI was put under a legal ban
in 1934, These sectarian formulations were reversed only in
1935 and since then the CPl began its actual role of becomwing

an active mass movement,

Effeotivity of Early Communist
Vovewent, [950-1955"

The discussion regarding foundation of the CPI, its
founder members, their relevant roles is priwarily a matter
of technical controversy, These relate to 'personal’ and 'split’

faotors which have been subsequently carried into the writings
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of the CPI 'histories', History ocannot and should not be an
individoal conception and history of Communiem in India or
the Communist Party of indla has yet to take ahape.117 Unfortu-
nately: most ot‘the full scale *histories'! of the early years
of the CPI have been attempted b& party leaders after the split
in the Indian communist movement in 1964, Inevitably, therefore,
some of the bitterness of the split has heen spread over the
entire history of the Party. Notwithstanding the importance
of these controversies from a formalistic point of viex, the
more important question, however, is shout the relative
effectivity of the communist movement as a political instruo-
ment in India, during the period under study. This question
of effectivity of the comzunist movement should be Judged from
two oriteria (1) its relative effectivity compared to other
parties in the country (ii) the relative effectivity of the
movement till 1930 compared to its own later groxth particularly
from 1934, |

The communist movement in thé country was anot nationally
ap organised movement to start with and revolved around some
personalities. 1In such circumstances, the CPI from its outset,
could not naturally secure the leadership of its freedom

movement ip & subdbject country.118 The communist movement was
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in the nature of a sectat movement. Though the CPI was not
placed formally under a ban till July 1935.119yet the
repressive measures of the {mperialist governnment denied 1t a
legal charabter. M,N. Roy summarised the position thas in
1926: 'I think itwould be betraying a complete lack of under-
standing of the Indian situation and thé nature of Imperialism
to think that a Communist Party will ever be allowed to
function legally in India’.lgo The Credential Committee reporf
submitted by Ederlein to the Fourth Congress of the Comintern
had similarly held: 'The Communist Party of Indis cannot
represent a definite maxbership since 1ts work is entirely

illcgal'.121

The Communist Party has been for the best part

of its years of existence remained a target of repression,

ifs offices, leaders and workers have been sabject to searches,,
raids, confisvations and arrests, Therefore it has not been
possible to procure stontinuous records of its act;vltiel and
development., One has, therefore, been compelled to make general
statements regarding the success of the movement in the

absence of any detailed quantitative information about the
organisation, membership, ledaders, activities etc. This period

upto the beginning of early thirties of the present century,

can best be called the period of pa:ty formation towards the
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end of which the party comes before the country and its
people as A sigable and significant wass political uass,
contributing to the national freedom movement two new factors,
(1) firstly, a fheoretically formulated political and econowic
programue of pational independence and secondly, an independent
class~oriented workers' and peasants' movement in the face
of three rounds of repression launched by the British rulers
(a) the Peshawar Conspiracy Cases of 1922-23; (b) the Kanpur
Conspiracy Case of 1924 and (¢) the Meerut Conspiracy Case
ot 1929-33,122 |

The severity ofthe repressive measures of the imperialist
government iend to suggest the significance of the nascent
communist activities as the real danger to the British rule
in India 1in the years to come. All possible steps were taken
in India, Afghanistan, Persia, Sinkian (China) to stop its
reports and influence from reaching Iudia., British embassiesaad
consulates in couuntries bordering on India hecame most active
centres of conspiracy to overthrox the newly founded proletarian
Russian State which washtill engaged in oivil war and facing
intervention from over a dozen imperisilist and colonial powers,
This is priwmarily the reason why the namber of intelligence
reports on this subject is so numerous in the National

Archives of Indin.123

122, Ibid,, Introduction, p.x.
123, Kaye, Cecil., op.ocit., Introduction by M.?P, Saha,
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Though it may look paradoxical, yet the viexpoint of
the British rule in India of these communist activities tend
both to undermine and magnify the same. The fintelligence
reports on 'Comwmunism in India' dealing with the periods

1918-1924, 1924~1927 and 1927-1933, prepared by the British

intelligence confirm the given statement. The salient features

of these reports which go on to undermine the significance of
the movement can be summed up as follows:

(a) That the communist activities in Inéia wore at the behest
of the Russian government wnich had the conviction that Great
Britain is her enemy, that her most vulnerable point 13 India
and that 'till India is liberated, Russia will not be rid

of the menace of England.izh The British intelligence quoted
Zinoviev's speech, 'The Indian Proletarian mass must be
ptiiised by us as a retuli and bulwark for the Comintern

in Asia...'lzsrhe imperialist rule saow 'the germ of a

definite comunn!si plot agatinst Indiaﬁlin the Theses of the
Seoond Congress of the Communist International, held in
1920'.126 According to the British Intelligence, to achieve
the desire[ results, Roy wus made the instrument through whom
the Soviet elected to put forth their main effort - the spark-
plug by which they hoped ultimately to explode the violent

minded elements in the country.1277bele rulers thought the
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success of the world revolution, initiated by Russia, would
depend upon the corresponding rise in the East - that East 1s
the main reserve of a world revolution,..The proletarian
rovolution is aiming first of all at English imperialism,l28
(b) That the leaders of the eariy communist movement {u the
country were wean and dishonest fellows, persons of low
calibre und integrity. That these leaders were mercenery
agents of Bu;lia,,reueived 1ot of money from Russis for their
activities in the country and swindled with a large proportion
of the sB8wme. Some of these lived like princes and had no real
sympathy with the toiling masses. They intrigued among
themselves to acquire leadership and had mutual hate and
distrust. To substantjiate these charges, theses intelligence
reports point out Roy and hiqbontgderatea proved to be

greedy opportunists, lacking in soruples and principles and
even in common honesty.128°@hese reports quote Ahani Muker ji
saying: 'He had quarrelled with Roy because Roy' only worked
for gold, not from Gonviotian'}zg Similarly it is believed
that R,.C.L. Sharma (of Pondicherry) had appropriated for his
own benefit the money despatched by Roy for the party work in

130

India, Even Singaruvelu, according to these reports, 1is

alleged to 'have embezzled a sum of Rs,16000/- - his share of
subsidy of is.30000/- granted by the Indian National Congress

to Labonr Unions 1in Hadraa'.131 These reports quote another
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letter written by Jotin Mitra to Sepassi expressing his
indignation, 'You people 4o not reslise our difficulties here...
The boss (Roy) and family are living as Princes...apd the
hoys here - real, sincere workers - are starving. You
hypocriter medn no business; you are simply sexploiters. Yoar
behaviour has created such a4 bad atmosphere agiinst you and
now, except a few of us, al} in Papjadb, U.P,, Rombay and

Bengal are losing confidence in you'.132

These reports also
tend to ind{cate that Roy was not undisputed leader of his
Bolshevik agents and he had serious rivals in Chattopadhyay
and Barkatallah Khan.lj} About the flox of Russian money in
the country to help these Bolshevik agents, these reports
state ',..,that the Soviet had granted five million goldreubles
to Zinovierf for propaganda in India and the Enet'iskand that
'vesflOoy had received £ 2000 from the Comintern in February,
for the Jjourney expenses of the delegates from India to the
proposed llerlin Conference and, of thie, he proposed to send
£ 300 to Dange' 3> agatn '...that in 1921-22, the Soviet
Government had sent £ 30000 to Kabul for Indiap vrevolutionary
propaganda that a good deal of this money was aisappropriated
by Mohd., Alf (Khushi Mohomed) who forged recetpts'136 'eeeOn
the 3 December 1923, the Third International proposed to the
Politbureau that the 'Near~Central Rastern Section' should be

allotted a sum of 10,000,000 zold roubles for propagsnda in 1924
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which was to include 5,000,000 gold roubles for the Indian
Communist Party'137 and that *Towards the end of the year,
another letter from Sepassi was received, in which he made
gentian of the despatch of various sums of money by Roy

to Comsunists in India, These were £ 200, £ 100, % 100 and
3 300,138

(c) That the communist activities in India posed no real
chalienge to the sovereignty of King-Emperor in India, Petrie
even opiuea’that ‘not only did Roy not succeed in estadblishing
8 live, waking Comsuniat Party in India, but even those persons
who grouped themselves together under that title weré a poor
encugh emblance of any kind of # party. Thus Satya Bbhakta
wag distrusted and ropndigted by Hoy, while Roy, in his turn
was suspected by the party of Begerhotta, Muzaffar Ahmed etc,
of diverting to his own uses funds he should have remitted to
Indin'.lsg The Intelligence reports have tried to underaine
still the success of the communist activities pointing out the
veaknesses of the modes operandi of these communists, which
included sending seditious propaganda literature (promptly
intercepted b} the Intelligence) and sending ‘agents' every now
and then avowedly to mislead the Comintern. These reports
point out thatv'there was very little work done in India and
that the Comintern was disgusted with the amount of success
achieved in the country'. Heuce‘aocarding to these reports,

Sepassi wrote & letter: 'We are in urgent nied of atleast 15

137, "Petrie, David. op.cit., p.72,
138, Ibid., p.97.
139, Ibid., p.116,
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men and money is ready for all of them., They xill be given
bny‘klud of training...'lqo

(d) That despite belief in violence, the Comintern had decided
oot to attempt to foster the projeoted revolution in India

on the milk of pure Communism. Though, thereréte, the decision
of Gaya Congress to continue non-vicolence proved distasteful

M yet none of the Roy's manifestos

to Comintern leadership,1
again re§erted to the use of violence. According to the
British intelligence, one of the chief objectives of Communism
in India was to capture &nd control existing nationalist
organisations such as Indian National Congress, but the move-
ment failed to ac'ileve it, these sourcead lwlt!.:u’2
Puradoxiclll%)the reasons which the imperialist government
had in winod when undermining the communist activities in India,
were the same when the iwperialist government magnified the
danger of spread of commwunism in the country, The imperialist
government left no stone unturned to discredit the movement,
to distort the facts about the wovement to keep the masses
away from the contact and influence of the eariy communist
activities., The government indulged in a spade of publfcity
about the early communist activities on the one hand and
indulged in repressive wmeasures through various trials, on
the other hand,
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The British activities were éosigned to exa;gerate the
Russian danger. 'In their secret despatches, the British
inperialiat: in 1920 freely admitted that there is no agtual
danger of action on India from Soviet Russia; there is no chance
of outside Bolshevik agents coming into India; there are
Indian DBolshevik agents 1.e. Indian comsunists in India {tself
and that Indian comsunists when they emerge will be hardly

distinguishahble from national revolntionaries'.lk,

However,
in theippublic propsganda in India, the imperialist govern-
wment played up the *Bolshevik danger' and harped om the
insidious design of Soviet RMussia against India. The imperialist
government painted the imnge of local communists as the
"Bolshevik agent' « antinationi&l, having extra-territorial
loyalty, agent of the foreign power who had nothiong to do with
the national movement,

The real objective in the wmind of the imperialist govern-
_-ent was to crush any movement which might ultimately lead
to thelir expulsion from the country - & coveted possession
of England. Tn their attempts to discredit the oo-ﬁunlnt
movement in the country, the imperialist government arcused the
bourgeois leadership of the Indian National Congress, tried
to convince it that the real objective of communism in India
was to capture and control the existing nationalist organi-
sation such as Indian National Congress which believed in the
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constitutional methods and had been & friend and ally of the

o -

government so far, The comsunist movement, if successful, the
alien govainment wonld point out, shall end all property,
special rights and prerogatives enjoyed by the middle class so
far. So on the one hand, the imperialist government tried to
create 8 wedge between the rising coumunist movement and the
established middle clase movement in the form of Indian National
Congres:, and on the other hand resorted to repressive
measures,

Though it may look astonishing, yet the fact rewains that
the anti-~comunist activities of the British colonial rulers
of India began even a few years before the formation of the CPI
at Tashkett and before the communist groups bhegan fTunctioning
in India itself, The method of the imperialist government yat
the appointment of sples and agents to intercept correspondence,
to collect information about the strength, leaders, location
and progress of the novemqnt. There is no dearth of material
in the political files of the llome Department of 1918.22,
preserved in the National Archieves, consisting of army and
civil intelligence reports from the agents operating in the
neighhouring countries and in the Soviet Russia itself. Though
mach of {t must have been deatroyed or burnt by the DBritish
before they left India, But vhat remains is sufficient to
throw light on the genesis of the Bolshevik Department of the
British Indian Police and Central Intelligence., A proper
Bolshevik Departmeni under the Central Intelligence and the
Indian Police was reconstituted perhaps in 1921.14*

145, Ibid., p.7h.
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The British Goverment launched repressive measures in
the form ®f various conspiracy caces against the early
comnunist activites, The British fntelligence fully Justified
their repression of communism in India, ',..Wherever Communism
manifests itself, 1t should be met and stamped out like the
plague, The spread of Communism in India is not the ocase
of those problems which may be looked at from a particular
tangle of vision', it must be looked straight fm the face, and
it must be fought wtth,the most unrelenting oppo:ition'%“5

Despite these political calculationa and ropressive measures
of the imperialist Governmeat, the Indian communist movement
achieved some sucoess and acquired some effectivity as &
political finstrument. The effectivity of the communist movemert
during the perfod under study, should be judged on three levels
namely at the national, regional and Trade Union levels.

There is no denying the fact that at the national level,
the communist movemeat in the country was not pretty successful
and effective., It was tien an appendage of the Indian National
Congress which was well established, was in tune with the
feudal and bourgeois set-Hp of the country and had grabbed
the formal leadership of almost all national bhodies, despite
its pacifist and reformist outlook. On the contrary, the CPI,
despite 1t8 revolutionary outlook, could not afford to criticise

the bourgeois prggranmes of the Indian National Congress at a

145, Petrie, David,, op. cit., p. 292,
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national scale since the CPI movement was not well founded and
it manned the things with the Indian National Congress at the
lover level of command. The CPI was used by the Congress to
provide mass following for the Indian National Congress, through
personal intimate relationship of CPI leadership with the working
class and its organising the movement at grass roots.

At a loxer level 1.e;lat the regional level, however,
the CPI.uaa gquite successful despite set-backs. The comwmunist
movewent had already started within the country through regional
centres established at Calcuttes, Bombay, Panjab, Madras and U,P,
These centres, besides working isdependently in the country,
of course under the leadership of M.N. Roy, were also collabora-
ting with the Indian National Congress in the bhroad national
moveuent angd for the purpose thrqw half-hearted feelers to
the Congress leadership. Some of the leaders of these communist
centres e.g. Dange and Singaravelu had served the country 1in
the ranks of the Indian National Congress and therefore, could
find sympathisers of the comumunist activitics in progressive
left-xing congressmen. Howevrr the predominant leadership of
the “ongress, led by right-wing reformists, distrusted their
communl st colleagues, partly due to their class helongings |
and partly due to the fuperialist propaganda, Still, there
was some cooperation with the cormunists by these progressive
Congressmen particularly on the Trade Union front, Even this
cooperation was under inevitable strains and there were under-
currents of hostility between the communists and their progressive
friends 10 the Congress, These regional centres also received
setbacks bhecause of imperialist repressive umeasures against

early comsuniss in Indla, Besides, there were dissensions
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even among the communists, For example in Bengal, after the
arrest of promincnt &embers e.g. Abdul Halim, Abdul Razzak,
Muzaffar Ahmed, the thin thread of communist activities was
taken up by one Abani Chowdhry who tried to contact the
Bombay centre run by 3.V. Deshpande and B.T. Ranadive, was
not successful and there was an estrangement between the

Calcutta and Bombay comrunist centrea%hﬁ

Some of these
cenires have virtually becowe ineffective because they
revolved around’peraons who no more in the communist move=-
ment e.g. the Lahore group become ineffective after Gulam
Hussain became an approver in the conspiracy cases against
early communist activities., The Madras centre had become
defunct after the withdrawal of Singaravelu, Similarly the
arrests of Dance, Muzaffar Ahmed etec. in the Merrut cases proved
disastgrous for the comuaunist movement in the country. 1It
is, therefore, due to the weak position of the early comaunist
movement in the country that the t.uree-party lettler stressed
the need for finding the real communist party as late as
in 1933, Thus the CP1 as a viahle effective political move=
went was absent though occasionally the regional centres
showed some sign of life,

It was, however, at the Trade Union level that the CPI
became an effective political instrument despite under-current
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of hostility between the OPt and the Indian National Congress
even in the Trade Union matters. This hostility was due to
(1) that the Indian National Congress retained the formal
leadership without doing any groand work of real work, The
real organisational work was done by the CPI workers, who
worked at the grass roots and mide the movement 2 success,
Since fhe CPY monned the things at the lower level of
leadership, with formal leadership batﬁg in the hands of the
| Congress leaders, this led to mutual bitterness, (11) That
the CPI resented the pacifist and reformist outlook of the
Congress,a product of its class interests, The conciliatory
outlook and ideology of the Congress did not carry the Trade
Union movement too far, The CPI on the other hand possessed
a revolutionary outlook and believed that thé longest period
of strike against the capitalist would provide the highest
gain to the working class, The Congress on the contrary,
believedin a compromising attitude between tﬁe wquing oclass
and the capitalist wﬁich indirectly denied the fruit of Trade
Union activities to the working class. (4i1) That the CPI
who collected funds, particularly in Bengal, for Trade Union
work wanted the same to he used for the Trade Union activities
or & similar purpose of the working class, The Congress
resented to this and wanted all the colleotiénl to g0 in the
general fund, The CPI did not 1ike this attitude of the Congress

which collected funds from various sections and classes of the
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country whereas the oply financial source of the CPI was the
collections raised from the working class,

Tracing the genesis and evolution of the ideology of
Trade Union movement in the country one notices that though
the Rxtremists (Tilak eto.) were the first to indulge in
politicél silitaney through frequent strikes in the coantry,
yet their political militancy was without a socinl basis and
hence the Extremists could not go deep in the roots of the
Trade Union movement. Gandhiji was not temperamently drawn
fo the Trade Union movewment except as a part of the non-
cooperation movement, & pacifist - reformist movewent hased on
extreme non-militant methods., The Swarajists like C.R.Tus
and Moti Lal Nehru though sympathised with the Trade Union
wovement yet it xas not more than &4 1ip sympathy, The
coamuni sts were the first to give an economic ideology and
programme to the Trade Union wmovement,

A special characteristic of the Trade Union movement in
the country under commuunists was that though 1t was less
politically militant, yet it was wore economically active,
Unlike the Trade Union movement in other countries, the Trade
Union movement in India was more econowmic than political, For
exn-plf)tbe CPI manifesto on Hindu Muslim unity stated that
the lasting freternal unity in these classes could be forced

only through joint struggles as workers' for urgent economic
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demands. 7 The lack of political militancy on the part of
Trade Union movement oan be explained by the fact that the
communist elements in the country were woiking in collaboratian
with the Indion National Congress, 8 bhourgeols pacifist -
reformist orgunisation, in true spirit of the guidelines laid
for them at the Second Coﬁgress of the Comintern. The

econowic militancy of the communists in the Trade Union move=
ment was: in a way gdad because it provided them.an opportunity
to get cluser to the working class wmusses and organise the
movement at gross raéts. The reai Ifruits of this policy were
reaped in late 19303“#ith the I[ndian Communist movement
Becoming 8 mass movemenf.

Despite these stresses and straios, there was slow
expansion of mewhership in the Trade Usnion movemeut, into
mainly the industrial workers and peity-bourgeoisie in the
castern and western parts of India, In Bengal, there was
the fawous strike of aboat 10,000 carters against police
atrooities, leading to piiched battle between the carters
and the police.laa There is, however, evidencelto show that

the evolution of the Trade Union movemepnt in these parts

147, Guidelines of the History of Comwmunist Party of India,
op.cit,, P.ib.
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of the country was mutually exclusive of each other. The
conclusion of the study of Amiya Kumar Bagehlihg is that in
the eastern parts of the country say Bengal, Bibar eto, there
is greater amount of political militancy in the working class
but less economic propsperity. On the contrary, in the
weatern parts of the country say Bombay, the working class has
greater economic prosperity and lesser politically militancy.
Hence while in Dengal, the tondency was and continues to be
80 even today, to have fullest control of the trade union
movement by the working class, in the western parts there has
been tendency to compromise and to bhreak away from the

main trend of all India trade union movement if and when dis~
satinsfied. There was hreaking uap of the AITUC in 1931, when
Subhash Chandrs Bose was its Presidmt, On the eve of the session
of AITUC, the newspaper lLiberty, organm of Bengal Congress,
wrote articles against communists dubbing them as pro-British
and give a call for their ouster from the AITIC. The situ-
ation was tense., Volunteers were recruited by both sides,...
It ultimately led to the final ﬁrnach between the Congress and
the Communists and thevAITUC. Both called themselves &s the
AITIC, The session led by the communists was known as Red

TUC till 1935, when 1t was again reunited with the AIT10.15°

149, Bagchi, Amiya Kumar, Reflections of Patterns of Regional
Growth in Indua during the pertod of Br%tilh raole, Centre
for Studyin Social Scieunces, Calcutta, !

150, Sen, Ranen, Marxist Miscellany, op.cit., p.6,
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The hyposhesis of Bagchi is that since Bengal (and also
Bihar) came under the control of the British colonial rule
earlier than any othexr part of the country, there was more
intense extraction of surplus in Bengal, completely curbding
the indigeneocus qapitaliat’s competition dy use of the
State power and thus leading to the introdoction of the
foreign Managliug Agency Syﬁton and doing away completely with
the local organisational activities, This made the working
class economically poorer but wore uncompromising and militant,
The position in western industrial centres was different
where the local bourgeoisie was not completely annihilated.
The imperialist rule adopted a liberal attitude towards the
local bourgeoisie, except in Bengal, where it met tough
resistence in the founding years of its colonial rule in India,
The indigeneous capitalist in the country, except in Bengal,
vas under double stra;n, the strain of the imperialist rule
and of the working class. It hence tended to be more
pacifist and compromising in case of conflict with the working
class. This made the working class to gain economically
though its political wmilitancy recsived a gorresponding set-
back due to the same,

The trade union-movement flourished in the country and
even the petty-bhourzeoisie came to appreciate comsmunism and

hence drew nearer to it. The factors aiding the petty-
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bourgeoisie to get closer to the Trade Union movement and
commumnism were: (a) decline of Gandhism and the disilliusion-
ment caused in 1ts ranks bythe.withdrawal of the Non-cooperation
movement, (b) petty-bourgeoisie's disillusionment with the
traditional terrorism which had only sensationalising but .

no programmatic contant, (¢) organisation of the growingisq:;s,

exhibiting both political militancy and economic g=ins

accaring out of organised Trade Union activities.

The Trade Union sovement in India which was not organised
t111 1918, became organised during the period 1918-26. A close
look at the Trade Union activities and the resalts during the
period 1918-26 brings one to the conclusion that the Trade
Unions were increasing, théir membership was increasing,that
the Trade Union wmovement was a reality and Trade Unions had come
to stay. The following tablts:ould provide a brief idea abdbout

the progress of the Trade Union movment:

Year No. of Strikes No. of wérking No. of working
and lockouts people involved days lost.
1921 396 6,00,351 6,984,426
1922 278 5,33,434 3,972,727
1923 _ 213 3,01,04% 5,051,764
1924 133 3,12,462 8,730,918
1925 134 2,70,423 12,578,129
1926 128 1,86,851 1,097,478

The wave of strikes which began tmediately after the end of

World war I reached its peak in 1921, It began to decline in
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151.Jha,Shiva Chandra, The Indian Trade Union Movement -~ An
Account and an Interpretation, Firma KI, Nukhopadhya, Calcutta,
1970’ }- 1o
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1922 when the short phase of war propperity came to an end,

From 1922 to 1927 there is a progressive deocline in the Trido
Union movement due to the adventitiows circumstances to some long~-
dravn-out and widespread strikes,

The Trade Union movement beoame militant dae to the
theses of the 3ixth Congress of the Cowintern., 1Ia 1928, the
number of workers involved increased to 5,006,851 and the
auwber of working days lost was 3,16,47,404, In 1929, the
numbher of workers involved in strikes were 5,322,016 and the
number of working days lost were 1,21,6%,691, The militaney
of the Trade Union movement {s evidenced from the fact that
at the AITUC Annual Session held at Nagpar in 1929, the Coungress
was compelled to adopt a numher of resolutions such as the
denunciation of the Round Table Conference, Nehru Report. The
Congrees also decided not to participate in the conferences of
Indian Labour Organisations. The decisions of the AITUC session
wers 'too strong a pill for -odoratca’isa which ultimmtely resulted
in the ruptures and the formation of NFTU by reformist Congress
leaders,

The Trade Union movement in the country reached a new
height oanly after the Seventh cojgress of the Comintern., Rwer
since the Seventh Congress, there xas & progressive rise in it,

An analysis of the Trade Union movement in the country

reveals that the results of sirikes are closely connected with

152, 1vigd, p.138,
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the economic condition, More of them are saccessful when the
economy is propserious. Yuring days of depression they usually
result in faidures. The nuwmber 0f unsuccessful strikes during

the period 1920-30 is adout fifty per cent, Cotton textile industry
accounts for the largest percentages of strikes. Again,Bombay

and Bengal had the largest nambter of strikes account for about

153
66 per cent ot then,

‘In the end, 1t may be pointed out that notwi thstanding
the work and success of the CPI, ft did not decome an effective

pokitical fostrument till 1930, The emigrant CPI founded in 1920
and later the CPI founded at Kampur 1925 bdrings out that the
CPI was only dejure founded., It had a Constitution and an Executive
Committee. However, the effective foundation of the CPI as a
viadble organisation was yet to take place., The CPIl was not
having even & formal functioning during the period unlike its
counterpart, the Communist Party of Chioa, founded in 1921,
The 'plenum'’ of the CPI was held only after the release of some
of its leaders arrested in the Merrut Cases. Even in the regional
centres e.g. Bengal, it was only in FPedbruary 1931, nfter,hbduli‘
Halim came out of jail, that a formal committee named the
Calcutta Committee of CPI was for-:g? And even within CPI,
a spiit occured 1n the later piart of 1931, A rival party styled
the Bolshevik Farty of India was formed, This, of course, died

A En e W

153, R!rg;:, V.B, Strikes in India, Maoktalas, Bowsbay,1967,
p. .
154, Sen, Ranen. The Marxist Miscellany, op. oit,, p. &
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& natural death soon. Besides, there was & small group called
Samyaraj Party formed in 1930 and continued upto 1933, Still
another Party called the Indian Proletarian Revolutionary Party
oonsisting of mainly ex~terrorits, was formed {n 1930 and
merged with the Calcutta Committee in 193%?6_

The sectarian decisions of the Sixth}Congross vere also
partially responsible for the ineffectiveness orrtbo CPI.'It
was an ultra left line%?7 On the Trade Union front, the reso-
lution of the 3ixth Congress stated 'In the trade unions, the
Indian coumunists wust mercilessly expose the national reformist

leadership and carry on & decisive struggle for conversion of
trade unions into genuine class organisations of the proletariat
and for the replacement of the present reformist leadarship

by conli-t:g; revolutionary representatives from the mass of

the workers'. The resolution on India paAssed at the Sixth
Congress stated 'The communists wmust unmask the national
reformwist of the Indian National Congress and oppose all the
phrases of Swarajists, Gandhists etc about passive resistance...
It must be remembered that ander no circuamstances can the

commitnists relinquish their right to open criticism of the

opportunist and reformist tactics of the leadesrship of those

156. Ibid’ p'?o
157. Overstreet e D, & Windmwiller, Marshall, op, cit, p.4&7,
138, Jha, Shivs Chandra, op. eit., p. 135,
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159
mass organisations in which they work.'

The Sixth Congress tins marked a radical departure from
the policies adumdrated at the Second Congress by lenin who
bad asked the communists not to work in opposition, A CPI leader
wrote in retrospect 'It was a tragedy that in 19350, we contra-
posed oursclves sagainst Gandhi, agatust the Natioual Congress
and practicnally against the mass civil disodbedience movewment
lamnched by it, though, of oourse, with the sincere desire to
liherate the Indian masses from reformist, compromising, Gandhian
inflaence and unleash & genuine revolutiovary national freedom
novcéent under the leadership of the working cluaif? This
extremist, militant policy was ultimately reversed by the Seventh
Congress. It was only from 1935 that a centralised alli-India
Gommunist Party came into existence and that the CPI began to
acquire the position of an effective political instruwent on

a national soale,
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159, Ghozgé Shankar, Socialism and Communism in India, op. oit.,
Pe . e _
160. Sardesai, 5,0.'Gandhi and the CPI'in The Mahatma, A Merxist
Sysposiuve, 1969, p. 30. -
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CBAPTER - 11I

THE NATIONAL ANV COLONIAL THESES ADOPTED AT THE SECOND
WORLD CONGNESS: CONTRIOVERSY BETWEEN LENIN AND 0OY

The Second Congress of the Communist International adopted
the Theses on the National and Colonial Question presented by
Lenin and also the Supplementary Theses on the same question,
the original draft of which wae prepared by H,N. Rhoy.

floy in hiﬁ Memoirs gives a description of his discussion
with Lenin on the draft theses and says how he disagrced with
Lenin's draft, how then Lénln asked bim to prepare the
supplementary thases.1

The account given by Roy is substantiated by Overstreet

and windnillerz and B.H. Carr.’ Their account is incredible

T s o . A 0 g G A IS i W G > S

i. According to Roy, he 'had only two typed copies made. One
of them I personally delivered to Lenin. Ile read the
document with the keenest interest and suggested some
verbal alterations, which I re&dily accepted', The document
was further discussed in the Commission of which Foy
gives the following version:

"...lbenin created a sensation by declaring that prolonged
discussions with me had sade him doubtful adbout his own
theses. Therefore he proposed that both the drafts should
be considered together as the greatest possible approxi-
mation to a theoretically sound and factually valid
approach to the problem”,

Roy, M.N, Memoirs, Allied Publishers, Delht, 1964, p.381,

2, Overstreet, Gane D & Windmillar, Marshall. Comsuniswm in
India, University of California Press, Los Angeles, 1959,
PPo§6-33 .

3. Carr, ¥.,H, The Bolshevik Revolution, Vol,III, Pelican
Books, Macmiilan, 1953, DPP.251=259,
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since the source of both is the same viz. verbatim report

of Second Congress of Comintern (nrussian 1934) and the Memoirs
of M,N., Roy. However, a more reliable account is given by

A, Reznikov,h a8 Soviet scholar who besides studying the above
mnentioned documents consulted original sources 1.e, the
initial text of Roy's theses on which lenin vworked and made
his cuts and first amendments in English and also the minutes
of the Colonial Commission preserved in the Central Party
Archives of the Institute of Marxisw-Leninisws,

Lenin's Theses

Before proceeding with the study of Roy's supplementary
colonial theses, it is desirable to discuss Lenin's theses
on this problem first, The actual text is given in the
Colleoted Works, Vol,31 and reprinted in 'Selections from
V.I. Lenin and J,v. Stalin on National Colonial Question'®
It was bhefore the opening of the Second Congress that Lenin
subuitted‘his '*Preliminary Draft'Theses on the National and
Colonial Questions' and requested comrades to express themselves
on the same. Several delegates sent ip theizcomments and
materials vhich were considered by the author, The colonial

g S G G T WS I W A S

h, His two detailed articles in KOMMUNIST, the theoretical
organ of Communist Party of Soviet Union deal with this,
These articles are 'Lenin on the nationai Liberation
Movement' (No.7, May 1967) and'Lenin's Struggle against
Sectarian Distortions in the National Colonial Question'
(xOOSQ 1968)

Adhikeri, G, HCP!"I, 90157.
S. *Calcutta Book liouse, Calcutta, 1975, pp.56-61.
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comwission of the congresi, which was presided over by Lenin,
carried out a comprehensive collective work. At Lenin'se
request, the Indian communist MN,N, Roy wrote the supplementary
theses, whioh depiet the national liberation movement from the
viewpoint of situation in India and other asiatic nations,

A close analysis of the National and Colonlal Theses by Lenin
would reveal: |
1) That Lenin for the first tiwe pointed out in his Theses
the definition of the contradiction between imperialism and
socialism as the basic contradiction of the nex epoch, The
entire development in the wof!d, said Lenin, 18 now determined
by the struggle of the imperialist states against Soviet Union,
'Unless we bear that in uiud‘, emphasised Lenin,'we shall not
he able to pose 8 single national or ocolonial problem
correctly even 1if {1t concerns a wonst outlying part of the
world, The communist parties in civilised and dackward
countries alike, can pose and solve political problems
correctly only {f they wake this postulate their starting
ﬁoint’.6
11) That he wanted the colonial people not to rely on the
experience of other countries, but, while learning from the
common struggle of the Russian and other peoples, to constantly
eva luate their own experience &nd thus find answers to the

7

peculiar prodblems of their revolution,’ While presenting

6. Mni“, VlI. cw' Vol. 31. ;).2’11

7. Lenin, V,I, The National Liberation Movement in the Gast
thxs Moscox, 1969, P.235. R ’
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his theses to the Second Congress, Lenin/laid down that the
Communist Party 'must base its policy on the national question
too, not on abstract gnd formal principles, but, firstly on &n
oxact apparaisal of the specific historical situation and,
primarily, of economic conditions and secondly on a clear
distinotion between general concept of national interest as a
whole, which implies the interests of the ruling class, Thirdly,
it should be based on an equally clear distinction between the
oppressed, dependent and subject nations and the opprgsainz,
exploiting and sovereign nations in order to counteract the
bourgeois-democratioc lxes!.a Lenin was wmore explicit when

he wrote: 'In this age of 1mper1alism; it is particularly
important for the proletariat and the Communist International
to establish conorete economic facts and to proceed from
concrete realities, not from abstract postulates, in the
solution of all colonial and national que-tions'.g Lenin wanted
the colonial people to be 'fully alive to the singularity

of their position'., He decisively opposed every attempt to
contrapose the national freedom strugygle in the EKast to the
Socialist revolution in the wWest, ile repudiated as unfounded
the asgertion that the fate of the wést depended entirely

on the stage of development and the force of the revolutionary

movement in the eastern countties,

- A —an

8. Lenin, V.I., NLME, p.250.
9. Ibid., p.36&.
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111) That according to Lenin the nature and character of the
national 1liberation movements was bhourgeois-democratic. Leain
wrote in his original theses:

% 11) With regard to more backward states and
nations 1np which feudal or patriarchal and
patriarchalepeasant relations predominate, it
is particularly important to bear in wind:

*firat that all communist parties must assist

the bourgeois-democratic 1liberation movement

in these countries, and that the duty of

rendering the most active assistance rests

p_rimarily with the workers of the country

the backward nation is colonially or

financially depended on..." {(10)

Lenin was quite clear that almost all the national
lideration movements were actaally bourgeois-democratie
movenents in terms of both leadership and programmatic
content, inspite of their customary socialist protestations,
Every 1line of Sun Yat-Sen'’s platform breathes a spirit of
militant and sincere denocracy'§1 Lenin called Sun Yat-Sen
' & revolutionary democtat endowed with the wmobility and the
beroism of a class that is rising, not declining, & class that

12
is not fearful of the future but believes in 1t°',

Lenin also analysed the hiatus betvween the structural mean-
ing and their phenomenal superstructural appearance~- the
distance between the actuality of historical processes and the
fdeological reflections of them in men's wminds. Lenin calls {1t

'subjective socialism' which went along very well with, in facot,
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10. Lenin, V,I. CW, Vol.31, p.149,
i1, Lenin, V,I. NLME, p.57.
12, Ibid., p.58.
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was an ideological reflex of objective capitalism,
'The dialectics of soolal revolution in China reveals
itself precisely in the fact that while sincerely
sympathising with socialism in Borope the Chinese
democrats have transformed it {nto a reactionary
theory, and on the basis of this reactionary theory
of'preventing capitalism' are championing a purely
capitalist, & maximum capitalist agrarian programme',(13)
He also poioted'out that the tendency of these movements in
oreating national states in Asia is in fact helping in the
development of capitalism, Lenia's conclusion was that 'In
Asia and Eanstern Europe, the period of bourgeois-democratioc
revolutions did not begin until 1905'.1h To start with, Lenin
identified the colonial question with the question of sabject
nationalities of Burope., According to Lenin, the bourgeois
national 1liberation movements had a very positive role to play
in Asia; and this for several reasons. The bourgeoisie in
Asia was still young, vigorous, rising and capable of fi;hting
militantly for its own interests and therefore for democratio
demands, Secondly these revolutions had the historic task of
introducing radical agrarian reform {.,e. the necessity of
destroying feudalism in all its forws and wmanifestations.
Thirdly the bourgeoisie were arousing millions of popular
masses to intensd political activity and struggles, and lastly,
most of these movements fight against the wain enemy of the

1%, 1nid., p.60.
1k, Ibid., p.95.



109

people of the world - imperialism, In seeing the positive
aspects of colonial nationalism, lLenin, of course, did not
ignore its class character and went on to say that 'after the
experience hoth of Europe and Asia, whoever now speaks of non-
class poiltios and of non-class socinliswm simply deserves to
be put ip a cage and exhibited alongatde of the Ausirulinn

Kangaroo'.15

Lenin emphasised in hias theses that the policy on
the national question must be hased, among other things, 'on
a clear distinction between the interest of the oppressed
cla:ses, of the toilers and exploited, and the general concept
of national lntéreata as a whole, which implies the interests
of the ruling 01&53'.16
iv) That one of the basic questions dealt with by Lenin was
that of the attitude ® bhe adopted by the communists and the
international communist movements towards the bourgeoisie in

the course 0f the bourgeois democratic national liberation
movement. Tied with this was the preliminary question of
defining the role of the hourgeoisie and the peasantry in

these movements,

The entire concept of the progressive role of the bourgeois
democratic national liberation movementa is linked with Lenin's
theory of development of revolution hy stages, This wmeant
that in a backward capitalist or colonial country the process of

revolution 18 to be clearly demarcated into two states -

(1) the stage of bourgeois democratic or anti-colonial, anti-
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15, Ibid., p.55.
16, Ihid., p.250.
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feudal revolution (11) the stage of socislist revolution.
Lenin opined that the socialist revolution could 'follow on
the heels of the natiopalist revolution depending on the
correlation of political forces on the national 8¢ well as the
international planes'.17 Seen 1in this light, the bourgeois
éemocratic or national revolution may serve as a preliminary
step towards, or a prelude, though an essential one, to the
socialist revolntlou'.xs According to Lenin, the extent of the
time-gap hetween the two stages of the revolution was uot
theoretically determined; it depended on the practice of the
revolutionary classes and parties and on the manner of activity
of the socialist rc;olntionlriel in the first-democratic stage
of the revolution. The baasic gquestions here were: how
thoroughly had the masses been aroused in the struggle for
democratic demands? To wiat extent hid the peasantry been
stirred up? Whether proletarian leadership of the revolutionary
movement hid been Tirmly established or not?19

Lenin held that the colonies and semi-colonies were in
the first, historically progressive phase of capitalism -~
- the period of ascendency of capitalism when 1its struggle against
feudalism and absolutism leads it to ocreate mass national

‘movements drawing in all classes of the population politics,

17. uniu, V.Io Q’ v°1023| P'295-
18. Ibid., p.317.
190 !Jeﬂin, V'olo 9—!' V01.33. 9-520
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particularly the largest section of the population, the
peasantry. In these colonices, on the one hand, capitalism
buoyancy of a class was on the rise and on the other hand, it
%as oppressed hy imperialism, Moreover capitalisms comes into
conflict with imperialiswm in its efforts to oreate &2 nation-
state in which it conld flourish best. 1In several colonisl
countries, the hourgeoisie was also in conflict xith local
fcadal and medieval forces which acted as avbarrier to capi-
talism and with which imperialism was allied., This led the
colonial hourgeoisie to come closer to the people,

Lenoin at the same time also noted the tendency of the
colonial bourgeoisie in particular cases to vascillate and
compromise ¥ith imperialiswm and feudalism, or some of {its
sections to even go over to imperialism and to use nationalist

20 Lenint's view of the colonial

slogans to deceive the workers,
bourgecisie, therefore, stressed {ts vascillating role, with
both positive and negative possibilities rather than put a
one~sided emphasis on its 'ingeneral radical' or 'ingeneral
reacticnary' character. The first emphasis would glorify

the role of the bourgeoisie, make it 'respectadle' and tend to
make the proletariat tail behind {t; while the second would lead
to the total negation of the role of the bourgeoisie in the

colonies, and produce the tendency to follow purely adventurous

tactics in the antional movement., Another important
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constituent of Lenin's approach lay in his seeing the role of
the peasantry as the heart of the bourgeois demooratic revolution
in the colonies and semi~-cclonies. 50 far as the communist work
in the colonies wag concerned, xork among the peasants was to
play an important role. In his Preliminary theses, Lenin
stressed the need to give special support to the peasant movement
and urged the communists to strive to lend the peasant movenment
the wost revolutionary character.21
Lonin firsly held the view that in view of the progresasive
role of the bourgcoisie inm the colonies and semi-colonies and
because their revolutions were yet at the hourgeois-democratio
stage, the communists should support and participate in the
existing bourgeois democratic lidberation movemenis and should
ally, howsoever temporarily, with all bourgeois elements taking
active part in these aovments.z2 In other words, the national
liveration movemwent should be seen as &n anti-imperialist
united front of all those who were willing to fight against
imperialism. ’ _
v) That Lenin was not for unqualified support to thebourgeois
democratic revolutions., e urged the communists to sapport
~only those movements which were 'geouinely revolutionary' and

23
on the other hand urged them to 'combat the reforwmist bourgeoisie’
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21, Lenin, V.7, NLME, p.255.
22. Lenian, V.I, 0l.22, p.151,
23, Lenin’ v.l. s 9-26 . ‘
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He said:
'The Communist International should support bourgeois~
dewocratic national wmovements in colonial and hackward
countries., The Comintern must enter into a temporary
alliance with bourgeois democracy in the colonial and
backward countries, hut should not merge with {t, and
should under all circumstances uphold the independence
of the proletarian moveuent even if it is in 1ts wost
esbryonic foru',(24)
The first touchstone of a genuine revolutionary was its oppo-
stition and struggle against imperialism, The second test of
the revolutionary character of 8 national movement was the
role of the masses and the extent of the mass activity in the
novement, Another condition of support, prescribed by Lenin,
to the national 1ibheration movement wxas in connection with the
role of the people. It must pot oppose the ocommunist effort
of ‘educating and organising the peasantry and the hroad mass

0f the exploited in & revolutionary apirlt'.25

In other words,
the ocommunists were not to appease the colonial hourgeoisie
by keeping the peasant and mass movements under hourgeois
control or within liwits acoeptable to the bourgeoisie. Heuce
a bourgeois demooratic movement should be supported only 1if it
enbled the proletariat and the communists to make preparations
for, to open the way to, the next stage of revolution,
Lenin also pointed out the tasks of the communist
elements in the oppressed countries must be to create revolutionary
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24, Lenin, V.I1. ﬂ. Vol.}l, 1).150.
25. Lenin. V‘I. me’ p0266.
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parties and not just communist parties in name only.

'The Comintern should support bourgeois democratio
movement in colonial and hackward countries only on
condition that in these countries the elements of the
future proletarian parties, wxhioch will be communist
not only in name, shall be brought together and
educated to understand theirspecial tasks viz, to
fight the bourgeois movements within their own
nations'. (26} -

e told the communists of the East: 'You will have to base
yourselves on the hourgeois nationalism which is awakening,
and eust awaken, among those peoples and which has {ts
historical Justitioatlona"27 W

Lenin's Preliminary Theses Opposed

Legin's Preliminary Theses were opposed by some., For
example, Serrati (Italy) and Sultan-Zade (Persia) asserted
that the national movements in which the bourgeoisie partici-
pate are not revolutionary, Serrati optned that the support'
to the national liberation movement led by the national
bourgeoisie can only lead to the weakening of the proletarian
class—-consciouspess, Speaking at the Plepary Seasion of the
Congress, Serrati held that 'in general, no act of the nationeal
liberation carried out by dourgeois democratic groups - even

if the methods of {nsurrection are employed -~ as a revolutionary

act‘.28 He opposed any support to or alliance with bourgeois
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26. Lenin, V,I, Preliwminary Draft Theses on the National +
Colonial Question (Text reprinted in - Selections from Lenin
and Stalin on National & Colonjal Question), Calcutta
Book touse, Calcutta, October 1975, p.60.

27. Lenin, V.I. C¥, Vol.30, p.162,

28, Schram, Stuart R and Encausse, d' Helene Carrere, Marxism
and Asias, Allen Lane The Penguin Press, London, 1949,
Pp.165-66,
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democrats, not even with those 'who are said to be revo-
29

-

lutionary'.”” Similarly Roy (India) expressed the view that in
the colonies and tn the dependent countries, the movement of
the fndigeneous bourgeoisie for,national independence and the
movement of the workers and peoasants against exploitation stood
in sharp contrast to'each other and could not develop together.
Preasenting his case hefore the Comintern on the National and
Colonial gquestion, Roy waintained that the Indian masses 'are
not fired with a national spirit. They are exclusively
interested in prodlems of &n economic and social nature',
Consequéntly, they 'have no interest xhatsoever in bourgeois-
nationalist slogans; onlyvane slogan - *land to the tillérs' -
can interest them', Furthermore, ‘'as fer as the bhroad popular
masses are concerned, the revolutionary movement in India has
nothing in common with the national-lidberation movement'. lence
Roy urged for the deletion of para 11 of the Preliminary Theses
which asked the communists to support the bourgeois democratic

1iberat ion uovenents.’o

Roy maintained that 'in India the
Communist Ioternational should assist the creation and develop-
went of the communist movement alone,‘and the Communiat Party
of India should occupy 1tsclf exclusively with organising the

broad popular masses to fight for their own class 1nt¢r¢ats'.?1f

29, Bipin Chandra, Lenin on Wars of National Liberation, Lenin
Centenary Commemoration Sewinar, Indian Council of worl
Affairs, February 1970, p.38,.

30, Schram, Stuart and d'Encausse, ilelene, op.cit., pp.150=51,

31, Bipin Chandra, op.cit., 9057.
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Roy went on to declare:

‘The elewents exist in India for oreating a powerfaul
Conmunist Party. But as far as the broad popular
masses are concerned, the revolutionary movement in
India has nothing io common with the national
liheration movement'.(32)

Lenin Asks Roy to Draft Supplementary Theses
It i3 well known that Hoy disagreed with Lenin at the

Second Congress of the Comintern. Roy gives the following
account about his differences with benini

'Lenin's Theses on the National + Coionial Question
reiterated the principle of self-determsination. I
disagreed with his view that the nationalist bourgeoisie
played & hiastorically revolutionary role and therefore
should be supported by the communists., The Polish
communists of the Luxemberg school used to remark in
joke that I was a truw communist, while Lenin was

a nationalist’'.(33)

This account not only speaks of Roy's arrogance, but
also his rejection of Leninist poliocy of self-determination,
He has infact distorted Lenin's position. Further Roy was
contraposing the spontaneocusly developing workers' and

peasants' economic struggles to the general national libera- 7

tiop movements,

Though lenin had a full grasp of the problems of the
colonial peoples, yet he wap not willing to - ‘legislate’!
or ‘'decree' for the oolo§1a1 people oOr prepare a blue-print
for them to follow. He know well that he was far awvay from the

seene of the colonial revolutions, and did not have the time

- . -

.32, Chattopadhyay, Gautam. Communiem and Bengal's Freedom
Movement, PPH, Delhi, 1970, p. 32 N
33. Woy, M.N. Memoirs, op. ecit., p. 355,

/
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to study theirproblems in detail. Lenin of course opened

the doors of revolution to the people of the colonies, but he
also taught them that concrete application of his Meas was the
task of the people'actualli engaged in revolution. The people
of each country had to make their revolutions in the parti-
cularity of their own situations. He wanted the colonial
people to avoid copying Nussian tactics and to. 'analyse the
reasons for their peculiar features, the conditions that

gave rise to them, and their results'. In the end he wanted
the colonial pecople to tapply not the letter, but the spirit,
the essence, the letssons of the experience of'1917-é1'.34

When Lenin met the Asian revolutionaries rdr the first time in
the Second Congress of Comintern,before them he was all modesty.
Knowing the utter shallowness of Qheir understanding of

Marxism, yet he treated them and their‘opinions with respect

for they oéme from the colonial lands and were, therefore,

repositories of direct knowledge concerning thou.35

Lenin wasg
extremely patient and he tried every conceivable method to win
over Roy and the other inexperienced comrades of the East to

his point of view, The following desoription of a French
Communist delegate to the Congress, on the one hand substantiates

the ahove point, and on the other hand it brings out the

correctness of Lenin's analysis of the communist movement
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T4, PBipin Chandra, op.cit., p.7.
35. Ihid., p.9.
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in Iondia:
'Patiently Lenin replied to Roy explaining that for
a longer or shorter period of time, the Indian
Communist Party would be a small party with but few
members, having only weak resources, incapable of
react.ing, on the basis of its programmes and by wmeans
of its own activities, a sudbstantial pumber of peasants
and workers. Oo the other hand, on the basis of
demands for national independence, it would become
possible to mobiliso large masges...'(36
This foresieht of Lenin, can, by no way, be diminished by
the subjective and distorted account of #oy: 'Lenin's ansver
to my question appeared to me to be based on ignorance of the
relation of social forces in the colonial country; In our
discussion, he frankly admitted his ignorance of racta...'37
Lenin agreed to make some changes in his own draft., For exawple,
Lenin hent backwards in accommodating M.N., Roy and his ideas
at the Congress, even though in this case his modesty led
him to make & mistake in so far as he did not criticise these
idenc‘plbliely and he let some of them to resain as the

supplementary theses moved dy Roy and accepted by the Congresn.ss

Roy's Supplementary Thoses

Foy paid a tribute *to the kind and tolerant' attitude

of Lenin for asking him to draft the supplementary theses, when

36. Chattopadhyay, Gautam, op.cit., pp.33-4,
37. 7oy, M.N. Memoirs, op.cit., p.379.
38. Bipin Chandra, op.cit., p.9.
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he wrote in the HMemoirs:

It was perhaps the most valuable experience of my life

until then. I had the rare privilege of being treated

as an equal by a great man, who proved his greatness

by doing so., He conld refuse to waste his precious

time in discussing with a young man of no importance,

I vould have no chance to make myself heard in the

Internastional Congress.' (39)
The salient features of Roy's supplementary theses can be
summed up as:
1) without the breaking up of the colonial empire, the
overthrow of the capltalist system in Burope does not appear
possible (Thests No.4). Voy had earlier pointed out that the
'fountain head from which kuropean capitalism draws its main
strength 18 no longer to be found in the industrial countries
of Burope, hut in the colonial possessions and dependencies’
{Thesis %0.2). ilence Roy wanted the Comintern to widen the
sphere of its activities to help revoluttionary forces which
are working for the overthrow of imperialism in the countries
sub jected politically and economically,
ii) The revolutionary movements in the cblonies are essentially
an economic struggle. The hourgeois democratic nationalist
movements are liuited.to the small middle class which does not
reflect the aspirations of tne ma-ses. Without the active
support of the magses, the national freedom of the colonies will
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39. loy, M.N. Memoirs, op.cit., p.380,
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never be attained. But in many countries, especially in
India, the musses are not with the bourgeois nationalist
leaders -- they are moving towards revolution independently
of the bourgeois nationalist movement...It would bhe a mistake
to asshme that the hourgeois nationalist movenent expresses
the sentiwents and asptratibns of the general population...
The masses distrust the political leaders who always lead

them astray and prevent them from revolutionary action

(Thesis No.7).

111 ) The real atrength of the liberation movement in the
colonies is no longer confined to the narrow circle of the
bourgeois democratic nationalists, In mo#t of thé comaunist
parties, iv close relation to the mass movement, The relation
of the Comintern with the revolutionary movement ip the
colonies should be through the wedium of these parties or
groups, because they are the vanguard of the working class in
their respective countries...and reflect the desire of the
masses., (Thesis No.8)

iv) The supposition that, owing to the economic and industrial
backwardness, the peoples in the colonies are bound to go
through the stage of bourgeois democracy is wrong. The events
and gconditions in many of the colonies do not corroborate such
a supposition...It does not necessarily follow that the
leadership of the revolution will have to be surrendered to

the bourgeois democrata (Thesis No.9),
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v)  The dourgeois national demoorats in the colonies strive
for the establishment of a free national state, whereas the
masses of workers and poor peasants are revolting even though
in many cases unconsciously, against the system which permits
such brutal exploitation. Consequently, in the colonies, we
have two contradictory forces; they cannot develop tozether.
To support the colonial bourgeois democratic movements would
amount to helping the growth of the national spirit which
will surely obstruot the awakening of class consecioudness;
whereas to encourage and support the revolutionary mass
action through the medium of a communist party of the prole-
tarians will bring the real revolutionary forces to action which
will not only overthrow the foreign imperialism, but lecad
progressively to the development of the Soviet povwer, thas
preventing the rise of a native oap;talisn in place of the
vanquished forelgn capitalism, to ‘jfurther oppress and exploit
the people (Thesis No.10).

vi) To inftiete at as early a stage as possible the class
struggle in the colonies means to avaken the people to the
danger of a transplanted European capitalisw which, over-
throvn in Europe, may scek refuge in Asia, and to defeat

such an eventunlity before its beginning (Theais No,11),
Theses Adopted By The Coungress

Despite iloy's claim that his original draft with 'some

verbal alterations' was added to Lenin'e Preliminary Draft as
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a corrective, it is well known that Roy's draft was drasti-
cally amended and brought into consonance with the main
general line of Lenin's draft. Toy's viewxpoint that the
Comintern and the Communists should not support the national
lideration movement but should exclusively concentrate thelir
efforts to organise communist parties and to develop
revolutionary workers and peasants movement (see Theses 10
and 11 of Roy's original draft) were fully deleted and were
substituted as follows:

'On the contrary, the proletarian parties must carry

on vigorous and systematio propaganda of the Soviet

idea and organise the peasants' and workers' Soviet's

as soon as possible. These Soviets will work in co=-

operation with the Soviet republics in the advanced

capitalist countries for the ultimate overthrow of

the capitalist order throughout the world' (Thesis 9

of the Adopted Text). .

There were of course, some changes in Lenin's Preliminary
Draft e.g. in Section A of para 11, the term 'bourgeois dewmo-
cratic' was replaced by 'national revolationary', There was
a similar ohange in Section E of para 11, Moreover, o new
scantence was inserted in the Seotion A that the form of
support to national liberation wovenments 'should be discussed
¥ith the Gommunist Party of the particular country, 1fhuch &

ho

party exists', ' Subsequently, there have been intensive

debates on exactly how to interpret this change: whether it was

40. Adbikari, G. ECPI-I, p.203.
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4 were terminologioal change or a more basic analytiocal
shift, The Soviet economist, Yﬁ:gf; writing in the late
sixties thought that it wvas merely & verbal change., It did
not, in any case chiange the formulation, fundamentally it was
pothing wore than 8 terminoclogical manoeavre to get round
Roy's objection., All colonial movements were led by the
bourgeoisie or at least the tuwo wmost important ones of that
period, in China and India.-were., On Varga's interpretation
the two concepts 'nationsal revolutionary'! and 'bourgeois-

dewocratic' were 1nterchangeahle.k1

This change only made
explicit what was implied in Lenin's stand. In presenting the
report of the connission, Lenin made it clear that the purpose
of the change was not to negate his entire understanding of
the bourgeois democratic character of the national liberation
movements or of the policy of supporting them or collaborating

with the-.ll

¢ The change was wade to specify the types of
bourgeois democratic movemeats with whicﬁ the communists could
ally. Lenin wanted to demarcate the reformist and the pro-
imperialist sections and aspects of these movemsnts from the
revolut ionary sections and aspects. He wanted to safeguard the
proletariat, even in the colonies, from the evil consequences

of such vascillations and even betrayals. The threefold tasks
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41, Kaviraj, Sudipta, The Marxist Ar*unent = A Trend Report
in the Survey of Research in Political Science, ICSSR
(to be published).

42, Bipin Chandra, op.cit., p.36.
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of the communists in the colonial and backward liberation wove-
ments viz, (1) that they have to support the national liberation
wovement (11} that they have to fight against the bourgeois ‘
demoorat o (compromising) tendency in the same and (i1i) that
they have to build and strengthen the independent proletarian
movement and base, were thus made wmore explicit through this
change of the term. Lenin himself explained the change of the
term as folloxs: |

*1 should like especially to emphasise the question

of the hourgeois-democratic movement in backward
countries.,. As a result of our discussiony; we have
arrived at the unanimous decision to speak of the
national revolutionary movement rather than of the
bourgeois~democratic movement, It is beyond doubt

that any national wmovement can only be a bourgeois-
democratic, since the overwhelming mass of the
population in the backward countries consist of
peasants who represent bourgeois-capitalist relation~
ships... There has been a certain rapprochement between
the bourgeoisie of the exploiting countries and that
of the colonies, s0 very often, perhaps in wmost cases,
the bourgeoisie of the oppressed countries, while it
does support the national movement, is in full wmeasure
acoord with the imperialist bourgeoisie 1i.e. joins
forces with it against all revolutionary movements

and revolutionary classes..., Hence we decided that

the only correct attitude was to take this distin-
otion into account and, in nearly all cases, substi-
tute the term 'national revolutionary' for the

term 'bourgeois-democratic'., The significance of this
change 1is that we, &8s communists, should and will
support bourgeois~-democratic movements in the colonies
and sewi-colonies when they are genuinely revolutionary
and when, thelr exponents do not hinder our work :
of educating and organising in a revolutionary spirit
the peasantry and the masses of the exploited,.. The
distinction I have referred to has been wade in all
the Theses with the result, T think, that our view

is now formulated much more precisely'.(43)

Ladnde Sl i Ll Bl d B R T 1

"3. hnin,V.I. _c__w. VOI.}’», 9.2'41-2
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Second Congress and National >
Colonial Theses Suowmed uUp

Dr. G. Adhikurthh had drawn the following conclusions

about the controversy between Lenin and Roy on the National +
Colonial Question discussed at'the'Second Congress:

1) That Hoy made a positive contribution when he drew the
attention of the compromising tendency in the bourgeois
democratic liberation movement in the colonies and backward
countries and raised a valid question as to how the Comintern
and the communists were to develop the revolutionary movement
in the colonies. He raised another fundamental question as

to how the people in these colonies were to avoid the
capitalist stage in their march tosards socialism, after
independence. However, Roy's own answer to these questions
given in the original draft contained a dogmatio and

sectarian outlook. .

11) That iloy's claim wade in his Memoirs that his original
draft was accepted by Lenin with only 'verhal alterations' and
adopted by the Congress as a corrective to Lenin's Preliainery
Draft, is fa{se and unjustifiable. What actually happened at
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44, Adhikari, G, HCPI-I, pp.166-7.
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- -

the Congress has bYeen correotly descridbed by A. Reznikov?5

From this it is clear that Roy's original draft was drasti-
cally amended 30 as to eliminate all dogmatic and sectarian
formulations which contradicted with Lenin's Preliminary
NDrart,

111) That the main dogmatie and sectarian formulations of oy . .
contained in his oriéinal draft were: (a) contraposition of
Vthe national liberation movement to the risting revolutionary

workers' and peasants in the colonties; (b) the proposition that

D AR N NS I G A S G DU W Y U S W

45, Under the subheading 'Report of Cowrade Roy (Intia)',
Reznikov quotes the position taken by Hoy regarding
national liberation movement, its opposition and contra=-
diction by Lenin and Comrade Quelch of the British
Communist Party. Reznikov describes that Roy began
with his asseasment of the national lidberation movement
in India',..since the 1880's the nationalist movement in
Tndia has begun to assume more or lessg definite forms
and has found its expression in the National Congress...
In the course of its development the movement...has not
struck & respounse amoug the masses, The masses of India
are not infected by the national spirit... Ever since
British capitalism entrenched itaself in India, 80% of
the country's population who draw their subsistence from
agriculture have lost theirproperty and turned into
agricultural labourers... The industrial proletariat of
India is small bat the trade union movement is swiftly
spreading among these workers,.. India has elements for
the oreation of a strong communist party.' Reznikov
then states that "proceediny from this analysis, Roy
arrived at the conclusion that,..the Comintern should help
solely to creikte and develop the communist movement in
India and the Communist Party of India wust conoern itself
only with organising the broad masses to fight for their
clasa interests...lHe also defended the fdea that the fate
of revolutionary movement in Europe entirely depended on
the course of the revolution in the East,..'

(Footnote continued on next page)
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the Communist International and thc.oonnunist parties should
not sapport the national liberation movement but instead
support the communist parties asd develop the workers' and
peasants' movement; (¢) the proposition tbhat without hreaking
up the colonial empire in the East, the overthrow of capitalism
in Europe 18 not possible, Lenin's amendment of the original
draft of Hoy rejected these sectarian formulations. Lenin
rejected the dichotomy betxeen the national and class
movements of the people in the colonies and made clear hox the
support to the national liberation movement has to be combined
with the fight against the hourgeois democratic compromising
tendency, and to fight for bhutlding an independent class
wovemant 8nd of the communist parties.,

iv) That while Roy raised correctly the question of possibility

(Continued from back page)

Reznikov further states that 'Comrade Quelch of the British
Communist Party replied to Comrade Roy and proved that

the communists wust help any movement against imperialism...
‘Comrade Lenin also challenged Woy's viewpoint. 'In Russia
we supported the liberal liberstion movement during the
attack on tsarism, Communists of India must support the
bourgeois democratio movement without werging with it, Comrade
Roy went too far, alleging that the fate of the ¥West depended
solely on the degree of development and strength of the
revolutionary movement in the eastern landless peasants,
India had 5 million proletarians and 37 willion landless
peasants, Indian communists so far had not succeeded fn
founding & communist party in the country and for this reason
alone the views of Comrade Roy were largely unsubstantiated’®,
Adhikari, G, HCPI-I, pp.161~3,
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for the pecple of the colonies to pass over to socialism,
without going through the atag; of capitalism, after inde-
pendence, his own solution containcd in the original draft was
ap oversimplification viz, sole concentration on the building
of the comrunist party and workers' and peasants' movement to the
exclusion of any support to the national lidberation movement.
Lenipn, in awending Toy's draft, introduced the fruitful ifidea
that the young communist parties must carry on vigorous and
systematie propaganda of the soviet idea, Lenin made cleur
the distinction between reformist and revolutionaiy tendencies
in the national liberation movement and urged to fight against
the former. He also urged the adoption of the Soviet idea

to the specific tendencies in the national democratic revo-
lution in these countries. Lenin also indicated, through his
amendment of Roy's draft, how the revolution can pass over

to socialist revolution avoiding the capitalist stage.

Looking back at the colonial debate in the Second Congress
one, however, may not be 30 sure. Lenin's preliminary theses
were manifestly meant to he tentative. Lenin specifically asked
for more empirical material for the construction of a theoretically
valid and empirically correct colonial thesis for the guidance

46

of the Comintern, Roy's theses were offered, partly in reply

to Lenin's request, though they implied & thoroughly different
strategy for colonial movements based on a radically different
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46. The opening statement of the Preliminary Draft reads:'...I
would request all comrades, especially those who possess
concrete information on any of these very complex problenms,
to let me have their opinions, amendments, addenda and

(Contd. next page)
¥
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understanding of the historical conjecture, the specificity

of the structuring of contradictions in a colonial society.
Roy's original draft implied a total theqretical alternative
to Lenin's theses, not just a 'supplementary' footnote as it was
rather fonocuously ca11e6?7 It distinguished two trends in the
colonial liberation movement-- the ‘reformist' movements under
bourgeoisie leadership, and tﬁe more oonsistent revolutionary
stream under the leadership of the proletariat, expected to

be the hegemonic force in the close future. Roy expected thé
bourgeoisie to betray the national revolution and to go over
to the side of imperialism. For him, 1t wvas a predetermined
certainty, just & matter of time. The economic tnterests of
the exploiting classes«~ of the iwperialist and colonial bour~
geoisie~- were ‘. similar, Roy was to bring out the assumptions
and implications of his theory in a wmore transparent way later,
in the wid twenties. Even the short-term profile of the
colonial revolution seewmed to he in Roy's favour. 1In 1920 the
bourgeoistie was in the colonial movement every where, infact,
(Continued from back page)

concrete remarks i{n the most consise form...'

Selection from V,I.Lenin and J.V.Stalin on Nationals
Colonial Question, Salcutta Book House, Calcutta, 1975y p.56.

47. Kaviraj,Sudipta, The Marxist Argument, op. oit.
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leading it. By 1926, houever, it secmed to be everywhere on
the retreat, preparing for its final betrayal,.

Lenin's correction oo TPoy's draft ware due to his theo-
retical oversimplicity and faetuél'incorrectncsn. But it was,
in a way, a commentary dy Leanin on a particular tendeancy in
communist theory, adopted wholessle by Stalin later on.
Strange enough, even this reversal hy Stalin was done on the ?

plea of deing true to Lenin'd direotion.hs

Again, paradoxi-
cally, the Comiatern took a swing to the variation of ﬁoy's
line of Second Congress, in 1928 at tbe Sixth Congress when
Yoy himself had al!éady abondoned 1t,

Retrospectively, the two theses make 8o interesting
contrast. fost of what Lenin said about colenial revolution
came off, with unforeseen involutions in one case:! China,
foy's theses, on the contrary, proveeding from a more )
dootrinaire fomiliarity with the empirical details of the
Indian wmovement and generalising that into universal 'path’

o? colonial revolutions, did not materialise though the whole

model came very near to coming off in China around 1927.“9

Ultimately, one significant point arose, in the Second
Congress, comsunist appreciation and political policy xas to

fluctuate endleasly on this question for closs to forty years,

- o S gy

48, The 'Theses on the revolutionary movement in the colonies
and semi-colonies'adopted at the Sixth Congress, open with
a formal declaration, nctually quite misleading,of continuity
with theses adopted at the Second Cougress.
Sobolev, AX. and others, OHCI, p.284,
49. Kaviraj, Sudipta, The Marxist Ar ument, op.cit,
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Lenin, 1o the final analysis, bhroadly expected the colonisal

democratic bourgeoisie to lead their national revolutton;50

floy did not.
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50, Lenin's analysis should not, however, be dogmatised to
mean that the proletariat should not have taken over
hegemony 1if epportunity arose,
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CHAPTER II1IX

THE COMINTERN (THIRD INTERNATIONAL)
CONGRESSES AND THE CPI (1920-30)
The Inkugural Congress of the Third International was
held hetween 2 and 6 March 1919, It was attended dy 52
delegates from 35 proletarian organisations from 21 oonptricl.
of Europe, America and Asia, 19 organizations had a vote
and 16 a voice but no vote. The delegates represented the

communist and left socialist partiu.1

It had no represen~
tative either from the emigre Communist Party of India or of
Tndian revolutionaries present at the congress., But the
representatives of the oppressed peoples of Persia, China,
Korea and Turkey participated for the first time as full
delegates at such an international conference. Tha First
Congress remained busy with discussion of the general
problems,

The Second Congress was held between 19 July and
7 August 1920 attended by 217 delegates from 67 organizations
of 37 countries. Communist parties and groups and some
syndicalist organisations were represented in the COn;ronl.2
M.N., Roy and é%lon Roy have heen listed g%,it- stenographie
reports as delegites from the Communist Party of Mexice.,

Abani Mukerji and Acharya attended as delegates, without

decisive vote,from India.
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1. Sobolev, A.I. And others, Outline History of the Communist
International, Progress Pnbfiiherﬂ, Moscow, 1971, p.
2. Tvid., p.76
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The Third Congress opened on 22 June 1921 in Moscow
with delegations from communist parties from 48 countries,
from 28 youth organisations and other proletarian organi-
sations, In all there were 605 delegates fro-'ioj organi-
sations from 52 countries, The Congress lasted till 12 July
1921.3 It {3 not clear from the proceedings of the Congress
whether India was one of the represented countries or not.

Io the book 'Third Congress of the Communist International
Stenographic mapor't:"l there 1s'u statement: 'Indian Cosmunist
group to he invited, without vote'. Acoording to the same
source, at the Congress 1tself there were '/ delegates from
India (Communist Party)' yet in the proceedings only the name
of M.N. Roy appears, The Communist International recognised
the emigre Communist Party formed at Tashkent in October 1920
as the CGinunlst Party of India, M,N, Roy was even elected
to the presidium of the Third Congress of the Communist
International,

The Fourth Congress of the Communist International was
held from 5 November to 5 December 1922, The Coungress was
attended by 58 communist parties and a nuaber of labour
parties and ladbour organisations with a total of 408 delegates

from 66 parties and organisations from 58 countries. The

3' Ihidl’ p.115.
4, Adhikarti, G. Documents of the lifstory of the Comwunist

Part 212India, Voluwe One (1917-22), PPH, New Delhi,
1971 ,!:: P.253,
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.total membership of the cosmunist parties at the time was
estimated at 125%000 of whioh 825000 were in the ranks of
communist parties in the capitalist countries. 17 communist
parties did not give any information about their memdership
oto.5 Ftom the proceedinge of the Congress, one gathers that
four delegates were invited from India but only one came and
he was admitted to the Congress with the right to vote, 1In
the report of the Credentials Committee submitted by Eberleim
to the Fourth Congress 1t is stated:

'The CP of India oannot represent membership since

1ts work is entirely illegal. Four delegites were

invited, one has cowme and has been admitted to the

Congress %xith a right to vote',(6)
It is 1ikely that M.,N. Roy attended the Congress as a member
of the ECCI and 8s & member of its ‘'Eastern Section' and
the ‘one delegate' who was not straight from India was
probably either Santokh Singh or Rattan Singh, who had gone
to Moscow &t the end of 1922 to attend the Fourth Congress,
This secms to be correct since it has also heen mentioned hy
Kaye.! Besides, Dr. B.N. Dutta®also states that both Santokh
Singh and Rattan Singh attended the Fourth Congress and one

of them was a delegate with a right to vote,
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5. Sobolev, A.I. and others, OHCI, p.159

6 Adhikll’i, Go HCPI"I' P 527.

7. xlyz, Cecil, Communism in Indias, 1919-2& Editions India,
1926, p.50.

8. Dutta, B.N. Aprakashit Rajinitik Itihas (Bengali), Calcatta,
1953, pn.SkQ %
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The Fifth Congress of the Comintern took place in Moscow
from 17 June to 8 July 1924, It was attended by 504 delegates
from 49 communist andlworkars' parties, one révolutionary
peoples! party and 10 international organisations, At the time
of Fifth Congress, the communist party had>a membership of
1319000, slightly less than in 1922, This was due to the
defeat of the working class in the battles of 1923, to the
difficult conditions of the underground in which a number of
comsunist parties in capitalist countries were obliged to
xork, and to the defection of unstable elements who joined

the reformiagrg

Ingrecor,lou.ﬂ. Roy was elected to the presidiom of the

Accor.ing to the report published in the

Congress and to the Political and Programme Commission on the
National and Colonial question. He was also one of the
tbre011 comrades frow India who were elected to the Commission
on the National and Colonial question, Froy the Vnnguard12 7
one gathers: 'Invitations have been issued to the nrfilinted'
parties and groups of all countries, The Communist Party of
India is entitled to send delegates'., In & report prepared

by Pyatnitsky on the organisational question of the communist

- -

9. Sobolev, A.1, &and others, OHCI, p. 210, 2

10.Inprecor, Vol.4, No.34, 18 June 1924, - | -

11,The three were M,N, Roy, Clemens Dutt and Mohammad Ali -
these three formed "the foreign buro” of the CPI
desoribed and defined in a later Constitution of the
Party (1927) :

d Adhiktl‘i, G. HCPI"IIQ 9.3“9.

i2.Inprecor, Vol.ﬂ, No. 9, 1«15 April 1924, ’
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parties, éireulatad at the Congress, India was listed bhat
no membership figures were given for her and in the remarks
colusn against India, it was written 'i1legal’. 1

The Sixth Congress of the Communist International took
place from 17 July to 1 September 1928 with 532 delegates
representing 57 communist and workers' parties ind organie-
sations, According to the informétion 0f the Credentials
Committee there were 1799000 communists in the world of whom
1211000 were mewmbhers or candidate members of Communist Party
of Soviet Unfon (Bolshevik). The communist and workers'
pa:rties from all parts of the world were represented at the

Congrcsl.lh According to Pr, G, Adhik&ri‘s

who in turn
depends on varions issues of the Inprecor, six Indian dele-
gates spoke at the Sixth Congress (3 with decistive votes and
3 others) -~ Sikandur Sur (in fact Shavkat Usmani), Raza
(Mohamwad Shafiq), Narayana (5.¥, Tagore), Maheud (Mohammad
All), Clemens Dutt and Luhani, Though the CPI did not send
any official deleguate to the Congress, yot Shankat Usmani
alongwith three other wmuhajir communists left Tndia secretly
and without the knowledge of the narty, Some nf them vere

even admitted to the Congress as delegates from India, The

three delegates with decisive vote at the Sixth Congrans‘-ee-
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to he Shaukat Usmani, Mohammad Shafiq and Luhani while those .
with consultative vote were probably Clemens Dutt, Mohammad
Ali and S.N, Tagore. This was not ap official delegation, as
stated above, and had no mandate from the Party. This became
knovn {in Moscow only after the Congress had ended and Shaukat
Ysmani had left for India, On his return, Usmani admitted his
mistake, surrendered to the Party discipline and begién to work
under the Party. Ilowever, he was later arrested and sentenced
16

heavily in the Morrut Communist Cases.

Roy'’s Evolution in the Comintern

Though ¥ .8, Roy attended the Second Congress of the
Communist International in 1920 as a delegate of the CP of
Mexico, yet he soon came to occupy an ifmportant place in the
communist wovement. Roy wAde his wark at the very first
‘conference he attended in 1920, 'At that COngréss he crossed
swords with Lenin, the acoe.ptod ledder of the world communist
novenent‘.17 Thereafter Roy's rise in the world communist
movement was rapid and dazgling. He was glected a candidate
momber of the Executive Comnmittee of Comintern in 1922 and a
full member in 1924, He took a prominent part in the world
Congresses as well as in the ordinary and plenary meetings
0f the Executive Committee. In June 1923, he hecame a full

member of the Eastern Commission, ie was the min chosen by

16, Ivid., p.A41,

17. Roy, M.,N. Memoirs, Allied Publishers, Delhi, 1964,
p.575 (Concluding remarks by vV.h, Karnik).
G.', Parikh writes in Roy's Mewoirs, 'Roy soon won the
confidence 6nd admiration of Lenin who descridbed him,
"as the symbol of revolution in the East",
Tntroduction by Parikn, p.vi, Roy's Memoirs,
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the Comintern to propagate and guide the communist movewent
in India,

In 1926, H.N. Roy .reached the apogee of his career in
the international communist movement. .It was in February 1926
that he was appointed to the ecditorial staff of the Comintern,
the authoritative multi-language journal which had been published
since the birth of the Comintern. At the time of Sixth
Plenum of ECCY (February-March 1926 ), Roy was elected to
presidian and named chairman of Eastern Co-ulsoion.is e was
‘a momber of the ECCI Orgburea and Socretariat.jg Following the
Seventh FPlenum, he wias elected to membership of the British
anud Agrarian Commwissions and he alongwith Petrov vere'choscn
to scrve as the joint scoretaries of the Chinese Commiasion.
Shortly after Roy joined the political secretariat pr'the ECCI
when 1t was formed by combining the functionsof Orgburo and .
the Secretariat., Thus by 1926, Roy had attained membership
of all the four of the official policy making bodies of the
Comintern - the Presidium, the Political Secretariat, the ECCI,
and the World COngrosses.zo

The Comintern Congresses and National «+
Colonfal Question

The prelisinary discussion at the inaugural session of

the Pirst Congress of the Third International stated: 'A new
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this work - Chapter 1V,
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era had dawned, the era of collapse of capitalism, of its
internal break up., The era of the communist revolution of the

21 The Congress a&dopted two documents. These

proletartat,’
docunents contained the thoses presented dDy Lenin on hourgeois
democracy and dictatorship of theproletariat as vell as the
guidelines of the Communist International outlipning the tasks
of the comsunist parties., Thongh the Congress did not adopt
any document on the nntional + colonial question, yet it
considered the question in detail and even stated in the
gutdelines of the Comintern:

"The Comintern considers it iis obligatory task to

estadblish a permanent and close bond hetween the
struggle of the proletariat in the imperialist
countries and the national liberation movewent of

the oppressed peaples in the colonies and sewicolonies
and to support the struggle of the oppressed peoples
to facilitate the final breakdown of the imperialist
world aystems', (22)

Thus, the main task of the Comintern during 1919-20 which
was also the period of widespread European revolutions, was to
" belp found communist parties in the countries of Rurope, Asia
and America, It was realised thiat im the absence of the
comsunist parties ocutside Soviet Union, based on principles of
Mirxism-Leninism and the correct organisational tenets, it was
difficult to transform imperialism in these countries into
socialiam, filence after the First Congress, the world communist

movement took a big  stride forward, In May 1919 the Bulgarisn
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Tesnyak Party was recognised into a communist party. Batween
1919-20, communist parties were formed in Yugoslavia, U.5.A.,
Mexico, Denmark, Spain, Indonesia, Iran, Great Britain, Turkey,
Uruguary and Australia.23
This was at the Bccond Congress of Comiatern that there
was 3 detailed discussion on ths national-liberation movement
and National + Colonial theses were adopted by the Comintcrn.eh
The theses adopted 8t the Coagress bring out the correlation
of the genexral with the specific, the oational with the inter-
national, These theses advocate a special regord for specifio
local oonditions in each coloniul and backward country and no
blind imitation to the bolshevik tuctios. The oreation and
strengthening of proletdriun purties of 4 new tyée was a key
issue at the Congress. The sum total of ideological, tactical
and oxganisational principles of the - proletariusn parties
of a new type were briefly suamarised in tue Jocusment koown &s
the '21 Conditions of admission to Cosmunist International’,
Some of these were: recognition of the dictatorship of the
proletariat and & consistent, systesatic strugigle to secure 1t}
6 complete break with the reforuiats and centrists und their
expulsion from the party; combining legal aind 1llegal methods
of strng;le; systematic work in the countryside, the army, the
roformist trade unions and bourgeois parliaments. The parties
of the Comintern were to be built on the principle of democratioc
centralisw. All decisions of the Congresses of the Comintern
and its executive were blnding upon all parties aftfiliated
to the Communist International. It was held that 'the butilding
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‘up of the Comintern into an ideologically monolithic organi-
sation was impossible without such a document'.25 TherScﬁond-
Congress cmphasised that the Comnunist Internationnl and its
execative were bound to take into consideration 'the varfety of
conditions under which the dilfereut parties have to work and
struzgle, aud generally binding resolutions should be passed
only on such quections upon which such resolutiocas are poaaible’?s
The Congress 8lso resolved to verk fur the emancipation of the
workesrs, not as & local or national but as an international
problem., lience efforts were wade at the Congress to bring a
closer ailiance between the workiog class and the peaaantiy.
The Third Congress took place at & time when the inter-
national conjuncture was chqractorised‘by the fact that the
situation in the capitalist countries remsajined objectively
revolutionaxy but 'the open revolutivniry struggie of the
proletariat for power is at the present moment slackening apnd

showing down in many nouutrlea'.27

The Congress was weeting
against the btackground of the victory of the counter-revolution
in Mungary (1919), of the failure of the 'March Action' inm
Germany and the subsequent puttiag forward by the United German
Communist Party of 1is famous 'Upen Letter' calling upon the
Soclalovémearatio Party to join 1o an effort to build a broad
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united front of the working class to fight for the urgent
demands of the workers and toiling people, |

At the Third Congress, Lenin directed the preparations
for and the activities of the Congress. He was elected its
Honorary Chairuman, took part in drafting all the key reso=
lutions, spoke in defence of the Cowintern's tactics, and on

28

the Italian guestion, The theses of the Cougress stated:

'The chief task of the communist party i{in the present
erisias is to direet the defensive struzgles of the
proletariat to broaden and deepen them, to link them
together and, ia harmomy with the march of eveants,to

transform them into decisive political struggles for
the finnl goal', (29)

At the Congress, Lenin emphasised the neod to study the con-
crete developments of the class struggles in the capitalist
countries when the working class was already organised in mass
trade unfons, ¥e called for putting an end to the 'left!
fl1lusions that the original stormy tempo of the world revo-
lutfon ccontinues uninterrupted and thet the victory of the
revolution depends exclusively on the will of the coununtit
parties and their acti{vities, "It the Congress is not going to
wage a vigornus offensive against such errors, againsf such
leftist stupiditiesn, the whole movement {s dcomed, This is my
deep omnviotion”.’o The Congress called upon the communists to
inorease their influence in the trade unions, to bring pressure
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on parties which base themsclves on the working class massen,
and to strive to unfold the Jjoint struggle for the immediate
demands of the working class,

The moat important work bhefore the Third Congress related
to the tactice and organisations of the communist movement,
The Third Congress stressed the need for unity of communist
parties and party discipline; decisions colleotivcly made and
adopted by the Comintern were binding upon all parties who
belong to 1t. The tactics recommended by Lenin for adoption
in Burope were: 'We must win the majority of the working class
in Europe where almost all the proletarians are organised,
Anyone xho fails to understand this 1s lost to the communiast
govement'. > The Third Congress defined the following tasks
of the communist parties:

"ees tOo win predominating influence over the majority

of the vorking class, and to bring its decisive strata

into the straggle,..participation in the struggle of

the workinz =znssesg, the direction nf this struzgle 1{in
comeunist spirit and the creation in the course of this
struggle of experienced, large, revolutionary mass

communist parties’. (32;

The Congrass rejected the theoxry of going over to the offensive
and emphasised that the impatient and politically inexperienced
revolutionary elements should not be encouraged to resort to
the most extreme wmethods, This, the Congress felt, contained
elewments of the most dangerous adventurism and might, if
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esployed, frustrate for a long time the genuinely revolutionary
preparation of the proletariat for the seizure of the power.35
The Congress thus led the communist parties to lay the foundation
stone of & new stuge in the international comsunist movement --
the stage of the struggle to create a proletarian united froat.
The communist parties were asked to win over the proletariat,
sewiproletarian and petty-bourgeois sections of the people,
smull peasantry and other sections of petty-bourgeoisie to
build a8 broad general democratic front against the offensive of
capitnltsu.’ﬁ
The question of the nationsal liberation struggle of
countries oppressed and enslaved by fuwperialism was not speci-
fically placed on the agenda of the Congress., Roy, therefore,
made a short protest against the soninclusion of the eastern
question in the agenda of the Congress and called apon the
Congress to entrust the gquestion once again to & properly
constituted commission to consider it with all the seriousness -

35

it deserved, The natiookl liberation movement was, however,

discussed as a part of the world situationm and the relevant
passige on the national liberation movement and on the situation
in Indfa and China read:

“The vigorous development of capitalism in the East,
particularly in India and China, has created new
social bases there for the revolutionary struggle.

The bourgeoisic in these countries having tightened
fts bond with foreign capital has become an important
iostrument of imperialist rule. Its struggle against
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foreign fmperialfism is essentially half-hearted and

feeble, The growth of the indigenous proletariat

paralyses the national revolutionary tendencies of

the capitalist bourgeoisie, but at the same time the

vast peasant masses 8re finding revolutionary leadexs

in the person of the conscious communist vanguard...

The popular revolutionary movement in India and in -

other colonies has now hecome an integral part of the

¥orld revolution as the uprising of the proletariat

in the capitalist countries of the 0ld and New World”.(%6)
Ra jnt Palme Dutt, about the first three world Congresses of
Comintern, obsyérves that they woere 'decisive formative
Congresses for the formation of foundations of communist
programme, poliocy and tactics, and the initial shaping and
development of the newly found communist parties on this
ba513'037

The Fourth Congress of the Comintern adopted 'Theses on
the Eastern Question'. These theses asked the young comsunist
parties and groups fighting in the ranks of national liberation
movement in the backward countries to come forward as active
builders of broad mnited anti-imperialist front. The Congress
met against the background of 'decliving tempo of the revo-
lutionary upsurge of the working class in Europe and of the rise
of fasciswm in Italy on the one hand and still continuing tempo
of the national liberation struggles of the oppressed peocples

38

and nations of Asia and Africa against imperialismo on the other.,'
During the period of the Third and Fourth Coungresses, some

West European communist parties had underestimated the importance
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of & united proletarian front, During this period, it hecame
necessary to defend democracy and the rights of the working
class against the attempts of Mussolini's fascist moveuwent in
1taly, to seize state power with the support of the bourgeoisie
and the landlords. Though the young comsunist party in Italy
had fought aotively againat.rascisn yet it was unable to

prevent Mussolini and his fasciat regime from coming to power
in October 1922,

The taotiénl slogans, th@refure, emerging from the
deliberations of the Fourth Congress were -~ firstly, the united
working class front against capitalist offensive and against
the rise 67 fascism, and the slogan of a workers! government
for the countries of Europe and Amerioa, and secondly the anti-
imperialist united front and the fight for national independence
for the freedom wmovement of the peoples of the oppressed
countries of Asia abd Africa, 1ts programme stood for winning
an independent republie, abolishing all feudal rights and
privileges, introducing an agrarian reform and progressive
ladour legialation and democratising the volitical system etc.
i.e. carrying out an anti-imperialist, anti-feudal and demo-
cratic revolution.39 These tactics provided general guidelines
to the rising communist and wilitent working class movements
ia Earope and to the growing national independence movement

in the dependent countries of Asia and Africa, The two

39. Sobolev,A.Y, and others, OICI, p.170
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aspects of these tactios are, however, inseperabdbly linked
together,

One notices an obhvious shift 1o the policy and programme
of the Comintera in the Fourth Congress from its stand in the
Second Congress. In the Fourth Congress, it was thought that
the national bourgeocisie was a vacillating ally since 1t had
not yet acquired the confidence of heing able to take the place
of foreign imperislist and to preserve law and order and
in the country in case th€ imperialism is overthrown. The
national bourgeoisie hes become compromising with foreign
imperialist for fear of a period pf aparchy, chaos and dis-
turbance, of c¢ivil war not oconducive to the promotion of their
class interest, in case the imperialist rule comes to an end

40 e

due to the development of revolutionary upheaval,
Congress, thersfore, stressed that the labour movement in the
colonies and sewi-colonial countries must first of all secure
for itself the position of an independent factor in the common
anti-imperialist front. 0n1§ on the basis of recognition of
this independence and maintenance of complete independence, a
temporary agreement with bourgeois democracy is permissidble

and uecelsary.kl It was considered necessary by the Congress

to develop broad peasant wazses in the revolutionary wmovements
in the colonies to make them & success, The agrarian programme

put forward by the communist in the countries of the East called
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-~

for the complete ibolition of feudnlism and 1its unrvivalu.~2

The Comintern resolution adopted at the Fourth Congress though

supported all national revolutionary movements agaiost imperialism

yet 1t advocated unreserved hreak with all reformists and
compromising tendencies, to lead the oppressed masses to victory
The Congress resolved that the communist parties in the East
‘which are still in.a more or less embryonic stage, must take
part in every movement that gives them Access to the masses;
that the workiog class of the colonies and semi-colonies can
assume the role of revolutionary lesiders only by way of

struggle against imperialism and that the ecomomic and political
organisation of the working olass increases the revolutionary
scope of this ctrngglo'.&h The Congress made 1t clear that

an important task of the communist parties in the backward
countries was to make use of the progressive tendencies among
the national bourgeoisie of these countries in the interest of
fighting iwperialism and feudalism. Hence, the Congress
recosmended that the nationalist revolutionary movement in the
backward countries must free themselves economically and
politically from imperialism hefore they can progress further
and that these movements would not bs a success if they

remain under the leadership of the bonrgcuoie.“s The Congress

opined that the comsunist parties in backward countries though
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are nothing more than nuclei for the present, are destined
to play a big role and shall assume the leaderaship of the

national liberation movements when the hourgeoisie deserts and

betrays these ntrugales.&ﬁ

In the course of discussion on the Eastern and Colontal
Question, Radek, referring to the awakening of the working
class in the Eanst said:

'The Indian party hes already performed excellent
spiritual (ideological?) work. All legal possi-
bilities must be utilised in India, Here the path
will also be long and diffioult, The main vwatch~
words for the orient ares Pirst the winning over
of the working masses, then of the peasants and
artisans, The cosmunjist parties in the East must
become real parties of the peoplet. (47)

Outlining the general tasks of the Communist parties in the
Elut; the theses on the Eastern Question remarked: |

'"The communist and working class parties in the colonies
and semi-colonies countries are confronted hy a

twofold task: on the one hand to fight for the most
radical solutions of the problems of the bourgeois
democratic revolutions directed to the conquest of
pelitical independence and on the other to organise

the vorkers and peasants to fight for their special
olass interests and to take advantage of the

antagonism existi in the vationalist bourgeois
democratioc cn-p'.n?ka)

The Pifth Congress outlined the basic xims of the communist
movement as the organisation of the proletarian ranks and thetr

communist vangoirds. The Congress condemned the Right -~ wingers
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who believed that the communist parties were in & position

to lead the workers into battle any moment though they have
not become mass parties, On the other hand/iho Congress also
firmly repudiated the views of the nltra~-left who waintained
that the 1idea of the united front was iullaciouﬂ.kg The
basic conditions and prerequisites for transforming the
communist parties into mass organisations held by the Congress
were; a reorganisation that Qould make the party cells at the

factories the foundation of the party; proper communist work
50
within the trade unions, a8 correct policy towards the peasantry.

The basic fTeatures of a truly Marxisteleninist party were
defined as follows at the Congreas:

'The party must be really a8 wass party maintaining
the closest and unseverable ties with the mass of
the workers Bboth in legal afdd 1llegal conditions
and serve as the expression of their needs and
aspirations, The Party must follow a flexible tactic
free from dogmatism or sectarianism, it must be able
to draw on all strategic reserves to fight the class
ensmy. It must essentially bhe & revolutionary,
Marxist Party, undeviatingly and under all circum-
atances working towards its main goal, that of
bringing nearer the viotory of the proletariat over
the bhourgeoisie. It must de & centralised party
%ith a stricet discipline that is not merely
mechanical but expresses the unity of party will

and party aotion', (51)

The Pifth Congress also took important decisions to secure
the unity of the trade-union movewent, Lozovsky's report on
this question said that 'without winning the trade unions 1t

is impossible to win thef.nassea'.s2 A resolution adopted
49, Sobolev, A,I, and others, HHCI, p.212,

50, Ivid., p.215.

51, Ibid., p.216,

52, Inid., p.221,



151

at the Congress stressed need for fighting for unity with the
trade unions since it was considered thatsthe trade union
movement 158 the hest means and method of winning the masses',53)
The report on the national and colonial question discussed
at the Fifth Congress was prepared by Manufilsky. It was stated
in the report that in order to win over the people of the
colontal and semicolonial countries there must be a 'further
development of the direct contact of the execative (BCCI)
with the nattonal movement for enancipation'.54 Roy moved &n
amendment to this stating that while generally keeping in
touch with the national-l{beration wmovement as a whole, direct
contact must be maintained with 'the revolutionary element of
the same', The amendment wae rejected inm the Congress since
it was pot in lipe with Lenin's theses adopted at the Second
Congress which had stated: 'All communist parties must support
by action the revolutionary liheration movements in those
countries, The form which this support should take should bde
discussed with the communist party of the country in question,
1if there is one', In the course of his speech on the national
and colonial question, Roy did not agree with the tdes of
according overall support to the national-liberation movement
without reservations. lHe argued: ',..2 movement which might

have had a revolutionary significance in 1920 is not in the
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same position in'192k. The classes which might have been
allies of the revolutionary proletariat in 1920 will not be
allies in 1924, Here is the danger of rigid formuls...ve must

rectify this fundamental error'.55

The essence of Roy's
argument is thet once again in 1924 he has reverted guite
strangely to his position of 1920 adopted at the 3Second
Congress and 1is contraposiné the national liberation movement
to the rising revolutionary workers' and peasants movements
in the colonies, He has guite conveniently forgotten that
even the Fourth Congress, which'adopted a detailed theses
on the question in the 1light of actual expericnce of the
national-liberation movement in the esastern countries, had
clearly repudiated this contraposition aﬁd worked out the
tactic of united anti-imperialist front. Roy, it seems,
has deliberately forgotten what he himself stated in his
report on the Bastern Question &t the Fourth Congress:

‘This leads us to the guestion of the united

anti-imperialist front, Side by side with

the united labour front in the western countries

we must organise the united anti-imperfalist
front in the colonial and semi-colonial countries®'. ()6)

47 Tbe'Cg}ggigl Theses adopted at the Fourth Congress had stated
that the ahove tactic had enabled the revolutionary elements
particularly the communists to counteract the vacillating and

compromising policies of the national bourgeois leadership

- -l e -
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and to develop the independent organisational strength and

striking power of the workers' and peasants' movement, %oy,

strange enough, once again reverted to the dichotomy and to

the contraposition noted above, in the course of his speech

at the Fifth Congress when he safid: 'The direot contact of the

Conmintern must he with the social class which is most revo-

lutionary, and the separate conditions of each country must

be analysed from this point of vlew'.57 This was, however,

not a3 correct position and was therefore chided hy Ménuilsky

at the congress='
'In regard to the colonial duestion Roy reflects the
nibilism of Hosa Luxemburg. The truth is that a just
proportion should bde looked for detween the social
movewent and national movexent, <Can the right of
self-determination be in contradiction to the interest
of revolution? Had Roy put the question in this manner,
one could discuss with hism', (58)

It wmay also be noted that the Comintern had always been in the

spirit of Lenin, viz. to support the national-liberation

movement 83 & whole in as much as {t acts and struggles against

foreign imperialist rule but at the same time striving to

keep direct contact with the revolutionary elements in the task

of building the broad united anti-imperialist front Qnauring

final vietory. Despite Roy's wrong formulation, it may be

pointed out the communist policy is based on a co-ordination

of the two movements viz. the national liberation movement and
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aovement for’aocio-economie changes, which Roy was proposing
in his gspeech at the ¥Fifth Congress., It is only when the
working class is 1in close allianoé with the vast mass of
pedsantry that the revolutionary democrats come forward to
wake the greatest sacrifice in the national 1liberation movement
while sfmultanecusly fighting for theirbwm dewands and for
those of their allies, It can then become & dominant force
in the struggle and de able, after political independence is
achieved, to ensure that further development towards econonic
independence does not take place along capitalist lines but
along new democratic lines so that the growing over of the
bourgeois-democratic revolution into a socialist revolution
is rendered posaible,

The periocd between the Fifth and Sixth Congress of the
Comintern (1924-28) was & period of partial stabilisation of
capitalisw and the development of socialism, The dominant
conditions have been sumwed up by R.,P, Dutt: 'The uneven
development of the world socialist revolution, with zigzags,
with ups and downs, with variations 1o the tempo and in the
conditions in different countries, hrings corresponding

problems for the international working class uovoncnt.‘sg
This bas been due to the faot that the United States had
ewerged from the war 3..reditor nation...of a new type. Unlike
the United Kinydom, the United States combined its new
creditor position with a large surplus of exports., The
ihpoverishcd world after the war was in debt to the wealthy

American capitalism, and at the same time America was pouring
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out a surplus of goode on the world which increased the debt...
From the second half of 1924 loans and credits, governmental
and 1nduatr1a1,inulud¢n?'the Daves Loan was in full swing.

In the first half of 1924 the net gold import into Amecrica was
450 million dollars; in the second halt there was & net ¢gold
export of 170 willion dollars., The dollar exchange began to
climdb down closer to sterling. The restoration of the gold

standard followed 1u Britain in 1925.60

At about the same time,
on the insistence of the ruling circles of the United States
and Britain, who were fnterested in creating an anti-Soviet
fdtoe in the centre of Europe, the Dawes Plan was adopted
under whiich reparation payments by GCermany were considerably
reduced, On the contrary, Germany received Aéxlo-A-erican
1oans to restore her military economic potential. The Daves
Flan, which temporarily softened the antagonisms hetween Germany
and the victor: ocountries, was designed also to turn the
Soviet Unjion into a warket for Germany's industrial goods and
vreck the Soviet Union's plans of indnutrtelisltion.61
This partial stabilization of capitaliss helped to restore
partially boargeois influence over the working class ideologi-
cally and politically. filowever, the stabilisation was not

durable since it was taking place under the conditions of general

crisis of capitalism, the chief index of which was the victory

60. Dutt, Rajni Palme, World Politics, Adher Prakashan,
Patna, p.76.
61, Sobolev, A.I. and others, OHCI, p,206,
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of October Revolution, the cleavage of the world into two
systems and the narrowing spheres of imperialism., The

fluidity of stabilisation wias due 4180 to the growing unevenness
of development of the different countries, which inevitadbly

led to a further aggravation of interimperialist antagonisss,
The economic power of the United States, Japan and Germany

was increasing while Britain's share in the world economy
declined and France was practically at standstill. New intri-
cate knots of interimperialist contradictions were rox-ed.éz
Class struggle taking place in these conditions was often
bitter. 1In Italy there was an anti-fascist strike in July 1924
in which nearly half a million people were involved, the mass
demonstrations and strikes took place in France in Octoher 1925,
in Britain there was a general strike in May 1926, there were
barriocades in the streets of Vienna 1in July 1927, there were
working class wovements in Germany, Czechslovakia and other
Earopean countries., The colonial wo&ld was also in ferwent
awakened by the October Revolution of 1917 and embarked om &
determined struggle ofor national liberation. There were anti-
imperialist uprisings in Syria, Morocco and Indonesia, The
years 1925-27 saw revolutionary wmovement in Chima advancing new
heights, the people of Latin America also rebelled against the

US and British i{mperialism, All these movements, beth in the

62. Ibido’ 9.207.
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European and the colonial world, were directed against
capitalist stabilisation which was hence iaevitaﬁly bound to
be nou~endurtng.63
The Sixth Congress of the Comintern had met at & time
when the comaunist ﬁoveaent in Chipna had recently suffered a
sethack and 1t naturally forced the colonial gquestion into the
notice of the Communist International, At the Congress the
national and colonial question was taken up for general dis-
cassion pértioularly in viex of Trotsky's eriticism of the
Comintern understanding particularly tn dealing with the Chinese
revolution, Thoughit may look paradoxical. yct the faot
reméins that the Sixth Congress formally stuck to Lenin's
terminology and held: 'The Sixth Congress of the Communist
International declares that the theses of the National and
Colonial Questions drawn by Lenin and adopted at the Second
Congress are still valid and should serve as a guiding line for
the further work of the communist partlcs'ﬁhnnd yet the Sixth
Congress theses fmplied that the conditions had sufficiently
altered to make a 180° turn from Leunin's position of the Second
Congress, These changed conditions, as summed up in a CPI

publioationés

point out that the whole perspective of develop-
ment of the colonial peoples isbhounded by a nex framework

in the epoch of iwmperialism, of wars, and of revolution, an

63, Ibvid., p.207.

6%, Ibiad,, p.284,

65. * Comintern and National + Colonial Question,
CPT Publication, New Delhi, P.59.
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epoch in which ishborn the proletarian dietatorship. Since
the analysis of the contemporary world eoconomy does not lead
to the perspective of & new prolonged period of flourishing
capitalism, but on the conttpry to the 1nsv1tability 0of the
ovgrthrow of the capitalism, there is aprocess of diointegratiou

'of the capitalist path which is giving place to the
prolatariin dictatorship. Thus the poszibility of pgrowing
over of thé bourgeois=-democratic revolution in the leading
colonies 1nto ghe proletarian socialist revolation,xith the
_aid of the victorious proletarian dictatorship inAthe other
countries, 1s emerging,

Though the Sixth Congress formally repeated the term
3nationa1 revolutionary' yet the concept was almost entirely
altered. The class forces which were taken to make this
revolution vwere radically realigned. While Lenin had thought
of the proletariat, the peasantry, the petty-bourgeoisie and.
even a section of the national bourgeoisie to be a part of
movement, the Sixth Congress considered only the proletariat
and the peasantry worthy of the task. Even the petty-hourgeoisie
waés dropped &8s hopeless, Naturally, this altered perupeétivc
of the revolution included the hagemony of the communist party
as a political precondition of the national revolution. In
Otto V. Kuusinen's report on revolutionary movement in the
colonies, it was deplored that in most colonies and seuwi~

colonies including the important ones, there were yet no real
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*

comsunist parties., Kuusinen held that the foremost task of
the Communist International in dependent areas was the fore
mation of the communist parties, He d;d not agree with those
who considered the peasant and lahour parties as a substitate
for real communist parties, JHe opined that these multi-

class parties with their large petty-bourgeois component
actually serve &s & barrier rather than as a ckamel of
communications between the communiste and the downtrodden classes.
The Sixth Congress no longer oconsidered the revolutionary
credentials of the bourgeoisie seriocusly., The Congress theses
noted that the hegemony of the proletariat in the nationoale

revolutionary movement finally impelled the native hourgeoisie

into the ocamp of reaetlon.66 Analysing the role of hourgeofsie

in the national li{beration movement in the colonics, the
Theses held:

'The national bhourgeoisie in these colonial countries
does not adopt & uniform attitude in relation to
imperialism, A part of such hourgeoisie, more es-
pecially the trading bourgeoisie, directly serves
the interests of imperialist capital., 1In general,
it more or less, consistently defends the anti-
national imperialist point of view directed against
the whole nationalist movement, in common with the
feudal allies of {mperialism and wmore highly-paid
native officials. The rewaining portions of the
native bdourgeoisie, especially the portion ref-
lecting the interests of native industry, support
the national movement and represent a special
vacillating compromising tendency which may be
designated as national reformism,.,'(67)

This apalysis ial in the wake of the Chinese question which
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figuged in the theses in a big way and because 811 colonies
were actually being translated into the language of the
Chinese politics, ULater om, the agrarian revolution in China,
observed the Theses, forced the petty~hourgeoisie into
reactionary 1016.68 All these were welcomed as positive
developments, since the hourgeosie was trying to contain the
revolutionary novement.69
The Sixth Congress Theses expecoted Chinese event to be
repested everywhere particularly in India, The Theses, more
detailed than the 1920 Theses, contained a section
specifically on India. The analysis of these Theses corres- |
ponded to what Roy had argued in 1920 against Lenin and ;)
ironicially the analysis was made only a few months after
noy's expulsion from the Cowintern. The theses pointed out
that the first great antt-luperialiit movement in India
(Non-cooperation Movement) ended in the betrayal of the cause
of national revolution by the indian dourgeoisie, wainly due
to the terror caused in {ts mind owing to rising wave of
peasant insurrections and workers' wovement against native
employers, The theses saw ‘the collapse of the nationale-
revolutionary movement and gradual decline of bourgeois
nationaliss'’® and held that 'the real threat to British

domination comes, not from the hourgeois camp, but from the

groving wass movement of the Indian workers' and in the
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maturing of apn agrarian revolution, a forciog of Indian
reality into the Chinese pattern: & literal Chinese trans-
lation of Indian politics.
The Sixth Congress Theses were not without their failings.
The analysis given in the theses was wmore of an inposttionyor
& preconceived plan, a reading of the inevitable line of history
of all colonies in the frustrations and possibilities of the
Chinese revolution, a strangely unilinear tiheory of the future.
It overlooked, in—the process, the basic reality of the
indian movement, The national movement was far frow finished
and presented & much mrre complex picture here in terms
of the class-patterns of leaders and the led. The wovement
was, no doudt, A mass wmovement whioh was under the leadership
of the bourgeoisie and the masses provided the ordinary cadre.
It was potently unreasonable, in the Indian case, to think
of a texthook division detween the bourgeois movement and
the mass movement, 'Actually the bourgeois movement had a
mass following; the wass wmovement had & hourgeois leadership.
It was one wmovement, not two.72
The m2in nrguneni of 1928 theses was full of theoretical
paradoxes, The theses recognised the lox level of development
of productive forces, with -troni precapitalist and feudal

survivals, The stage of the revolution had a curious definition:
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'We have to deal with the hourgeois-democratic revolution

i.e. of the stage signifying the preparation of the pre-
requisites for proletarian dictatorship and socialist revo-
lution'73- & telescoping that was possible only if the colonial
revolution was in exact terms a repeat performance of the -
Soviet revolution. The content of such bourgeois-democratic ?
make an interesting reuding: 'emancipation of the couantry from
the yoke of imperialism; overthrowing the power of the
exploiting classes at the back of which imperialisw stands}
establishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat and the
peasantry (presulaﬁly even inside that)'consolidation of the
hegemony of the prolotariﬂt);74 natiooalisation of the land
(not, remarkably land to the tiller); widespread trade

anion activity; securing equal fights for nationalists, sexes.
otc.'75 The theses anticipated that 'part of these tasks

would be carried into effect only by the socialist revolutiont,
S0 the theses provide for a sort of siwplifying miracle -

first Indianp revolution to be collapsed into Chinese revo=-
lution, T:ie line of argument, iwmplicitly denied Lenin's basic
theory of & differentiation of levels leading to differentiated

models of political action for social changc.76
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An Appraisal of ‘Decolonisation' Theory

The term 'decolonisation' for the first time appeared
officially in a document prepared by M.N, Roy in April 1928,
for the Sixth World Congress. Roy, dn his retura to China,
was asked to draft a resolution on the Indian gquestion for
discussion 8t the Sixth Congress of Comintern and the term
tdecolonisation’ appear§d Tfor the first time in his draft
resolution, Section I, entitled 'The Position of Imperialism
and the Characteristic of Indian Economy'.77 The relevant
passage reads:

'eeoImperialism must proceed cautiously in this new
path which is as likely to lead ocut of the postwar
crisis as to destruction, The {mplication of this
new policy is a gradual 'decolonisation' of India
which will be allowed to evoive out of the state of
'dependency' to 'dominion status',..India 1is in the
process of 'decolonisation' in so far as the policy
forced upon British imperialism by the postwar
orisis of capitalism abolishes the o0ld antiquated
forms and methods of colonial exploitation in favour
of new forms &nd nex methods',.(78)

It has been a popular opinion so far that Roy was the
only person who held the above view, that it was he who
originated the theory. This has, hoxever, been contradicted
by some, wainly G. Adhikari, who quotes the contemporary
writings and speeches of communists to disapprove the popular
belief, Dr. Adhikari opines that the idea of 'decolonisation’
was first put in modified form by Stalinm who stated that a
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77. Adhikari, G, The Question of Industrialisation and the Role
of the National Bourgeoisie in the Independence Struggle at
the Sixth worid Congress of the Comintern (1928), Marxist
Mﬁlcclllng, PP, New Delbi, December 1975, p.23%.

78, .ﬁbi ey Pe2h, :




164

section of the Indisn natiopal bourgeoisic has already cowe

to an understanding with imperialism, This 1is in the ger--ror-i 5

the theory of 'dgcolonisatian' which Roy as well a4s some other

1international marxists including R.P, Dutt were putting forward

in varied !orns.79 | ‘
Expléiniug the policy of gradual 'decolonisation' of India

by the British, floy said that 'the Indian bourgeoisie, instead

of being kept down as a political rival will he granted

partnership in tbe‘ecbnouic development of the country under

the hegemony of imperialisnm, From a backward agricultural

colonial possession India will become &8 modern industrial

country - a member of the Dritish coswmonwealth of free nations??

Two implications follow from Roy's above explanation, firstly

the unavoidable process of graodual 'decolonisation' has in it

the germs of destruction of the empire,®! ana secondly tnis

industrialisation will satisfy the ambitions of national

bourgeoisie bocause they will become joint partners in

exploitation and thus & compromise between imperialism and

nationalism will be sealed and the fight for complete independence

and democratic freedom will have to bhe waged by the rewmaining

classes led by the working oluss.az Thus what Roy and others

savw in the imperialists wove and concession tofards a measare

of {ndustrialisation was 'its strategem to win the national

bourgeoisie as 8 juniom partner in the exploitation of Indian
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masses, under dominion status, and thas suppress the rising

revolutionary struggle of the workers, peasants and revolutionary

democorats for complete 1ndepandenoe‘85
This theory of 'decolonisation' which was later to be

84

considered an anathema® ' cawe in for sharp criticism in

Kuusinen's raport85

at the Sixth Congress of Comintern, Ih his
report Kﬁusiuen admltted the industrial development of India
having tuken plaée in last 20 years but oriticised those |
(mﬂinl& Roy, R,.P, Dutt and Hathbone)ss who in 1t sax the
prospect of a 'decolonisation' of India by British imperialism,
Kuusinen called 'decolonisation'! a dangerous tor-.87 Kuusinen
was quite gqaick to point out that this alleged'industrial
policy' of the British naiunot in fact conoluded the conflioct
between the Indian people and British imperialism, but these
concessions of 'industrialisation'! were designed to win over
the nntionni bourgeoisie to the counter~revolutionary cawmp
sooner or later., Hence the real qnestion at the Sixth Congress
was not of colonisation of 'decolonisation' bhut whether or not

a certain measure of industrialisation vas taking place in

India under the aegis of British imperialism and as ajonsequence
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a certain rapprochement between the Indian hourgeoisie and

8

British imperinlism was taking place or not? 8 The 'Theses

on the revolutionary movements in colonies and semi-colonies'

adopted at the Sfixth Congress brought an end to the discussion.

\

The salient features of these Theses can de sumsed up as
follows: _
(a) That there has been industrialisation of India, in a

direotion which strengthens the dependence of colonial economy

on the finance capital of iomperialist eountry.89

{b) That the contradiction of interests betxeen the national
bourgeoistie of the colonial country and imperialism is

objectively of a radical nature. In this respect imperialism

demands capitalation on the part of the national b0argeoinie.9o

(c}) That there exists oppositionism betxeen imperialism and
the national bourgeoisie, though without deep foundation.
It way, however, under certain conditions indirectly serve as

the cause of the unleashing of even greater revolutionary

massy nction.91

(d) Though R,P. Dutt has been named in Kuusinen's report,
baving been associated with the 'decolonisation' theory, yet

li
his own explapation does not confirm it. 1In a private letter

in June 1970 to Mohit Sen =

Dutt wrote:

'l wrote Modern India: in order to combat Roy's
conception of confiding the path forxard to the
role of narrov illegal revolutionary groups...
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to indicate thepossibilities of developing broad
mins organisation of workers and peagants... 1In
the course of presentation I made the mistake in
secking to expose the strategy of iwmperialism to
endeavour to dravw a section of Indian bdourgedisie
into co~operation into politiocal field through
dyarchy...in the industrial field by British mono-
poly capitalist interests with Indian bourgeois
elements as junion partners...In about 1928, 1t
became obviously fantastic to imagine that
faperialism could carry through industrialisation
in a colonial country. F¥lence the necessary
correction was made at the Sixth Congress...

But I had presented the conception of industriali-
sation as a form of intensified imperialist
exploitation., In the debates of Sixth Congress
Roy's theory of ‘decolonisation' and my erroneous
theory of industrialisation got asixed up, xith a
failure initially to take account of difference
of viewpoints....'

It seems R.P, Dutt still thought that his explanation of
the British industrial policy was not enough and hence Qhen .

he wrote India Today (first English edition 1939) he

completely reversed his 1926 position, R,P, Duit then des-
cribed the 'real picture of India on the eve of Second World
War as one of 'deindustrialisation' and said: 'The conclusion
is inescapable. The picture of industrialisation of India
under iamperialist rule is a ayth'.93

. In 8l]l fairness, due notice should be takcn of Roy's
position explained by him in his document "My Crime” in Septemder
1929, This document is availadble in Merrut Case raeorﬂs.gh
In this Roy urote:gs

'To revert to the thoory of 'decolonisation' the

93, Dutt, Rajni Palwme. India Today, Manisha Granthalya,
Galcgtta, 1970 (Second Edition) - First Edition in 1939,
p.136,

94, Adhikari, G. Marxist Miscellany, op.cit., p.27.

95. Ibido' PP-27'9-
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fatherhood of whioh {s the ostensible cause of

uy viotimisation., While I was away in China,

a comrade cime Trom India to Hoscow,...&nd emphé-
sised on the rapid development of wmodern industry
in India (which all along I had pointed out as a
basic feature of post-war India), This produced
two tendencies...firstly the sharpening class
antagonism inside the national movement and
secondly, the compromise between the nationalist
hourgeoisie and foreign imperizalism...The nnationalist
united front tends to break up and a new united
front of the native hourgeoisie with foreign
{mperialism is formed as against the working
class,..'

'...It 18 obvious that the term 'decolonisation’
is used tentatively by way of indicating a tendency
- and velatively only in conneotion with the
bourgeoise, who constitute a very smll fraction.
of the entire population. Much less is it even
implied that there is the least possibility of the
Indian people belng free with the sanction of
1”.‘1‘11’.- oo

'veeAll these factors taken together determine the

chara-cter of the Indian nationalist hourgeotisie.

They are no longer 8 revolutionary force...it is

no longer & hourgeois revolution, because it oan

and will succeed only by breaking the bounds of

capitalist society.’

In fact the viewpoint that the theory of industrialisation
under imperialist aegis, would eventually lead the national
bourgeoisie to compromise with fmperialism was incorrect. The
conflict between the two rather sharpened om this point. The
Indian National Congress under the impact of growing mass
muovement, particularly the class movement of workers and pelnuntlzi
no longer remained & bourgeois organisation but tended to bdecowe
& united national front against imperialism ultimately leading

to the termination of alien rule in the country.96
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The Colonisl Question and the Confict
within the CPSU (Comsunist Party of Soviet Union)

Outlining of the colonial policy of Comintern depended,
among other factors, also on the internal theoretical
struggles inside the CPSU, Awmong those who were responsible
for deotding the formulations of the Comintern till 1930
a8 leaders of the CPSU, were Lenin (till his death on
Janudry 21, 1924) and later J.V, Stalin, These architects
of Comintern's policy were not without their rivals and the
oonflict between Lenin and later Stalin, on the one hand,and
their rivals on the other, was on basic and fundamental ques-
tions including National + Colonisl Question. Lenin's opponents
were mainly Kautsky, Lettfwing leaders including Trotsky, while
Stalin's opponents apart from Trotskites included Zinovievites.

Even bhefore the first congress of the Comintern, Lenin had
to take up his pen to give battle to international Centralism,
Lenin wrote an article and then a book under the same &jtie
of 'The Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade Kcutlky?z In
this Lenin exposed the sgpphistries of Kautsky who suggested
that the Bolsheviks had opportunely seiszsed upon the term
'proletarian dictatorship' for their own purpose. Lenin
promptly pointed out that Bolshevism can oirvegas a model of
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98
tactis for all, Similarly Lenin also criticised Kautsky's

argumcots about 'demooratic socialism' and ‘pure democracy'
and showed the historical limitations of dourgecis democracy
and ity inevitable replacement by the diotatorship of the
proletariat.

Lenin was against 8 priori method and reasoning and srote
in 1914 'Marxist theory absolutely reguires that every social
question be examined within definite historical liwmits, and
if 1t refers to a particular country, thén due account be taken
of the specific features distinguisﬁing that country from
others within the same historical epogg'. Here lenin met
opposfition from Rosa Luxemburg and therefore wrote his
polemic in 1914 wherein he urged that an answer wmust be sought
'by making a nistorical and economic study of national wmove-
wents', His complaint against “osa Luxemburg was that she
did not do so when discussing the national programme for the
Russian socialist movement, Lenin wrote 'We are discussing
the national programme of the Marxists of a definite counntry -
Russia - and in a definite period - the beginuing of 20th
¢entury. But does Rosa Luxemburg examine what historical period
Russia is passing through, what are the conorete features of
the national question and the national movements of this parti-

100
cular couatry in this particular period?'

98. Lenin,V.I, CW, Vol. 28, p.292
99. Lanini V.1, The National Liberation Movement in the Rast,

NLME) Moscow,1969,p. 70 - =
100.1bid., p.71.
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Some of lenin's rivals in the CPSU though apparently
agreed with him and thus sympathised with the oppressed
people of the colunies and demanded their liberation, yet
they tended to ignore the existing national liberation wovements
or fo take on attitude of indifference towards them. Their
eatimatién of the strength of the colonial people differed
greatly uwith that of Lenin, A mujor reason for this indifference
was their tendency to see the colonial people as politically
passive, incapable historicaliy of playing an active role in
their own liberation or inm the emerging world revolutton. The
colonial movements were seen as historically insignificant, The
very liberation of colonies they felt was to be in the main
the work of successful socialist revolutions in the advanced
capitalist countries. This thinking is best reflected from this
passage of 'Junius' pamphlet by Rosa Luxemburg 'Only fros Europe,
only from the oldeat capttalist nations, can the sigonal come,
when the hour is ripe for the social revolution that will free
humanity. Only the Fnglish, French, Belgian, German, Russian
and Italian workers together, can lead the army of the exploited
and enslaved of the five continents, They alone, vhen the time
comes, can call capitalism to account for centuries of crimes
committed againat all the primitive peoples, and for its vork
of destruction around the globe; they alone can exract rev:g:!!
Lenin differed radically fraw this approach, He put forward
the view that the peopie of the colonies were fully ocapable
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of liberating themselves of makiung revolutions in their landsg
and of playing én active and independent role in the worild
revolutionary process, He uus the first to note that the

people of the colonies have already, since the beginning of the
20th century, embarked on the path of revolution. In 1908,

in his well-known article 'Iéilaumable Material in ¥World Politics'
Lenin hajiled the people of Asla for awakening from deep slumber,
for rising up against capital and the capitalist colonial systems,
and declared that they were enteriog the tormenting school which
will teach them how to conduct civil wayr and how to ocarry

the revolution to victory. 1In 1912, writing'on tDemocracy

and Narodisa in China' Lenin took note 0f the fmmense spiritual
and revolutionary enthusiasm of tue Chinese people and the
‘deep-going revolutionary movement of the hundreds of willions'
and decléred that the Chinese people were 'capadble not only

of bhemoaning its age-long slavery and dreamiog of liberty and

- equality, but of fighting the age-long oppressors of Chinu%‘z2

In 1913, in the article 'The Awakening of Asia' Leunin took

note of the spread of the national liheration movement

to Turkey, Persia, Chioa and the Dutch East Indies (lndonesia).
In 1916, replying to Rosa Luxesburg's 'Junius' Pamphlet, quoted
above, Lenin asserted 'National vars waged by colonies and - |

scai=colonies in the imperialist era are not only prodbable but
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inevitable...The national liberation movements in these
colonies ara'either already very strong, or are growing
and maturing‘.1°3 In &8 message dated 5 May 1922 to'tho
Pravda on its Tenth Anniversery, he confidently prediocted
that the people of Fndia, Chima and rest of Asia wore
'inexoriably and with zountiog momentum...approsching their
1909‘.10& And Lenin's vision was erystal clear when on
2 March 1923 he predicted 'In the last analysis, the outcome
of the struggle will be determined hy the fact that Hussia,
India, China eto, account for the overwhelwing majority of
the popnlation of the globe, And it ia precisely this
majority that, during the pust few years, has been drawn
iato the struggle for emancipation with extraosdinary rapidity,
so0 that in this respect there cannot be the slightest
shadow of doubt what the final outcome of the world struggle
will be. In this sense, the complete victory of socialism
is fully and abaoluteiy aonured'.‘os

An fmportant constituent of Lenin's theory of revolution
was the concept of uniterrupted revolution by stages and {t
domarcated him sharply from the Mensheviks. Lenin wrote {n
1916, 'The socialist revolution is not a single act, it is not

103, Lenin, V.I. C¥,, Vol.22, p.310.
104, Lenin, V,I, NLME, op.oit., p.297.
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one battle on the front, but a whole epoch of acute class
conflicts, a long series of battles on all frouts i.e, on
all questions of economics and politics, battles that can
only end in the expropriation of the bourgeoiaio'.106 Thus
the socialist revolution could follow on the heels of the
nationalist revolution depending on the correlation of poliéical
forces on the national as well as the international planes,
Seen in this light, the bourgecols demoocratic or national
revolution may serve as A prelisminary step tonards, or a
prelude -~ though an essential one -~ to the sociolist
revolution., Thus, as b@niq,/put 1t 10 1921, ‘the first
develops into the secon:, ‘fho second, in passing, solves
the problems of the first, The second consolidates the work

of the first'.io?

Unlike Mensheviks who wonld let the bdour-
geoisie lead the hourgeois democratic revolution and then
wait for capitalism to develop and mature before the task of
overthrowing it was begin, Lenin set the task before the
revolutionaries in backward countries, to shorten the
transition between the two stages, even more to cnable the
first to grovx into the second. Lenin confidently predicted
in 1922 that 'in the cowming decisive bhattles of the world

revolution, this movement 0f the wmajority of the world's

population, originally aimed at national 1liberation, will turn

106, Lenin, V.I. CW., Vol.22., p.1i4k,
107. bﬁnlﬂ. V.IO SE!Q. V01.33.. p.sl‘.
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against capitalism and imperialism and will, perhaps, play

a much more revolutionary role than we have been let to

expect'.lo8

The difference of opinion between Lenin and Trotsky
was for the first time reflected on the issue of Trade Unions
which according to Lenin was broadly ‘on the methods of

approaching the masses, of winning the maases, of contacot with

109

the miasses?, While the watchword of the Trotskyists was

that the Trade Unions be immediately 'gzovernmeuntalised'’, be

turned iunto appendages of State -nchinery,lio Lenin was quick

to point out that they are not organisations of the State...

they are organisations of education, schools of communism...

t0 provide link between the Communist Party and the m"n.u1
Another point of contradiction between Lenin &nd

Troteky was the New Economic FPolicy adopted at the Tenth

Party Congress held between March 8 and March 18, 1921,

Leuin thought that 'The essence of NEP is the alliance of the

proletariat and the peasantryj it is a union of the vanguard

of the proletariat with the broad peasant nasses'.lle This

was essential, according to Lenin, to achieve the supreme
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108, Lenin, V,.I, NLME, op.cit., p.290,
109, Lenin, V.1, EW.. Vol.32, p. 5.
110. Rothstein, Andrew (ed). ﬂistorg of the Communist Part
of the Soviet Union, Foreign Languages, MOSCOW,,1 1P 347,
111, Tenin, V.T. O%., Vol.32., p.2. ’ '
112, Lenin, V.1, cw.. Vol.33, p.145,
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pripeiple of the dictatorship of the proletariat which in

turn would contribute to the successful building of socialism
in Soviet Republics and inspire the pcoples of the colonial
and dependent countries to fight for national libheration.

The implementation of this policy was hindered by two
deviations - dominant national chanvinism and local
nstionalism, The Trotskyists and other opportunists groups,
by conducting 4 factional struggle and demanding freedom of
fagtions and groups were driving the Party towards a split.

The CPSU, howevar; under the leadership of Lenin expressed
severe condemnation of the Syndicalist and anarchist deviations
in the Party and adopted a resolution on Party unity, ordering
immediate dissolation of all factions...to keep & watoh to
prevent outhreaks of factionalism...and immediate expulsion
of & member in case of non-observance of the ahove decinion'.113
Taking advantage of Lenin's acute illness, Trotsky, resumed
~ his tight against Lenin and in October 1923 hepddressed a

letter to the Central Committe, vilifying its work. He also
mustered all his supporters for a fight against the Central
Committee. In October 1923 again, ;fter Trotsky's letter,

the Central Committee received a statement known as the
Declaration of Forty Six, signed by Trotskyist and other
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oppertuniet factions which sought to secure the annulment
0of Tenth Party Congress decision dbanning and raling out

factions in the Pnrty.iih

The 13th Congress of the Party
which met in January 1924 strongly condemned the factional
struggle of Trotskyists and saw fa it '..{not only a

direct departure from Leninism but also a clearly expressed

115 Lenin's letter to the

petty~bourgeoisie deviation,
13th Party Congress, the last to bg held ip his 1life time,
contained a characterisation of some members of the Central
Counittee. Lenin in this letter mentiohcé the 'non-
Bolshevisn' of Trotsky, thereby warning the Party of h;-
extrenely dangerous relapses into Menshevism and added that
Trotsky ‘has too enterprising self assurances and excessive
enthusiasm for the purely administrative side of the work'}ia

Comintern theories on the colonial question reflected
thé hake of in the CPSU(B) im 1927, particularly in the
coniroversy between Stalin and Trotlky.117 Trotsky's theory
of 'permanent revolution' was essentially a denial to the

entire theory of socialism in one country, Trotsky held

that the theory of socialism in one country was a plain

114, Ib’.do’ pP.381~2-

115, Ivid., p.38%.

116. L‘ﬂin’ volo 9_!0' V01.35., P.55'l.

117. It wvas & dehate hetween two totally divergent theoretical
positions. Doth sides understood this perfectly. Most of
the official criticism is collected in the anthology
Against Trotskyism (Moscow 1971).Trotsky had made effective
ansvers to most of the points against him in The Third
International After Lenin,{(New York, 1971), ~—  ~—
Kaviraj, Sudipta. The Marxist Argument, op. cit.
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betrayal of the programme of the Comintern, 'Bukharin's
programme is & bad programme of & national section of the
Comintern, and not & programwe of 8 world communist party.'119
Troteky's theoretical position on the colonial

situation was 8 logical}y extension of his theory of
‘permanent revolution'., He had 2 fairly symsetrical

typology constructed on the logic of Marx's famous analysis

of late capitalism in Germany and the corresponding

'‘regression' of the bourgeoisie, As & consequence, Trotsky
believed that the development of the capitalism represented
a structured process,,..that it xas not random,.,.that the
capitalist revolution tended to be incopnclusive and
indeeisive where it arrived late., The bourgeoisie in such
late capitalist countries faced two contradictions - one
with the feudal classes and other with the proletariat., The
hourgeoisie here tended to shift between these two contra-
dictions -~ fighting the feudal classes with the help of the
proletarjat and to fight against the proletariat with the
help of the feudal classes and ultimately the bourgeoisie
reméined antagonised with the proletariat and made up his
contradiction with the feudal classes. The bourgeoisie,
therefore, would have & short ‘'revolutionary' period...and
1ater the development, the quicker the exhaustion of the

revolutionism of the bourgeoiste.l19-A

- - wp

118, Trotsky, Leon. Third International after Lenin,
New York, 1971, Section 1 - The Draft Prograamse of
Comintern. ' '

119, 1Ibid., p.h4.

1§9:A.K&viraj, Sudipte, The Marxist Argument., op.cit.,
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lHiis theory of revolution was basically an overgenerali-

sation of this theory of structured historical process in

capitalism. Its weakness was that though Trotsky was fully
asxare of 'the law of uneven historical development' in theory,
he did not develop the nccessary logical concomitants of this
theory, wost aigniflcantly‘he did not allow for the dialectical
possibility of a non-application of the logic of lateness
to conditions of structurally gqualitatively different types
of backwardness, Consequently the conclusions one draws from
the above may be true in the European countries, but certainly
not in the colonial world, where the indigeneoun bourgeoisie
%xas broadly progreastva.izo

His theory of permanent revolution involved two related
processes, Firetly, despite the structural backwardness of
flussia, the revolution could transfer power to the proletariat.131
Secondly, 'the way out of these contradictions whioh will
befall the proletarian dictatorship in a dbackward country
surrounded by & world of capitaiist enemies, wnuld bhe found
on the arens of world revalution'.122 Needless to say that
his theory of revolhtion xas logiocally consistent xith his
expectations of the Russian Revolution,

Trotsky speocificd the laxw of uneven development as the
main and almost all determining law of capitalist dovelopunt.123
Capitalism tends to breakeup this inherited unevenness,

120, Ibid.,

1214, tasky, Leon., Third International After Lenin,p.40.
122, Ibig.

123‘ Ibldo’ Pqiso
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124

flattening it out and altering 1t, It brings about their

rtpprocd@ent and equalises the economic and cultu;al levels
of the most progressive and the most backward oonntrtea'.izs
' Trotsky mokes & casual coswent about the 'induatriali#ation
of colonies and the diminishing gap between India and Great
Britnin'.126
Like Lenin, Stalin had been an ardent critic'ot Trotsky.
At the time of L enin's death, Stalin was the General Secretary
of CPSU and in Lenin's lettcer to the 13th Perty Congress,
referred to above, Lenin made a pleag to remove Stalin from
Party's post due to his having ‘concentrated boundless
authority in his hanﬁs'f27 However the Party decided for
the continuation of Stalip as General Secretary, on the condition,
that he would mend his policy in keeping with Lenin's criticiss,
and teking into account Stalin's uncomprowmising struggle against
Trotskyism and other anti-Party factions.
The first encounter hetween Trotsky and Stalin took place,
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124, Ibid., p. 19

125, Ivid.

126. Ibid.
Trotsky's views specificanlly on the Chinese Hevolution
of 1925.27 and gonflict with Stalin on this question
has been dealt’in Chapter 1V,

127. Rothstein, Andrew (ed), op. cit., p. 387
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immediately after the death of Lenin - when in autumn of 31924,
Trotsky published ap article 'The Lessons of October' in which
he pointed out that Bolshevism bhecame a conniatent’txdﬁy in
1917 and only after it had bdorrowed the Trotskyist idea of
‘permanent revolution', Trotsky also claimod that the leading
role in QOctober Revolution had been played dy him and not by
the Party or by Lenii?a Though Trotsky never dared to parade
these ideas in Lenin's 1lifo time yet he,gﬁﬁgiéd‘his'opportnntnt
method now,

Staliv played & great part in exposing Trotskyizm through
his worke Trotskyism or Leninism? and The Ootober Revolution

and the Tactics of Russian Communists. lle showed Trotsky

ag a malignant disrupter und said ',.. It is the duty of the
Party to bury Trotskyiem as apn ideologiocal trendefg

Stalin hod rivals in Zinoviev and Kamenev, members of
the Political Bureau of Central Committee, besides Trotsky.
T111 14th Cooference of CPSU, they had opposed Trotskyism dut
soon after the Conference, they had taken side of Trotskyisms
andng:::fe to assort that it would be iwmpossible to bdbuild
socialism in USSR, without a socialist revolution in the West,
This, 80 called 'New Opposition' thus aimed at breaking up of

the allianoe of the workiaog class and the working peasantry,

for they regarded peasantry as a reactionary force fighting

128.1bid., p. 390,
129.s8talin, J.V, S¥, Vol. 6, p, 373.
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againast socialism, They were sowing defeatist ideas among the
workers, Stalin took up the challenge against 'New Oppoasition'
in his book Problems of Leninism published iu January 1926,

and defended Leninism against the attempts of ‘*Nex Opposition'
to distort it in favour qt Trotokyis:?o It was, howeover, at
the 7th Enlarged Plenum of the ECCI (November 22 - Deceomber 16,
1926 ) which demonstrated the complete 1solation of the
Trotskyiets. Stalin's report on the situation within CPSU(B)
stated 'The most urgent question in our Party todasy is that Qf
building of socialism in our country. Lenin was right when

he said that the eyes of whole world are upon us, upon our
economic construction, upon our achievement on the front of
constructive work. But in order to achieve successes on this
front, the principal instrument of the dictctbrship of the
proletayiat, our Party, must he ready for this work, must realise
the {aportance of this task, and must be able to se}vn as

the lever of victory of socialist construction 1n,o§r
cmmtryf:',1 It was at this Plenum that Zenoviev was relieved

of his duties as chairjan of Executive Comaittee of Comintern,
consequent to the passing of & resolution by the Presidium

that ',.. The Presidium considered Zinoviev's further work

in the Cowmintern nndesirablo*?a To put an end to the anti-
Party activity of Trotskyists, Trotsky and 7inoviev were
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150.Roth.tﬁiﬂ' Aﬂdraﬁ (Qd)o op. cito. P 3980
131.80‘)01@', A.I., and others, w’ op. °1to' P 2“5.
132, Inid., p. 247,
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expelled from the Central Committee in Ootober 1927. In
November 1927 they were cxpelled from the Party by the Central
Committee and Central Control Coa-iasio:?’ This marked the
ideological and political defeat of Trotskyism - an tuportant
landmark in the history of intérnational comzunist movement,

A sceriocas obstacle in the way of general line of the Comintern

was removed,

133. Rothstein, Andrew(ed)}, op. cit., p. 412,
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CHAPTER - IV

TUE COMINTBRN AND THE CHINESE QUESTION:
M,N. BOY'S EXPULSION FROM THE COMINTERN
The failure of the communist movement in China xhere

loy was sent in 1927 ﬂé one 0f the important reasons of his
expulsion from the Comintern in September 1929. Before dealing
%ith the other causes of Roy's expulsion from the Comintern,
let us considcr[china episode ip Roy's career in the
Couintern..

The Chinese Revolution, 192527

The genesis of the Chinese revoluticn should be traced
as far back as 1912 when the Kuomintang was tonﬁdcd by
Sun Yat-Sen for the purpose of fighting for a republic and
for national independence of the country., It was, Lenin, who
for the first time in the Second Congress of the Cominters
attached great significance to the National + Colonial
Question, Leuinzwa. guick to notice the anti-imperialist

role of the colonial hourgeoisie was, in fact, the raison d'etre

1. 'Roy's mission in China was not successful...that under-
wined Roy's position and eventually led to his expulsion
from the Comintern',

Ghosh, Shanker. Socialism and Communiswm in Indias, Allied
Publishers, Delhi, 1971, p.i6}
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L1

of the poliocy of extending support to 1t.2 The colonial
hourgeoisie, Lenin pointed out, became reactionary only vhen
he abondoned his anti-imperialist strngglc.3 This anti~
iwmperialist aspect of the struggle of colonial people was
time and again emphasised by Lenin, The Comintern repeatedly
emphasised this during lenin's life time 8nd the National +
" Colonial Question was disoussed whether on the agenda or not,
in all the Congresses of Coamintern held during Lenin's 1ife
tino.k 4
Even before the national-lidberation question was
ceremoniously discussed in the Comintern Cougresses, Lenin
had ardently advoocated it, Judging from his criterian -
the extent to which & movement Bwakened the masses, mobilised
them, brought them into policies and released their latent
energy through mass action against imperialim - Lenin was
for all praise for Sun Yat-Sen in 1913 when he wrote
‘Revolutionary bourgeois democracy represented by Sun Yat-Sen
i® correctly seeking ways and means of 'regenerating' China

through saximum development of the initiative, resolutensss

- an - gy

2, Chandra, Bipin. Lenin on Wars of National Liberation,
Lenin Centenary Commemoration Seminar, Indian Council of
World ATfaire, February, 19070, p.40,

3. Lenin, V.I. The National Liberation Movewent in the East,
(m.uxs. Moscow, 1972, p.23k.

4, Degras, Jane. Communist International, 1919-1943, Documents,
vod.1, Oxford University Press, London, 6, p.385,
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and boldness of the peasant sasses in implementing political
and agrarian re!orns.5 In 1912 Lenin again referred to 'the
international sigoificance of the revolutionary struggle of
Chinese people as one that brings liberation to Asis and

6 In

undermines the domination of the Europesn bourgeoisie.
1913, Lenin's entire srticle 'Democracy and Narodism in China®
was an agalysis of the revolutionary wovement in China under
the leadership of Sun Yat~Sen. In particular, the movement
was praised hecause 'it squarely posed the question of the
conditions of the masses, of the mass struggle'.7 In 1915,

in bis major article, Socialism and War, Lenin noted that the

national lidberation movement in China, India and other
dependent countries were rousing hundreds of millions of
people in the fight against foreign oppre-lion.s
Though China was réprclcnted in the Second Congress of
the Comintern, the decisions of the Second Congress regarding
collaboration with bourgeois revolutionaries appear to have
no influence whatsoever in China at that tiwme. On the
contrary, the First Congress of the Chinese Communist Party
{CCP) in July 1921 adopted a resolution declaring that the new
party should stand on behalf of the proletariat, and should

allovw no relationship with the other parties or ;roups'.9

- A an Waw

5' L.niu, v.x. NLMKO. op.cit.’ p‘h7.

6. Ibid.' PP.SQ"EE.

7. Ibid,, p.s2,

8, Isid., p.101,

9. Schram, Sturat & d'Encausse Helene Carrere, Marxiss and
Asie, Allen Lane The Penguin Press, 1965, p.B51,
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Since Sun Yat-Sen was &8 national revolutionary fighting

against foreign imperialism and because Kuomintang led by
Sun Yat-Sen was & movement against imperialism in China which
also enabled the communists to get organised and to work
among the massca,io Lenin and the Comintern encouraged the
the CCP to go beyond uniting with Sun Yat-Sen and the Kuomintang
and to join the latter as individuals, retaining at the
same time their separate party identity.11 It was 1in August
19322 that the Comintern imposed on the CCP a polioy without
precedent in the history of the world communist movement,
accordinz to which the wmembers of the CCP wexre to join; the
Kuomintang as individuals, while retaining their own |
organisation. After discussion with Sun Yat-Sen and his
friends, this policy was effectively put into practice on a
large scale beginning with the First Congress of Kuomintang
in January 192&’.12

‘Adcordingly, Chinese communists had collaborated with
Kuomintang since Lenin's time becsuse Kuomintang was
procceding along Sun Yat~Sen's leadership and reciprocated
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10, Following the spirit of Second Congress Theses, the CCP
1aid down in 1922 'If we communists wish to work success~
fully in the Southern Chinese trade unions...we wmust
maintain the wost friendly relations xith the Southern
Chinese nationalists',

Carr, E.H, The Bolahevik Revolution, 1917-23, Vol.1llI,
Macmillan, Penguin, 1955, Do

11, Schwartz, Benjamin I, Chinese Connuntn- and the Rise of Mac
Mass, Cambridge, 1966, Chapter 111.

12. ‘Schram, Stuart A & d'Encausse Helene Carrere, op.cit.,p.52.




188

this friendship. 1In 1924 the CCP jJoined the Kuomintang and
thus helped to convert the latter into a mass peoplo‘ revo-
lutionary party. The Kuomintang thus became the party of

8 bloo of several oppressed classes that had their own party

orgnnisation.13

In the first stage of development of the
Chinese revolution of 1921-.1925, the Kuomintang was 'an apnti-
imperialist party which was waging & revolutionary struggle
against imperialists and their agents in China'.ik The revo-
lut fon was anti-foperialist, of a united all-national front
led by Kuomintang, having the proletariat, the urban and
rural petty-bourgeoisie and a section of iho national
bourgeoisie in 1ts fold,

The Comintern's policy during the period of Chinese
revolution was based on the principle of rallying all the
anti-imperialist forces. Immediately after the outdreak of
revolution (May 30, 1925) in China in the shape of anti-
imperialist action of Shanghti workers amd students, the
Presidium of ECCI suggested to the communist parties in the
capitalist countries to take all necessary ;teps to draw
the masses' public opinion in favour of the struggle of
Chinese people. The decision of the ECCI helped to draw
hundreds of thousands of'pcbple into the movement for rendering
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13. J. Stalin on Chinese TRevolution, New Book Centre,
caToutta, 1975, p.al.

14, Ibvid., p.43.




189
aid to the Chinese people. The Sixth Enlarged Plenus of
ECCI noted that ‘'a tremendous general-national movement under
the slogans of national {independence and a people's govern-
uent'yls was building in China, The Plenum decision uas that
the communists supported the Kuomintang so far as it fought
tagainast the imperialists and the whole militant-feudal order
for the independence of the country and for a2 single revo-

16 1he ECCI pointed out

lutionary democractic government',
the exceptionally important role which the peasant millions
of China were called upon to play in shaping the Chinese
revolution,

The Seventh Plesum of the ECCI described the Chinese
revolution as ap anti-imperialist, bourgeois democratic
revolution to liberate the Chinese people from the foreign
yoke. The ECCI cousidered that the Chinese revolution was
paseing through & general national phase, that the bourgeois
democratic revolution in China was merely in the fnitial stage
of its development and thut its motive forces were the masses
who formed the anti-imperialist bloo.17 The Plenum also
stated that the Chinese State created as a result of the
victory of revolution would not be a purely bourgeois-

15. Sobolev, A.1. and others, Outline History of the Communist
International, Progress, Moscow, 1971, p.249,.

16. Ib’.ao' p.‘-gao

17. 1Ibid.
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democratio state, It will ‘represent democratic dictatorship

of the proletariat, peasantry and other exploited clasael'.ls

The Seventh Plenum met at a time when the national revo-
lutionary armies were winning victory after victory over the
troops of the militarists - the mainstay of iaperialiat'
influences in China., The remarkable militancy displayed by
the Chinese working class was chiefly due to their cruel
oppression by the imperialists, i{ndireotly enabling them to
develop into a powerful fighting rorco.19 Thd%ign!ficanéc of
the Chinese revolution of 1925 canvbc noticed in the following
speech of the Chairman of the Comiatern in 1925;

*The events 1u China will doubtless have a tremendous
revolutionizing sigoificance for the other colonies
and the couuntries dependent on fmperinlist England,
Just as in its day the Russian revolution of 1905

had the greatest revolutionising influence on Turkey,
Persia and China, the present great movement in China
will, without doudbt, have & tremendous influence in
Indo~-China, India etc. The enormous contingents of
oppressed humanity who live in the East, numbering
hundreds of millions, will greedily seize on every item
of news from revolutionary China and will concentrate
their tioughts on how they themselves can organise

and revolt against the oppressors, the imperialiests...
China has revolted today: tomorrow Indo-China and India
%ill rise, Shanghai, Hongkéng, Peking and Canton

have revolted today, tomsrrow Calcutta and Madras

will rise'. (20)

-

i8, Inprecor, Vol,7, No.11, February 3, 1927, p.231,

19, Fo-Ta, Chen. Mo Tse-Tung on the Chinese Revolutionm,
New Book Centre, Calcutta, 1930, p.ib.

20, Petrie, David, Communism in India, 1924-27, Editions
Indian, Calcutta, 1972, p.168.
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The Chinese revolation wis scen as & atepping stone to
India, It was bélieved that China would not only provide woral
inspiration for lndian revolutionaries, but also serve
As a strategic base to provide direct asststance, The
Comintern slogbp was now 'Via revolutionary China to the
Federal Republic of the United States of India'.21

Despite the success of Chinese revolution, the Seventh
Plenum lost no time in noticing that imperialist intervention
in China was increasing. This depicted the contradiction
between the revolution and the national bpourgeoisie. This
only meant that the national bourgeoisie, while supporting
the revolution, attempted to utilise it for fte own purpouo.22
It also bbserved that the revolution developed amidst peculiar
conditions which radically distinguished it from other
classical hourgetos revolution&in Europe and also from 1905
Russian revolution.23

The Plenuw a180 pointed out to the swifi process of
regrouping of social forces in the national-revolutionary
movement in China a8nd the inevitability of the big capitalist
bourgeoisie passing over to the side of counter-~revolution,
Hence the Plenum outlined a concrete programme of drawing
'the bulk of the working class into the wmovement', to win
over the peasantry over to the revolution...tp wage a
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21, Ibia, ' 9.1870
22, J.Stalin on the Chinese RBevoluticn, op.cit., p.24,
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systematic and resolute struggle against the Right leaders of
KEvomintang who were to turn the Kuomintang into & party of
bourgeoisie and landlordes, and to cooperate with the Left
wving of Kuonintlug.zQ
Hoy was sent to Chino aAs & representative of the
Comintern to help implement the polioy in whoss formation
he had shared, It was at the Seventh Plenum of Enlarged
ECC1 where oy mloogwith Bukharim had drafted the thesiws on
the Chinese revolution adopted by the Seventh Plcnuw.zs The
Comintern had also oharged him with the responsibliity of
prouoting.disafreotion among Indian troops stationed 4{n China
by working closely with the Ghadr Party and the Sikh groups
already operating in China, These groups were already quite
active in their anti-imperialist activities which caused
anxioty to the Rritish 1ntelllgenco.26
Roy and his companions arrived in Canton in February 1927,
In December 1926, however, the seat of national goverameat
in China h@d heen transferrcd from Canton to Wuhan, It was
hence necessary for Roy to reach Wuhan as early as possible
and Roy planned to travel by plane. The plape’s arrival

in Canton, however, was delayed, V¥hen it arrived, engine

troable developed., After wvaiting impatiently in Cantonm for

2l 3 1 P

23, North, Nobert G, Moscow and the Chinese Communists,
Stamford Usiversity Press, Stamford, 1953, .90,
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adout tuo weeks, Roy engaged some bhearers and set out
overland, It was a strenuous journey and another weeks
passed before he fionlly reached Hg!pow.27

At aboat the time [oy reached Howcow, the situation
formulated by him #t the Seventh Plenum about China has
changed dramatically, 1In March 1926, there was the attempted
counter~revolutionary coap in Kwangchow, which revealed the
anti-communist colour of the national revolutionary araies,
However the ECCI of the Seventh Plenum bad assumed that
sooner or latar Chiang-Kai Shek would strike at the revo-
lutionary forces of China. The leadership of the Huomintang
at the time it was acting in league with the CCP, strossed
the facot that 'the uomintang should saintain closest coutaoct
with the general staff of the world revolution' and that
*the Kuomintang stands in peed of guidanee of the Co-tntorn'.zs

Hiovever, on April 12, Chinn;gxai Shek launched a coup
against his communist allies which resulted in the death of
thousands, Events in Shanghatl were duplicated in several

other major Chinese cities, The Chinese communists had been

urged to support Chinag's northern expedition with the argument

27. Letter dated 23 March 1966 from Louise Geisser to Haithcox,
Fuise wap a Swise citizen and a parliawentary stenographer
of the Comintern Congresses detween 1920 apnd 1926, She
accompanied Roy to China in late 1926,

Haithcox, Johm Patriok. Communisw and Nationalism in Iudia,

M.N. Roy and Comintern Policy 1920-1939, Princeton University
Preas, New Jersey, 31971, p.310,

28, Sobolev, A,I., and others. OiCI., p.252,
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that the revolution should first be broadened before it was

deepened, The Comintern policy in April 1926 was 'to keep

the CCP within the Kuomintang', The policy was directed towards

farther developuwent of the revolution, close cooperation

between the Lefts and the communists in Kuomintang and within

the national goverument, strengthening the unity of the

Kuomintang and at the same time exposing and 1solating the

Kuomintang nights’.29 The f&ll.of Shaaghat, which Bukharin

had labeled *the workers' Patrograd for Ghina;3o had the

site of 8 powerful labour organisation under communist

control, but also China's chief centre of banking, commerce

and indostPy, with the eity in his hands, Chiung was able to

strike 2 deal with the representatives of its Western and

native-owned binku, firms and commercial associations, 1In

retarn for their financial sapport, he agreed to strike & blow

against the communist movement -- which was viewed as & threat

to their common 1ntere:ts.31
However, the odds were still in favour of the Kuomintang

which was only yesterday a revolutionary organisation., Even

many of the army's cosmanders were tunder the influence of

29, Stalis on Chinese Revolution, op,cit., p.2%.
30. Haithcox, Jobn Patrick., op.cit., p.64,
31, Ibid., p.63%.
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Kunomintang leadership. The CCP was not adble to dean}
‘affectively with the connter-revolutionary coup, supporters of
military dictatorship and 2 cruel enemy in Chiang. So whem,
following the coup, Chiang called a meeting of bis supporters
in the Central Comsittee of the Kuomintang in Nanking, it
signaled 8 bremk between Chiang and his followers oun the one
hund, and Wang Ching-vwei, the Kuomintang Left wing in wWuhanm,
and its communist supporters on the other hand, V¥ang had
recently returned from exile. The wWuhan faction of the party,
nox known 2s the Left Nuomintang, rescted on April 17 by
expelling Chiasag~Kal Shek from the party. Jdowever, at the
same time pians were laid for & military advance towards
Poking to be able to bargain with Chiang at a later date
from a position of streugth.32

Examinjiag the new situation in China, the Eighth Pleamm
of the ECCI (May 1927) sdopted a resolution om China which
declared that 'receni evenis huve entirely confirmed the point
of view 0f the Communist Iotervational concerning the Chinese
Revolutfon, and are & briliast confiraation of Lenin's
predictions as tc its interuational role'. Chiang's coup

dtetat and the establishment of & separate zovernment at

Nanking by the "ight wing of the Kuomintang werc interpreted
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as the inevitabhle desoriion of the *united nutional reve-
lutionary front by the boqrgcoisie'. Althouzh 4t wasg
acknowledzed that the *bhourgeois revolutionary coup' represented
at least a "partial defest of the Chinese revolution apd &
real acquisition of strength by the counter-revolutiont, {t
was claimed that this was more than offset by the faci that
the revolution had advanced to 8 'higher stage of develupment',
The CCP was advised to preserve its alliance with the HHankow
governaent and the Left Ruominteng, which was chiractarized
as ‘'a revelutionary bloc of the arbap and rural petiy~
hourgeois masses with the proletariat’, It was heliecved that
the Left Yuomintang government in Wuhapo was capable of playing
8 revolutionary role provided it shaped & firm course

toxards the sssses, Thus the CCP wxas desired to participate
in the work of Loft Kuomintang government, to organise
poxertul mass pressure which wonld impel this government

along a revolationary patu, It was assumed that Wuhan would
become the centre of revolutionary agtivities and that the
Wuhan governwesnt would be io 8 position to repulse the

asurper Chiang-Kai Shek, who had established a milttary
dictatorship, This called for a new tactical line - &

policy of resolutely expélilng the dightey frum che Xuomintang,
poliocy of coacentrating all pover in the hands of & revo-
lationary Luomintang, & Xuomintang that is & bloc bhetween

the Kuomiontang Left and the comwunists. It slso followed

that while fighting in the same ranks as the revolatioanary
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Kuonintag, the CCP must more than sver before preserve its
independence, a8 8n essential condition for ensuring the
hagemony of the proletariat in the hourgeois-democratio
revolutions.’> The Comintern held out the hops that the
CCP wight be @6ble to secure the hegemony of the Left
Kuonintang by entrenching itsel? among the peasantry through
the pursuvance of 8 more xadical agrarian piogramme in the
territories of the Hackox regime., The programme ifncluded
‘the avolition of reatl paid to the rich, the redistribution
ot lasd, radical reduotion of taxation,..(and) the mass
arming of the workers and peﬂaants'.Sé

This agrarian programmg, however, was to be pursued
under the aegis of the Lelft Kuvonintang government, not in
dofiance of 1t., Otheruise the poliocy of close cooperation
hetween the Left Huomintang and the communiats - without vhich,
Stalim declared, -the victory of the revolution would be
impossible, would have heen Jjeopardized. It was emphasised
&t the Eighth Pienum that to divorce the class struggle
in China from the nationasl liberation movement was to {uvite
ite defeat,

7 \ The above stated policy was lapractical, When in April,

tha aecond nortaen expedition got under way the Chinese

S PR

33+ J.5talin on the Chinese Revolntion, op.oit., p.28,

ShA, Inprecor, Vol,7, N0.35, pp.737~741, reproduoing the
ext of the 'lesolution on the Chinese Question'
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commaniste and their Tusgian advisers in Hankow decided to

support the expedition. Borodin felt that such a course of

action was necessary to avoid s split with the Left Xuomintang.

nce troops movements had begun, the Wuhan government adopted

4 policy of restraipiog the pecasant and ladbour movencuts ip

th; interests of united support to the revolutionary uisy.

Borodin's attitude to this policy wias one of acquiescenve.

Aoy disagiatd. Rather thun declare 3 woratorium on workers'

and peasants' dewands, he wanted to iutensily the revolution

in the -4red under the control of the Wuban govermaant. Such

& policy, Roy argued, wouid force the reaignation of the

more reactionary of the military and political leaders in

Wuhan and smooth the way to the goal of capturing the

nat ionalist orgluilltion.35 Borodin obﬁioully felt what would

he left would not be worth oapturing. Asong the Hussian

advisers, only General Oberst Galen (Vasili K. Blucher)

supported Roy's poaition.36
At first the wajority of the Central Committee 0f the

CP sfided with Roy. On April 16 this body resolved that

'military operations aimed at territorial expansion to the

W o P OB U W W S S P R A

3S. oy, M.N, %Q Rxperiences in China, kenaissance Fablishers,
Calcatta, 1949, pp.30-41, -
Haithcox is of the opinion that thia book first appeared
in India v early 19308 under the title 'China in Revolt'
and Roy adopted the nom de pluwe, S.K. Vidyarathi. This
bookk was first published in Bombay by Vainguard Publishimg
Sompany,
Haitheox, John Patrick, op.cit., pp.310-11,

36, Letter from Louise Gessler to tinitheox,
latthcox, John Patrick, op.cit., p.311,
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Horth must lLe prededeﬂ by 4 consolication of the base of

the revolution in thone rogions which are already under

the coptrol of the Huomintiéng,..in anccordance with the

sugpestions made in Comrade “oy's speech'.37 But two days

later the resolution was retracted and assuronces of immediate

suppnrt were extended to the military expeditian.’s
The conflict bhatwcen oy and Borodin over revolntionary

tactics wes 2gain i{o evidence duriug the proceedings of the

Fifth Congress of the CCP, which coumenced on April 27,

1927. The 'Theses on the Mrlitical 3ituation and the Taaks

of the Chinese Communist Party' adopted at this meeting,

reflect an effort to comproaise their differences, The

reasclution e2lled for supporting Wuban's military ventuvre

and preserving the 211iance with the Left Suvomintang, on

the one hand, apd ereating @ wass base through the support

of peasant demands and the arming of the peasants, on the

other hand, Under the circusstances thsse were contra-

dictory goals. liowever 8 few weeks after the Kifth Congress,

& Wuhan geseral staged 8 coup d'etat tn the capital of Huwan,

replaced the provincial government and suppressed local

communlet orgunisations with a display of great brutality and

inhumanity. An estimated 20000 persans were killed d»etore

37. North, Ba?ert T & Bulin, Wenia J,, M.N, Roy's Mission
to Chipa (108 Augeles, University of California Press,
ﬁﬁ 5, PP, 176"'77 .

38, Ihid., p.177.
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the terror had rup its ocourse., GHoy had called for & test of
strength between the armcd peasantry and the militery and
disaproved of Borodin's efforts to secure & negotiated
sgttlement, Hather than capitulate to the will of the Left
Kuomintang leaders, he felt it was now time for a coafrontétion,
Roy referred this question to Moscow, 35talin's telegraphed reply
arrived in Hankow opn June 1, The reply tried to reconcile

the irreconcilinble striking &8 balance between the views of

Roy and Norodim, The Chinese communists uwere advised to
support T'ang's military coffeusive and, at the sawme time,

to develop the revolution in theﬁerritories of the Wuhan
government. Both fHoy and Borodin kpnew that this was not
poaaihlg.39

' When Stalin's telegram arrived, the situation was
desperate. Chinng's conp in April 1927 had already tipped

the bhalance decisively against the cowmunists. The Wuhan
government was little wore than an empty shell., Hoy felt

that the only hope of preserving the Wuhan regime as an
independent political estity, and with it the Left Kuomintang
CCP alliance, lay in Anlessing the pover of the estimated three
muillion wembers of the pedsant unions and playing om Wang
Ching~Vei's political ambitions. Roy felt that an army of

workers'! and pesasants should be formed and suggested that

39. Brandt, Conrad., Stalin's Failure im Chima, 1924~
Harvard University Presa, Cambridge, 33337'p.g3§ givos
the details of Porodim's reactions,

Roy, M.N,, My Experiences in China, op.cit., p.45, gives
the details of 5;- reactiens,
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this army could be placed noder the coumand of a general.
epon wshom Wang could rely. Buat this proposal 5;6 cone too
late, The Comintern and the CCP had negleoted for too long
the essential task of huilding &n tndependent power base, The
CCP was unwilling to make a dold bid for peasant support for
fTear of incurring the wrath of the Wuhan regime. At the
meeting of the Central Political Bureuu of the CCP held in
June, Doy urged that the party should propose to the Wuhan
government to follow the polioy of land expropriation,
Mombers of the bureau vers unanibous in rejecting this advice
on the grounds that to make such & proposal to the Left
Kuomintang 'was 1ike playing & 1ut§ to entertain a ﬁml'.ko
For this they were later rebuked by the Comintern.

foy considered Wapng ‘the leader of petty~bourgeocisie
radicalists' but perbaps ‘opportunist' would have been a
more fitting rlwcu'mf:i.cm.”1 Ia July 1927, the Wuhan government
headed by Wang Chin-Wei broke with the communists, prosecuted

them apnd split the anti-imperialist front in chtnl.hz

This
completed the conversion of Kuowmintang, so far a matfonal
revolutionary party, into a body controlled by the bourgsois
militarist faction. This transformation of Kuomintang was

D SUD A AL U D B A O W

40, Haithcox, John Patrick, op.cit., p.40,.
41, Ibid., p.73.
42. Sobolev, A.I, and Others, OHCI., op.oit., pPp.253-54,
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accompanied by & savage reign of terror against the working
class poople, chiefly the communists, 1In bombarding Nanking
and presonting an ultismtum, the 1uperialilt[desired to mhke

it known that they were seeking the support of the natiooal
bourgeoisie for & joint struggle against the Chinese revolution.
Chiang-Kai Shek, on?ht other hand, in firing apon workers'
mectings and enginearing & coup, was in faot, replying to

the ¢all of imperialists and saying that he was ready to make

2 deal with them together with the pational dourgeoisie against

the Chinese uorkers and pgaoants.~5

It led the Comintern te
conclude that the national bourgeoisie in the oppressed
pountries did pot count 48 a force of active opposition to
1-periaiiai.§5 floy and Borodim &long with other Russian
advisers of the CCP, were obliged to return to Moscow, Roy
left Hankow in early Auguat., Together with a small party,
he travelled by car across the Gohi Nesert to Lake Daikal

where he took the Trans-Siberian Railway to Moaeow.~7v0/

coatrovars¥ on the Chinsse Revolution
n the Comintern

About the Chinese Bebacle and Roy's responsidility

towards the same, various views have bheen exprevsed, In an

45. J. 3talin on the Chinese Revolution, op.ocit., p.26.
46. Sobole¥, A.I1. and Others, OHCI., op.cit., p.254,
47. Letter from Louise Geissler to Haithcox.

Haithcox, John Patriok, op.ett.,p.311,
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interview with Mao Tse~Tung, Cdgar Snow asked the Chinese
communist leader who he thought was most responsible for thg
failure of the CCP tn 1927. In his response Mo placed the
greatest shiare of the blame on Chen Tuhsiu, the General
Seoretary of the CCP at that time, The next man respounsible
for the debacle, according to Mao, was Borodla., On Toy's
role, Mao remarked that he 'stood & little to the left of
both Chen and Borodin, but he ounly stood'. Spow summed up
Mao's opinions fna this way 'He thought that Roy had been a
fool, Borodin & bluunderer, and Chen an unconsotous traitor'.&e
Earl Drowder, who acoompanied Foy to China and who had
disliked Hoy from his early days, giving his opinion says
that the aituutton in China when he arrived there was
'hopelens® and in retrospect, Browder felt, that ‘probably
the cleverest and well-devised proposals would not...hsve
changed the overall ontcone'.#g

floy in his approach to the Chinese prodblem was nearer
to Trotsky than to Stalin, and the Comintern policy is China
xas one of the central issues in the power straggle detween
Stelin and Yrotaky. Both Koy and Trotsky would have preferred
to deepen the revolution before bhroadening it., Both favoured
strengthening the agrarian revolution in Wuhan to extending
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43, Snow,Rdgar, Red Star Over China, Penguin Books,
' London, 1972, p.147.
49, Haithcox, John Patrick, op.cit., p.3it,
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the territory under Left Huomintang control. ipally, both
saw the Chinese ¢ivil war primarily as an oppertunity to
promote communism in Asia; whereas for Stalin, China was
another battleground in a world-wide contest with the Western
povers.,

Trotsky, although, alwost always began uith a ritualistio
invokation of Lenin, he redched just the opposite conclusiouns
in the case of China. Trotsky wrote'...the conduct of the
Chinese bourgeoisie in relation to imperialism, the proletariat
and the peasantry, was not wmore revolutionary than the attitude
0of the Rusian bourgeoisie towards cvarism, but if anything,
viler 8nd more rcaetionaty.’sa Needless to potnt out that
Trataky's estimation of the Chinese hourgeoisie was more
scocurats than Leniam or Stalin. However the defeot xith
Troteky's analysis was that he absolutised oue phase of
Chinese experience into 3 general law 'the further Kast
we go, the lover and viler becomes the bourgeoisie, the
greater are the tasks that fall upon the proletariat, This
historical 'law' fully applies to China as uell?f Lide
seny others in the Comintern between 1925 and 1935, Trotsky

developed a theory of inevitadbility on the experience of China.

T

50. Trotsky, Leon. Third International After Lenin, Newyork,
1971, p. 174,
,10 .b‘do’ '1. 1790
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This determinist approach of Trotsky, however, appears curious
since he was always emphasising the unevenness of developument

a1l the txue.sz

Latex on, however, China turned to be an

exception and not the rulc.ss Further in Trotsky's view,

the revolution in China continued to develop uninterruptedly

or permanently from a.bourgeois-democratic to socialist

state.5~ It was still another vindication of the theory of

permanent revolution.55
J.Stalin took all pains to defend the Comintern's

actions in the Chinese Revolution. Spesking at the Chinese

Commisston on November 30, 1926,0f the ECCI, Stalin pointed

out that though Lenin had said that the Chinese were going

to have their 1905, it was not a *replica’ of the Rubsitn event,

The Chinese revolution was surely a dourgeois-democratic revo-

lution hut 1t was a bourgeois~democratic revelutiom ugder

colonial conditions.56 There were also other specific dis~

similarities, The Chinese bourgeoisie was weaker compared

to Russain in 1905, So its anti-imperialist tendency was

much greater and on a qualitatively different level than the

nnasiab bourgeoisie which was inporinlilt?7 that the future

govefn-ent will be a 'democratic dietatorship of the proletariat
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52, Kaviraj,Sudipts, The Marxist Agrument, op. eit.

53. Tro:-;y: Leon., Third International K?;cr Lenin, op, cit,,
p. 179.

54, XKaviraj, Sudipta, op. oit.,

55. Ihid.

56. J.Stalim on the Chinese Revolution, op, cit., p.5.

57. Ivid.
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énd peasantry...8 government transitional or wore exactly,
a socialist develog ment of Cbina'.sa Btslin therefore advised
the Chinese communists to 'reuain'in the Kuomintang and
iatensify their work in 11'.59

It is evident from the above that Stalin's characteri-
sation of the Chinese Revolution stated ahove did not contain
even a hint of the strategic disagter that followed less than
8 year later,

Thiogs ohanged drastically atrnngiy nftervards. Writing

for the journal Dereveunsky Kummunist on May 15,6°i927, Stalin
posed the question of two alternative routes with great
theoretical accuracy and listed the specificities of the
Chinese situation clearly in the same text.ﬁi While talking

to the students of the Sun Yat~Sen University, on May 13,

1927, Stalin pointed oat wby[%hought 4 'Kemalist revolution!
vas not possible in China.62 On 24 May 1927 in Ries speech to
the ECCI, Stalin pointed out what the Comintern held 'was net
the policy of supporting the natfonal bourgeoisie, bhut a policy
of utilising the sational bourgeoisie so long as the revolution
in China was the revolution of ap all-national front and they

later replaced that policy by a policy of armed struggle

58, Ibid., p.13.
590 Ibido. pol~o
60, 1Ibid., p.3¥7.
61‘. Ibidq, p)’.}.?-}?.
62. Ibid., pp.54-56,
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against the natibnal bourgeoisie when therevolution in chtﬁa
became an agrarian revolution and the natfonal bdourgeoisie
began to desert the revolution.63 Stalin aleo tried to answer
Trotsky's criticiss in his spesch, to the ECCI. 'The bdasic
error of Trotsky', Stalin stated, ‘was that he under esti-
mated the agrarian revolation in Chine, did not understand
the bourgeois democratiec character of revolution, deniesd the
existence of the preconditions for an agrarian movement in
China embracing wany millions and under-estimated the role

64 Seotion IIX of

of peasantry in the Chinese revolution',
Stalin's specech bears the titie, 'The Right Kuomintant in
Nanking which massacres cosmunists and the Left Kuomintang
in Yohan which maintaine in alliance with the coumunt:ts’.65

Stalin's difference of the two wings of Kuomintang
proved to be extremely shortliived, It was in July 1927
whon the Left Ruomintang also expelled the communists,
thereby completing 2ll the preconditions of the theoretiocal
iaversion. |

Despite Stalin's defonce of Cominters's polioy im the

Chinese revolution, the confusion surrounding the events

were not oaciiy cleared, Ywhile Stalin has put all hlame on

63. Ibid oy 9.670
6“. Ibid (X} po?’l
65. Ibid., P.75.
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CCP for the {;lure of Chinese revolution, Haithoox on

the contrary smphasises that the ténlt l1ay in the funda-
mental policy of the Comintern - 'that the principal aims
of the Comintern in chinn was the elimination of the
imperialist influence, especially British influence, rather

than the promotion of uonmunisu.66

Comintern's strategy for

China was devised keeping in view the Soviet Unfon's worlad

war struggle against Western imperisiist povers, ilaithoox's

oriticism 19 not without base; hecause when the loadership

of the Kuomintang, being supported by the Comintern, proposed

that ‘the Comintern should be joined by Kuomintaong', the

Comintern rejected 1t, The Comintern though provided

support to the Huouintang, then a national revolutionary body,

dcoidod against Kaeomintang's joining the Comintern on the

ground that 'i1t was not &8 communist organisation'.67
A similar view is expressed by d'Encsusse and Schram,

'.eeStalin’s Chinese policy was nothing more than a tactical

manoeuvre in the framexork of his foreign poliocy. He

attached no value whatsoever to the nation &s such - unless

it de Russian nation...By pushing the CCP in close collaboration

with Kuomintang and acting as its sudbordinate, Stalin thus

cgontributed to opening & Pandera's box which his suecessors

- S

66. mithﬂox' John P‘tricko‘ op.clt.. puGOQ
67. Sobolev, A.1. & Others, OHCI.. 9-252.
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I

have still not cuccéaded in elouinz'.ss‘couaenting on
Stalin's May 1927 speeoh_to the students at the Sun Yat-Sen
University, referred to adove, these authors ridicale
'Stalin's sandeavour to demonstrate with incomparable
ponderous casuistry, that the Comintern had foreseen every-
thing two years earlier'.69 These #ntbor- point out that
again in August 1927, when the Left Kuomintang had broken
with the communists, Stalin's advice to prosote collabo-
ration with the remnants of the 'revoluntionary Kuomintang',
bad 'naturally once agein presented the history of Chinese
revolution as a ballet perfectly planned in advance by
00-1ntern'.7o These aﬁthors hold that even Trotsky, despite
his oriticisms of Stalin's Chinese policy, had little under-
standing of the specific problems of the Chinese revolution,
and in particular of the importance of the national tao‘tor.71
They, hence, opine that Trotsky was no more capahle than Stalin
of leading Chinese revolution to victory., Stalin sacrificed
the Chinese revolution to the security of Hussia's frontiers,
Trotsky sxould have brought abdbout anm oqnuilz great disaster

by attributing to the Chinese proletariat a force which {t

did not possess...the true solution xas to be found by

68, Gcgrﬂ- Staart and d'Boncausss, Helene Carrere, op.cit.
p.63.

69. Ibido ] po !55.

70. Ibid,

71. Ibid., p.56.
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certain of the Chinese communists who were the most profoundly
rooted in the life of their own country.'72 There was & change
in the Chinese assessment of the Comintern and Stalin's role
in the Chinese revolution of 1925-27,after Stalin's death.
This has been brought out ﬁy Schram and d'Encausse who wrote
'‘Fifty years later, even as they {the Chinese leaders) defended
Stulin agajiost XKhrushehev's attacks, they recalled that they
had led the Chinese revolution to victory despite the'errors'
of the Soviet leaders.73
Chen Po-Ta, writing in 1930, has tried to prove that
the altimate succ¢ess of the Chinese revolution under the
oslebrated leﬂdership of Mao Tse~Tung has been made possidble
by applying Marxism - Leninism {p the problems bf Chinese
revolution. It was a basic “arxist~Leninist appraisal anpd
apalysis that 'the Chinese revolution is a part of the
proletarian socialist womld rcvolntioa'.7~ By using the
teachings of Marx, Engels, Lenin, Chen Po-Ta holds 'Mao
developed this basioc viowhoint and led the Chinese revolution
in the correct direction'.75 Considering the weekness of the
Chinese bourgeoisie, when Stalin wrote in 1926 *,..1t follows
from this that the role of initiator and guide of the Chinese

revolution, the role of leader of the Chinese peasantry muwst
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72, Ibvid., p.56.
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1ncvi§ab1y fall on the Chinese proletariat', Mao Tse~-Tung
also said ',..History has proved that the Chinese bourgeoisie
is unadbled to fulfil this responsiblity, which consequently
cannot bnt fall on the s woulders of the proleturtat.'76 _

Mao applied to semi~colonial China the law gov:rnin;'tho
aneven economic and political development in various capitslist
oconntries, as expounded by lenin and Stalin, and by making
a right apalysis of concrete conditions he drew & series of
eonhrenenazve conclusions - that the economi¢ and political
devealopment of Cﬁina was extremely uneven which gives un-
evennecss in the development of revolution, that it xas possi-
ble for the revolution to take advantage of the weﬂkﬂehi'of
the enewmy to viotory first in the rural arsas, and that it
was possible fo establish long~term revolutionary dasis there,

Mao fegardod the opinion held by the Comintern in 1927
that the character of the Chinese revolution remsained bhourgeois
democratic as ‘completely eorroct',77 and said "the struggle
wirich we have gone through verifies the truth of the opinion
of the Cominters’, Mao, like Lenin and Stalim, advocated the
theory of continuous development of revolution and not the

Trotakyite theory of permanent rovolution'.7°!ho process

76. Ibvid., p.31,
77. Ibid., p.77.
78. Ibid., p.78.
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through which Mao has integrated Narxism-Lenivnism with the
concrete practice of Chinene revolution is also the process
through whieh the Comxzunist Party of China have heen increasingly
Bolshevised, Mao has often said that without a Bolishevised
party of the Lenin-Stalin type, the victory of the Chinese
revolution would be inpo:nxble.79

The shift {n the Comintern's polioy came officially in
the Sixth Congress wxhich wonld seem to have & paradoxtcal
relation with Trotsky's line, despite Trotsky's coriticisms
of the tactics adopted by the Sixth Congress, in which he
'saw a door far too freely opened to collakoration with the
bourgeoisie, despite all the precautions taken ian the forsation
of the thesio'.so Presenting his report at the Sixth Congress
Bukharin susmed up the point of view of the Comintern:

‘Here we can in retrospect deal once again with

some of the major prohblems of the Chinese revo~

lution, The Comaunist Party of China, as all of

you know, has suffered & severe defeat, This is

a fact, The question aArises, was this defeat &

result of the wrong tactics pursued by the Comintern

in the Chinese revolution? Perhaps it was indeed

inexpedient to have entered into a bloc with the

bourgeoisie; perhaps that was the original sin, the

basic error, which determined the other errors and

gradually, step by step, brought about the defeat
of the Chinese proletariat?' (81)

79. Ibid,, p.B8A, '
80, Schram, Stuart and d'Encausse, llelene Carrere, op.cit,

p.59.
81, Claudin, Fernando. The Communist Movement, Penguin Books,

London, 1975, pp.21h~5.
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Bukharin's answer to the guestion raised at the Sixth Congress
wes also in his report, as follows:

*On the %xtiole, it ie not the main line of tactics
that was at fanlt, dut the political aotions and
the practical application of the line pursued in
China,. Firstly, at the beginning of the Chinese
revolution, in the perfod of collaboration with

the Kuomintang, our mistake was that we did not
sufficliently criticize the Zuomintang., Instead

of being 8n ally, our party was at times on
accessory of the XKuomintang. Secondly, the
Communist Party of China failed to understand the
change that took place in the objective stituation,
the transition from one stage to anothor., Thus,

it was possible for a time to march together with
the national bourgeoisie, but at & certain stagoe

of development it was nocessary to foresee

imminent changes...Thirdly, our party at times actagd
48 a8 brake on the mass movement, a brake on the
agrarian revolution, aud & brake on the ladour
movement. These were fatal blunders and, naturally
they helped to bring about the defeat of the
Coamunist Party and of the Chinese proletariat,
After A wiole series of defeats the party set to work
resolutely to rectify its opportunist bhlunders.

But this time, as frequently happens, sowe

comrades Tell into the other extreme., They did

not prepare uprisings with sufficient care, they
displayed glaring putschist tendencies and
adventurism of the worst typs.'(82)

This is an excellent summary of the political mistakes which

led to the defest of the Chinese revolution of 1925-27, Claadin
however, inserts two corrections in this {a) that the mistakes
lay in the Gouinter;Anain'lint of tactias and not 10 the
practical application of the line (b) that the texm!'Chinese
Communist Party'should be rend a&s the 'leadership of the
Gonintern“in Bukharin's report at the Sixth Congress.S83
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82, Inid., p.275.
83. Ibid,
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As a result of the Sixth Congress Theses, the national
bourgeoisie wan, for sll practical pn}poses. dropped from tha
revolutionary bloc, though for the timwe being, and considered
sn enemy, Proletarian hegemony was no¥ considered & presise
of success., But there iaa still a big difference. It was
ahout the nature and content of the revolution., The Comintern
1ine believed that the stage of revolution was still dourgeois-
democratic, though the bourgeoisie itself had soattied from it,
&s 1t had done in other cases, Not so for Trotsky. He
considered the stage itself a5 one of Soocialist rcvolution.'*
The theses also noted that '"the hegemony of the proletaris
i{u the pationslerevolutionary movement finally fmpelled the
native hourgeoisie into the oamp of rcaction;ss Later on,
the agrarian revolution forced even the petty-bourgeoisie to

86

do so, This anzlysis was wore of an imposition of a pre-

conceived plan, & reading of the inevitable line of history of
all colonies in the frustrations snd possibilities of the

Chinese revolution, a strangely unilinear theory of the
87

futare.
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84, Mao's understanding of the Chinese Revolation of 192%-27
is Just the ovposite of Trotsky.

85. * Comintern and thke National + Colenial Quastion,

I cPidFabTica€T3F, New Delhi, p.61,

. 1biad,

87. Xaviraj. Sudipta, The Marxist Argument - A Trend Report
in the 3urvey of Rescarch in Poi’ﬁieaf Science, ICSER,
New Delbi(to be publisued)
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Roy's Expulsion from the Comintern

Roy's expulsion from the Comintern in 1929 was related
to Stalin's offensive 8gainst Bukharin and the Right opposition

88 Although persons close

rather than to Trotsky's demise.
to Roy At that time have indfcated that Stalin was displeaned
with Roy's work in Chins, yet it is not correct to concluds

as North & Eudin bave dope®  that this was the principal

cause of his expolsion. North and Eudin have suzgested that

floy was poasibly saorificed by Stalin ‘as a mtjcr scape-goat
for the China dedacle., Soxe one had to assume the responsibie
1ity for Comintern failures and although {n these circumstances
Stalin was undoubtedly as much at fault as any one, Roy was
held accountablo.'go To make this hypothesis plausible, these
authors suggest that 'soon after Woy's return from China, the

91 However this

Comintern salary to Roy was suddenly cut off,
view has been oriticised by Hnithoox’z due to Roy's claim that
& joint commimsion of the Fresidiam of the ECCI and the

Political Bureau of the CPSU ‘'appointed him to resceive & report

of the happenings.ot China® on his return, 'passed a resolution

8. " DRIThcox, John Patrick, op.cit., p.77.

89. North, Rebert C. A Eudin, Xenia S.op.cit,, p.128,
90, Radical Humanist, 12 Jaly 1959, p.332,

91, Nor?h, Hohart C, & RBudin, Xenia J,., op.cit., p.126,
92, Baithcoox, John Patrick, op.ctit., p.77.
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which did rather credit to we (Roy)'. It is, of course, not
possible to check the veracity of this claim, but his (Roy)
ohallenge 'to produce one single sentence from any official
docament of the Comwunist Icternational' censuring his role
in China has never been uat'.g3

- Aftexr Chipa, it might well have been possible for Roy
to coniinue to serve the Comiontorn, albeit &n & less ma jor
role, had 1t not been for shhsequent events, It should be
rewewbered that although Borodin returned frem Chiua in
disgrace, he sunaged to salvage hio career, He later served
in a soccession of government posts until 1945, when he “
fell viotim to Stalin's postwar purgo.gh

Thus oy was not imwedintely expelled from the Cnmintern

after the Chinese debacle, Publiely 3talin defended his
China poulicy and placed the blame for the catastrophe in
China entirely on tke shouldexs of the Chinese comuunists
for allegedly failing to implement Comintern dirsctives
urging them to promote agrarisn revolutior. Even Bukharin's
report au the Sixth Congres- referred to above did not put
&ny blame on Koy. At the 3ixth Congress, Bukhsrin also put
all blame on CCP for the failure of Chinese revolution. The

CCY was ‘'accused of having first gone too far in the dirasction

T W W Ay $Oh O o

93, Roy, 4.N. My Experionces ia China, op.cit., p.53,
9%, Borodin was given & 1ife sentence in a concentration

camp. He died in 1651, presumably while serving his
sentence in & Siberian lahour camp,
faitacox, John Petrick, op.cit., p.77.
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of an alliance with the bourgeocisie (overestimating the foroe
of the latter) and then having underestimated the foroce of
the bourgeoisie spd indulged in revolutionary adventurism,
pure and ainplu'.gs Hloxever, on his return from China to
Moscow, Noy was not received hospltadbly. Hoy had deen
certain that he could explain his actifons tn China to Stalinm,
but he waa denied the opportunity. Stalia refused to receive
him., Friends were few at the wmoment Stalin's favour was
withdrawa. Though foy attended the Ninth Plenus of the
RCCI (February 9-2%5, 1928), yet hn}contrary to his expeotations,
was not alloved to present his views on the guonti@ﬁ. Also
in his obsence there had been an 'unofficial conference of
all the exparts'! on China question and this was oune of the
nain items op the agenda of the Plenum,

Though am official cause for the expulsiom of Roy from
the Comintern Las heen mentioned as his series of articles
on the topic 'The Crisis in the Comintern' which apneared in
ithe Br%?ler Journal, Cagen den Strom - the theoretical organ
of the Cerman Oppositionists, vet this should not be taken
as tihe real casuse of his expualsion., The cause given for
uis expulstion iu the Inprecor reada in part:

*In accordance with the resolution of the Tenth

Plenum of the ECC! on the fnternstional sitoation

and the tasks of the Comintern, Paragraph $, and

the decisions of the ECCI of 19th Dz2cember 1928
according to which adherents of the Brsndler
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95, Schram, Stuart & d'Sncansse Helene Carrere, op.cit.,
P.57.
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organisation cannot be wembers of the Comintera

the Presidium of the ECCI declares that Roy,

by contridbuting to the Brandler press and supporting

the Brandler organisations, has placed himself

outsi{de the ranks of the Communist International

and is to be considered as expelled from the

Comuunist International', (96
In the 1930 edition of the Bushaia Sovetskaia Entsiklo-
pedia stated that Roy was officislly designated as a
'ronegada'.97 As against the above stated official cause of
Roy's expulsion, one anthorga holds that Noy's difference
~with the Comintern on the role of the hourgeoisie in ocolonial
countries wasg not new, and his 'contributiom to ths Brandler
press was the result rathor than the cause of his estrangement
with the Communist International', He fell into disfavour
of the Comintern authorities hefore his contribution to the
Brandler press., At first he was silently dropped without
any formal notice of expulsion., Under such circumstances
he raised his voice through the Brandler Fress which brought
about his formal expulsion, A’ Roy himself wrote!

'I was not declared a 'renegade’ and placed outside

the pale of the official International so long as I

did not speak out my disagreement. The gag of silence

%as imposed upon me, the all-mighty appratus depriving

me of all the me2ns of expression. In other words,

for the unpardonadle corime of independent thioking

1 would have been quietly buried into oblivion, had
I not dared raise my voice!, (99)

96, In recor, Vol. 9, N°o69' p.1470.

97. Hsgihcox, John Patrick, op.oit.,

98. Bhattacharjee, G.P., Evolution of Politieal Philesophy of
M.N. Roy, Minexva Associates, CAlcutta, Warch 1971, p. 53

99, Yoy, M.N., Our Differences, pp.42-3.
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Another ftactor, apart from the Chinese debacle, that
might have influenced the attitude of the Comintern towards
Roy was the damaging account subatitted by S.N, Tagore to the
Comintern authority inm 1927 about the Communist movemeut in
india, From the account himself atated by Tagoreioﬂtuo
charges against Roy come into being namely (1) Roy must have
misappropriated the Comintern's money and (i1i) must have
deceived the Comintern authorities by magnifying the number
of the Communists in India, There 1s some gquestion, however,
about Tagore's credentials and tho-éredlbility of his report.
Hle had left India in April xithuut consulting any of the
ieaders of the Hengal party or informing the Central Comuittee
of the CPI, Moreover he had a personal motive in uminimizing the
influence of %oy and the communist movement in India. He
hoped to play a large role in communist activities in India

and andoubtedly saw his chance when he heard of Roy's

100. 'Piantnitsky, the then Geperal Secretary of the Central
Committee sent for Tagore and had a long talk regarding
the work of the Communists in India., It was evident
from the talk that quite a different pioture of the
Communist activities in India had been presented to the
Comintern by M,N. Roy. Tagore told him that the actual
number of Communists in India in those days, d41d not
eliceed wmore thap a dozen...That hardly any money had
been received in Indias from the Cominterm through FRoy
and that the growth of the communist movement was
tremendously handicapped due to the lack of money and
11iterature!?.

Hathcox, John Patrick, op.cit., pp.80-81,
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political difficulties., Hi» bhias is strongly evidemt in his

hooklet, 'Historical development of the communist movement in

India', a work which casts consideradble doubt on the reliabdility

of its author's testimony. Among his errors are the asgertions

that as late as 1927 a communist party had not been formed

in Indis and that it wae not until after his expulsion from

the Comintern that foy began to raise objections to Stalin's

policies. The communist movement in Indis was a secret movement

and Tagore was not in it from the heginning, It is hence likely

that he was not awvare of all the facts of the Communist

movement in India, Muzaffar Ahmed writes that when Tagore

left India for Europe, he had no knowledge of the Communist

wovement in India as & wvhole though he was somewhat acquainted

with the movement in Dengal and that thuﬁcport submitted by

his to the Communist International was'a figment of his

1-l¢inltion'.101
The commwnist movement in India, it {sirue, suffered frow

lack of funds and there was a good deal of misumderstanding

about it between ROy and his cowrades in India., But Roy

had to work under great difficulties and had to spend & good

desl to send communist lit-rature and journals te India

through clandestine channels. Also Roy meither saint nor

sinner. He had many admirable gqualities and sowme human

WD A -

101, Haithoox, John Patrick., op.eit., p.83,
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weaknesses also. In his Comintern days, he struck many as
brilliant, but arrogant.a fact which is regarded as
incomprehensible by his associates in India who knew him only
after he had melloxed considerably, Nor was his personal
conduct always ahove reprqycb. In his political activities

he was often guided by the maxim that the ends justify the
meaAns., Thus he was not fastidious abount his source of fuoads
as long as it supported causes in which he believed, Again,
the inflation of party figures, as Plasnitsky's reports
indicate, was common practice, partly due to the revolutionary
seal and partly to make a good {mpression. It must he
presumed that Roy was not ismune to this temptation. Tagore's
charges of misappropriation of funds is another ma tter and
difficult to sustain. Therefors, sober students have no

other alternative than to accept the conclusion of Overstreet
and Windmiller that *it is not fair to accuse him of mis-
appropriation of funds, on the basis of theevidence presently

availablo’.102

Also Roy did n~t lead & luxurious life. His
possessions were few, hesides hooks and clothes. From the
moment of his break with the Comintern he was without resources
of his own, but was dependent upom the support of his friends

in Burun.m3 Moreover xhen the occasion required it, he was

102. Overstreet, Gane D. & VWindmiller, Marshall, Comwmunism inm
India, University of California Press, Los Angles, 1959,
po§§0

103. Letter from lLouise Geissler to Haithoox,
liai thoox, John Patrick., op.ecit., p.313,
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'Qgpablg ot greﬂt sacrifice in the interest of principles and
awu;s;‘.e.ﬁ-he- held dear, Thus, in late 1930, hecreturned to India
despite the warnings of his fricnds that this weant almost
certain arrest and imprisonment. After bis release from jail,
he never achieved any degree of affulence, as visitors to

his Dehra Dan residence can attest, The house in which he lived
with his wife Ellen from 1936 until his death in 1954 was

not owned by himself but by the Indian fenaissance Institute,

an organisation formed by Boy and his close political
associates,

Tagore's charges, whether true or not,msust have influenced
the authorities of the Comintern., Tagore's report, regardless
of its reliadbility, msust have Been welcomed by Piatunitsky
for several readsons « it was grist for his wmill, and 1t might
be useful in fbe forthoowing cumpaign to discredit Bukharin's
ideological comrades within the Comintern. Furtheramore
Plataitsky and Hoy had never heen on good terms,

Perhaps Roy's downfall from the Comintern was also related
to the power siruggle within the CPSU, foy himself was
pro&ided a8 clue to this when he wrote:

*the viotim of some iaternal intrigne, the history

of which had better not yet %o written publiely,

The desire of the Communist Party of Great Britaia

to establish its protectorate over the Indian

Communist movement had & good deal to do with it,

The internal struggle of the Russian Commanist Party
also contributed to my victimization',(104)

104, %0y, M.N., Our Differences, p.iv.
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It was Roy's freely expressed viexs on India that clashed
with Staiin'l post 1927 colontal pnliqy and which imsadvertantly
placed him in the camp of Bukharin and other opponents of
Stalin within the CPSU, Even during the life time of Lenin,
70y had been fdeologically closer to Bukharin, the leader of
the Left Communists, Roy described Bukharin as 'the most
lovable of all the Bolsbevik leaders'.'® notn noy ana
Bukharin modified their viexs constderably in the mid 1920s,
so}thnt when Stalin adopted akiddle position in 1926-27, they
represented for this drief perfod, the dominant viewpoiont
in the Comintern. Both Bukharip and Soy continued to modify
their views in response to cxteraal changes, so that after
Stalin veered to the left in 1927, they found themselves, for
the first time, in the right wing of the communist movement.
After securing the defeat of Trotsky and the Left
Opposition, Stalin began an offensive against Bukharin and
his group, which represcnted the last remaining challenge
to his authority in the communist party. Roy's expulsion
coincided with the eclipse of Bukharin's influence in the
communi st nove-cét. In addition te supporting the more
moderate forces xithin his party, Dukharin tried to protect
the right dissidents in commsunist pattie: abdroad, lie vas
opposed to the suppression of opinion either within the
Soviet: Party or the Cominters and reminded his fellox party
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105, Roy, M.N., Memoirs., Allied Publishers, Delhi, $964.,
p. 498, '
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menders of the words which Lenin had once addressed to him
8nd Zinoviev 'If you are going to expel All the not very
obedient but clever people, and retain only the obedient

fools you will most assuaredly ruing the party'.‘oé

But for

the assistance of Bukbarin, Hoy would not have been able tn'
leave Moscow in 1928, IBoy's artioles attacking the leftward
trend in the Comintern continued to appear in the offic!al
organ of the Comintern, the International Press Correspondence,
until March 1929, due to Bukharin's support to hims and until

Bukhario was removed from his post as gditor of Pravda,
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106. Ingrenor., VOI.B. NDO?O, pp01267-77.
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CONCLUSION

Though the Seventh and the last Congress of the
Comintern (July 25 - August 21, 1935) is not within the
purview of this study, yet the decisions of the Seventh
Congress signified a roturn to the stragety of droad umited
fronts advocated by Lenin in the Second Congress. The Congress
worked ont a new orientation for the communist wovement -~
the policy of uanited workers' and broad popular movements
for dedling with the anti~-fasciet tasks and openad &p new
prospects for advance towards the socialist stage of the
revolutionary struggle.

On the National + Colinial Question, the Seventh
Congress reversed the sectarian formulations of the Sixth
Congress and came to appreciate the role of the national
bonrgeoisie., It was held at the Congress that for wmost
of the colonies and sewmi-célonies, the first step of & trauly
popular revolution would necessarily be the natioutlrllhc{f—
tion stage of the struggle spearheaded againet the imperialist
opﬁrc-ié}. To ensure the suocess of the anti-imperialist
revolution, the comsunists had to work for an anti-imperialist
united front in the oppressed countries. The Congress sharply
oriticised the views which regarded the national bourgeoisie
of the colomies as wholly pro-imperialist and xhich demanded
of the communists that they make the organisations of the

national bourgeoistie the main targets of their attack,
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The General Secretary of the Comintern, Georgli Dimsitrov
said in bis report on India: 'In India the coemunists have
to extend support and participate i all anti-imperialiet
mass activities, not exoluding those which are under national-
reformist leadership. While osintaining theirxr political and
organisational independence, they must oarry on active work
{nside the organisations which take part in the Indian
National Congress, facilitating the prooess of crystalli-
sation of a pational-rovolutionary wing among thewm, for
the purposs of Turther developing the nattonal«revolutionary
movewent of the Indian peoples against British imperialism’',
Wang Ming's report at the Congress on the revolutionary
movemwents in the colonial countrics also contatned a section
ou India, In his report, Wang Hi&g stated that the Indian
comnunists committed a miatake by not participating in mass
demonstrations organised dy the Indian National Congreess...
that the communists bave isolated themselves from the waas
anti-imperialist struggle... that they had shown a great
lack of understanding of united fromt tactics »y putting demands
like 'the establishment of an Indian workers' and peasants’
soviet republiuvs, confiscation of all land belonging to
samindars without compensation’, The Heport now eneouraged
the CPI to formulate popular demands which could serve as
a platform for a brosd anti-fuperialist united froant--- demmands
like liberation of all politieal prisoners, ubolition of all
extraordiniry laws, agsinst the lowering of the wages,

against burden-some taxes, against confiscation of peasants'
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lands for non-payment of debts and obligation, for the
establishment of democratic rights,
The proposals for &n anti-fmperialist peoples' front,

in the spirit of the Seventh Congress, were formulated by

Majni Palme Dutt and Ben Bradley in tho famous Dutt-Bradley
Theses, Which were published in Inprecor on February 29, 1936,
These theses revalued the nature of the national bourgeoisie

in Indis and etated 'The Indian National Congress has undoubtedly
achieved a8 gigantioc task in uniting wide forces of the Indian
people’for the national struzgle and remains today the
principal existing mass orzanisation of many diverse elements
seeking pational liberation. Nothing should be allowed te
weaken the degree of unity that has been achieved through the
Naotional Congress...' The Theses pointed ount that the Congress
is not yet the united front of Indian people in the national
struggle, which it shall becoms when the mass organisations

of workers' and peasants', the trade unions combine together
with the National Congress to make & broad united nstional
front capable of developing as & real anti-imperialist peoples'
front. For this, the Theses provided the essential minfmum
programee as (i) consistent struggle against imperialism...

for complete independence (1i) active struggle for vital

needs of the masses, to forge unity of all forces of National
Congresa ;ud other mass organisations in a common platform,

The Theses linked u§ the programme of the fight for fndependencs

%ith the {mmediate political demands of the struggle against
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imperialism and with immediate demands of the worke:p and
peasants for their vital needs.

Besides, the CPI also published fllegally in 1936 a
dooument on the united national front in which the Party
called upon its memhers to Jjoin the Congress and enrol
masses under their influence in the Congress. It called
for collective affiliation of Trade Unionshnd kisan organi-
sations to the Congress. It proposed to give a revolutienary
direction to the natfonal movement by concrete action of the
left forces within the Congress as also by independent mass
action outside 1it.

It is 4iftficult to agree with some eritics of CPI who
state that the CPI was basiocally a foreign implantation and
worked only at the behest of the Comintern, that it was rather
an appsndage of the Comintern. It is understandable that
the CPI worked under the general guidance of the Comintern
tactics, dbut not in subservience to it., The CPI's main
concern was the national politics while the Comintern's
main sphere of activity was international politics. The
Comintern had 1fnk with the CPI only on issues in which the
international politics influenced the national politiouAtu
the colonial world, ineluding India. Bven in that, Lenims
has always stressed to take into account the historical
.pcoiticity in each case. The whole discussion at the Second
Congress of the Comintern was dominated By this theme. The

faglure of the communist wovement in India till early 1930e,
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g
can infact be attributed to the wrong understanding of the
Comintern line of the Second Congress dy Jondian cohmuniatn,
including Roy. Right from the beginoing, Roy a&dvocated an
ultra-left sirategy denonncing the role of the national
bourgeoisie, denying completely the anti-imperialist
potentiality of the national bourgeoisie end insisting that
communi:t leadership be established over thé 1iberation
movement from the very outset. All this was conducive to
a rather long~time isclation of the early Indian cormunists
from the National Cougress, the meases and rendered impossible
the unification of various groups of the Indian revolutionary
activiste on a single anti-imperialist platform. Roy and
his adherents, though, met opposition from Lenin and others
at the Second Congress, yet the Comintern did not déatate
terms to the CPI, If the CP1 had been dictated to-by the
Comintern, atleast the communist movement in India till early
19308 wonld have had a comparatively greater chance of success.
Subjectively, Roy and his adherents were honest and upright
people, passionate and staunch fighters against British
colonial rule, sincere in their beliefs; they passionately
desired to simultaneously overthrox all their oppressors,
&g the Bolsheviks in Russia had dome. Objectively they
reached erroneous conclusions. They belicved that (T this
had been achisved in an ecomomiocally hackward country like
Russia, where the peassantry predominated, it could be possible

in India too. The weakness of the early communist movement
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was so transparent that the Three-~Party Letter of May 1932
stated 'the rapid formation of the Communist Party is the central
task of the Indian revolation'., The significance of the
Seventh Congress lay in the fact that it once again proved
that Lenib‘a theses of the Second Congress were of persanent
nature though the trend of actusl events in India and in
other colontes had favoured Roy's sectarian formulations

over & short run. Even Roy had realised the weakness of his
formulations and after the Sixth Congress, he follwwed an
entirely nev and considerably less radical strategy., For

‘the Comintern, however, the reverszl of the sectariam formula-
tions of the Sixth Cougress and a new continuity with Lenin’s

line of the Second Congress came only at the Seventh Congress,
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