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It is o comoon assusption thet in the esrly phese of
their relations vwith India the Soviets took a rather violly
negative view of the political developments in Indla, This
_extranist sectarien Soviet spproech to Indish politics is
_generally believed to hove lasted until the desth of Stalin in
1953, aftervhich thers dagah to emerge a more positive viewv of
Indion political developnents resching its high watermark in
the yeer 1955 which witnesgel an exchmge of stote visits betvem
the two countries. The 20th Congress of the C.P.0.U, in 1956
set the final aseal of Ldeslogical confirmation over the new
course in Kremlin's policy towvards Indis. At sy rate the
bulk of omtenporary writings on Indo«-Sovict relotions spesk
of prevailence of the negotive Soviet approcch until st least
1952 shen some indications of the impanding chenge sppesred
tovards the close of Stalin's period.

The objest of the present study is to reconstruct nd
anslyss the Soviet view of Indim politicsl developments during
the 19U7-55 period, It geeks to delineats the vorious shifts
in the Sovist appraissl of the Indion scens with a viev to
fdentifying the motivating factors. The main thrust of the
study lies in deternining the eztent %o vhich the Goviet view
vas ocnditioned by the ideclogicel faotor scoelerating the social
rovolution in a former colony wmnd/or Beslpolitik gosls of the
U.S48.Rs In the reals of intemational relastions,
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Ihe study is wmeinly based on importmnt Soviet writings
published in the Soviet press znd Jjoumnals, officlol statssents,
 spesthes of Soviet landers mnd decusents of the porty congresses
vhich bove been scanel to recongtyuct tma' Soviet view and offer
a eritique of the sames 1 ao porticuloyly grateful to sy research
supervisor, Dr. Devendra Kaushik for h:l.c invalusdble guidence
in agﬂphﬁmg the study. The cuthor olso uishu to aexpress his
sincerest thonks to the staff mnd Librarisn of the Jawanarial
Behru University Library snd aleo of the Indian Council of
World Affsirs Library, Hev Delhd who generously halped me
vith necessary resexrch motsrials for this wrk. Lastly,
thanks are also Gue to My, R. Gubramanisn who drought this
dissertation into limdlight in a very short *Mno;‘

NEW IELNT {¥MAHAVIR SIKGH)
5th  October 1081
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S0VIET IDECLOOXCAL LEGACY s MARXISMLENINIGH
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1% hes becoe pather common to project the Horzist-
Leniniat thoory of Comnmiss as the opposite of naticnelisw.
MorzimseLeniniss hoo however Demn wrongly criticised for its
neative spproach to the national fector. It is forgotten
thet Morx had ridiculed the “supranstional® cutiook of the
Frenoh Proudhonists end some French sociologists 1ike Lofargue
vho ¢called nationclity an “entiquated?® prejudice, In the
Internationgl Councid of the First Intermnational in 1866 Morz
took the French uliroesgclclists to task for rejecting nationality
as e cutdated prejudics,’ ‘

The credit for sdvosating the idea of Bationsl self
detersination rightdy goss to Marx end Engols who slveys supported
the right of the oppressed pesples to indezendent statehood,
Thus Merx defended the Couss of Irish and Xtalimm iua-pmameq.a
Engels supportsd the independence of the coloniel pecples slsc.>
"Ho notion cann e fres if it oppresses others” =-. gaid !&arna"‘
1f ons of his enrly articles published for the first tise in
the Ul.B.6.7. I 1955 Engcle declared that the proletariat of
the oppressing country must jJoin forces with the national
liberntion movement.” Ihis ides was further developed by Marx
in his detter to Kuglemann (29 Novenber, 1869) end to Meyer
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and Vogat (9 April, 1870).°

~ But Marx end Engels supported the ceuse of national
fresdom in the overall intersst of the struggle for dexocracy.
It was for this resson thot wnile supporting the national
aspiration of Itely, Polmd, Gerpany @md Hungary vhile opposing
the woveomnt of the Crechs snd the Scuthorn Slaves as the latter
vere exploited by Tearim to further its remcticnery objectives
in Marops, 7They favowred the cause of Polish independence as
the separation of Foland from Bussia would have undersined
ths strangth of Tsariat Rissis ««e the gndurm of Buropesn
resctim, |

The firat Socliclist Internsational founded by Morx

included the right of nacional saif-determination in its
programme adopted in Septenber 1865, It declarsd the urgent
necessity of dliminating the groving infiuence of Russis in
Busope by assuring to Polend the right of self-deternmination
"iich bDelomgs to every other nstio®, 7The Lindon Congress
of the Sscond International olso confirmed the right of
national self-detgrmination in 1896, But the Congress in Poris
in 190C 414 not reiterate it whiles the inoterdm Conpress
in 190h repladed it by dwand for indepondences of the colonial
people Pto the extent compatidble with their stats of develop=
mont®, At the Stuttgart Conferencs it was Just confined to
a pious wish "to prepare the notives for independence®, ihile

| Qi S -
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Esutaky poid 14ip service t© it, Bsuer mnd Renner distorted it
into "oultursi-national sutonomy®,

Lenin vhio vas opposed to a geeral stand of unpitigated
Bostility towards nationaliss nesfed for making a scientifie
study of nationalism, 1.9., a concrete malysis of its concretse
forns snd not just sn ebstract discussion sbout it. In his
wihe boﬂ:gaoil naﬁmﬁm of =y amannd nation hss a general
dsmocratic content that 4s directed sgainst oppression; and
it is this content that we unconditionally support. At the
sene Sive we strictly distinguish 1t from the tendeicy tovards
nationsl exclusiveness...”

At the sone tise, Lenin in nay of his other works
espressed categoricel hostility to ey and all forus of nations
alisn. Thus for exasmple, he wrote that in Morxisis, "all
chauvinies md nationsliss vill £ind an imploccstle eremy o.."
He elso detlared thel Morxists "resolutely oppose nationalism
in 1) the forms ...”” Ihere appesr to e s contradiction
in the division of nationalise by Lenin into "progressive® and
Srezotionary® md his opposition to nationalism in &1l hig
forms. But Lenin distinguished Detween the raactionary essence
of nationaliem snd the possibility of its relctive progressivensss
in its concrote historical content, To hin in the finadl snalysis

7 Vi.hmin, Collected Horks, Vol.20, p.Wi2.
8 m’ %1.18Q p.lvm.

9 Idide, Vol.19, peShB.



‘nationslism conflicted with the taucly revolutionary tendency
ot the concrets historicel content of notioneliss t-hwgn .
Feated to ma deternined by ith rectionary essence vas sose-
thing considerchly broader. It msy in part sncompass relotively
progrescive Gemooratic elemats Yo which Lanin refarred to sv
meriting support. 1enin's essesszent of domooretic factors
in the aoncrete historiccl content of nationalism abould not
be nixed up vith the entive sootal phenomench of nationalism
shich is generally rasetionary. |
Narximmeleninisn pakes a distinction betwesn the
*national® and the "nationslist”, The latter is a "falce
oneesided snd egoistiopl reflcotion of the national™ whille
consistently opposing the notionelists for Lrying to shgolutise
the tronsient in the narrov class interest of the dminent
exploiting olass, Lenin clso criticised those scoinlists who
sought to counterpose the fight for "pure-sociclism™ to the
nationdl struggie, He wrote s "Io lnsgine that a sociad
revolution is conceiveble without revolts by suall notions in
the colonies d #n Europs, vithout the revolutionary cutbursts
of a section of the petty bourgeoisie with all it's prejudices,
without the rovement of non class cobacious proletsrim mda
seui-proletarian againet the oppression of the imdl@m.
the Chureh, the ponorchy, foreign notiome ett, e« 0 imsgine
this means ropuddoting. sooial Xevolutio. Only thoss who
inogine that in one plece e omey will line up snd gay, "we are
for sociolise®, md In another place snothey arsy will scy,
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"us are for imperislim®, snd thet this vill be the socidl
revolution, only those vho hold such a riduculously pedmtic
opinion, could vilify the Irish Heballdon by calling it a
‘putseht,  Whoever sapects a ‘pure! socisl revolution will
never 1ive 4o ses 4%, 5uth a person pays 1ip sexvice to
revolution without understanding vhat evelution h.m

Lenin put forth tha ides of spporting the reclly
revoluticnery bourgsois-demcratic forces in the colonies
subjeot to the condition of safeguarding the orgenisastional
ond idsological indspendunce of the Commnists. It vas
Lenin who formulsted the basis for the creation of an enti.
imperislist tnited frent, In the Golenisl Coumission of the
Segond Comsress of the Conintern Lenin joined issue with
M. Roy, Sosreti and Gultensode who ergued that the support
to the national movesent headed by the national bourgeoisie
wild Yonly lead to the weakeninzg of the proletorisn clessg
conscicusbess®. > Lenin on the contyary vished to see the
Comcunist in the oppressed countries to bgoonme the vangunard
in the strmggle for notionel independence, In his opinion the
avakening national consciousness of the oppressed people hed
a prcsx*eui.vh role,

| Lenin's advios to the Communists in the colonies

ron like this 3 "Tou will huve to Doss mrulr on tha
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bourgeois nationalisn which is avekening, and must awaken,
among thoss peoples, and which hos At's historicsl Juanfzcau
t100%'2 He Mlso vamed them sgainst the consequences of a
haasty attezpt to give Ma cormunist colouring to bourgeoise
demooratis 1iberstion trends in the bookward countries®,>3
Lenm dlvwgys plecded for a creative ssarch for more
effective forns end mems of styuggle for socioliss in conso-
mnence with naticnal conditions mnd urged the Commnists to
epply the general principles of soimtific sociclism In & way
that would “correctly modify these principles in certain
perticulors, correctly edopt end apply them to national snd
notional-stete distinctions®,™ Lenin also vrote, "all
nations vill arrive at socinlish ewe this 1is inevitable w==
but all will do so in not excotly the same way, saoh will
contribute something of Atsom to some form of deooraoy, to
sone voristy of diotatorship of the proletarist, to the varying
rate of social tYransfomations in the different cspects of soclal
119039
| Marzisp-lLeninisn subscribes to the principle of
Proletsrien Internstionsliss whioh however does not come in
the way of the Commmist Porties of the different countries

12 Vole Lenin, Sollectu

13 IbdGes Vol.31, pethd.

(L2 IbA8+y VOLa30, PPe161-62,
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kg V0le30, P«162,
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from taking a prominent part in the struggle for naticnal
freedon ond demoorssy. Ihe Intemationsl character of Conmmisn
is nothing but the carrying forward by the wrking class of
the banner of ths internctional brotheriood first raised ty
the bourgooisis shile fighting ogainst the feudal ponarchs
and tyrantss An smphasis on the basic ity of the working
class in differmnt countries does not memn disregerd for the
national specifics. |

The dielectical unity of the nationdl md the inter-
national, the national md the socisl 18 becoming wore snd
more Clear in the prasetsdgy conditions of the struggle of
the two world systems of Cupiteliss mad Sociclism, The fusion
in our epoch of the two interconnected tasks «=. smti.colonisl
{national) strmuzgle and the struggle for social progress has
resulted in the gmergence of a new type of revolution designated
in the Marxist literature as the national desccratic revolue
tich. 1In sany Third World Countyies the reslisstion of natiocnal
gonls through the despening of socidl changes has become
cheracteristio of the contemporsry process. JAnti imperialism
is shovwing signs of growving into anti capitelism,

| The October Hsvolution greatly chemged the interna-
tional environeent md ereated conditions favourable for the
foroation for the Third Intemational, Tho sssault
tuperialisn, vege slavery md colonial oppression, neeled
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| "Mg&ﬂab&&' and consolidation of forces on a world scale.

In Jwinary 1918 the first neeting for crgmising the
Conintern was hald in Petrograd followsd by another meeting
in Moscow in Jemuary 1919, On the evening of HMareh 2, 1919
the first Congress of the Comintern opened in the Kreslin.
Fifty two delegates from 35 orgasnisctions of 21 cowntries of
Eurcpe, Amsrica md Asis took part in it. Representatives of

-the opprassed peoples of Persia, China, Korea ond Turkey
participated in St, Ho represmtative from India however
participated in the Congrass.

The First Comintam Congress ¢i4 not adopt any Gocunent
an the colonial question but the guide lines of the Communist
Intemstionol stated in clear terss thet, “Ihe Comintemn
considers it it's obligzatory task to establish a perménent
and olose bond betwvern the struggle of the praleteriat in the
inperidlist coumntries mad the national lidberation movemant of
the oppressed peoples in the colonies snd seniscolonles end
to suport tus strusgle of the opprassed peoples to facilitate
the final breakdown of the imperislist worid system®,'d

Indie representatives were invited to the Second
Congress of the Conintem which met in Moscow in July 1920.

MoH+ Roy md his Americun vife Evelyn Foy participated as
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of ficial delegates fyoe the Commmist Party of Pexico., /Abani
Hukherji md H.P.B.Ts 4cherya wers delegates from British

India with no right to vote. Doy a foroer silitant nationalist
subscribing to the cult of violence ond armsed insurrection

vith foreign help to win Indis's &a@mmug scbraced Commmiasm
in a land far off of his countyrys A fonoy for the path of ,
armed striggle continued to baunt this "Bolshevik Brehmin®, Before
tha session of Congress Roy met lenin md dlscussed with

hin at length the sudject of Commumiost line regerding Indie

ad the countries of the Zast, Their approaches differsd

vidsly. Roy herped on the dichotomy of national md class
movenents as Lenin took en Integrated spproach. The role

ma place of Gendnisp &n cntl imperialist struggle was the

cruolal point of difference Detwesn the two. Koy records in

his mewotrs : "Lenin beligved that, as the inspirer end hadtr

of & nass wovenant he &Guﬁﬂh&} vas a revolutionsry. 1 M«
tained that as a religions and owlturdl revivalist he was

bound to be a resctionary soclally, hovever, revolutionary he
might eppear poditicaliy™."’

Roy baing the first Indien Commmnist to come in con-
tast with hiu, Lenin vas naturally sympsathetically inciined
tovards Hoy. He asked him to draft the supplemmmtary theses
for the Second Congress of Comintern, EBoviet acholar Remikov
discovered in the Party arehives Foy's original draft with

17 Halls Boyta Hemplrg(Bombayy 1964)y peShbe
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zms;mna changes nade in Ienintg hend, In the 1ight of this

dlacovery Roy's olaim that his original draft was sccepted

by Lenin vith only "verbal slterations® md adopted by the

Congress together with Lenints thesos is !iardly tanable,

It 1s clear frus o cormparison of the originel draft of Roy's
theses with it's mnended version as {inadly adopted, os well

as the racord of the proceedings of the plensry session of the

Congress snd of the Colonisl Commission of the Congress thab

the dterations nmade vers of a substontial charsoter and related

to such dogmetic formictions & contradicted the general line

of lLenin's theses. v say thot Lenin himself compromised with
the sectarian spp romth in Roy's theses 12 quits incorrect.

The only chonge which Lenin sgreed to meke In his theses was

substitution of the words Mational revolutionary® for the

"bourgeois democratie® movement waich wa® not a substential

change at all,

| The nmadn thrugt of Roy's secterian position ol the
Seactid Congress was that the Comintern and the Comzunist Parties
should not support t‘.ht:' "bourgeols demerstic notionslist
moversnte® which wers 1imited to small midfle closses but should
sxclusively concentrate cn the building of the Communist Parties
and developing the vworkers md peasents movements. FRoy slso
argued that "without breaking up of the colonial empirs in

‘the East, the @W of capitalise is not pﬁuma’.m

18 G ﬁdbmaﬂ.g @,,_mt s Vol.1, PP§1?B‘188!
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Lenin rejected this view and insisted that support to the
national 1iberation movesmnt suct bs combined with the fight
sgeinst the bourgecis dexocratic compromising tendencies ond
the struggle for uilaing indepemdent cless movement and the
Consunist Parties. Lenin's thoses oleo stressed the Necessity
of conbined action of the wrkers of Eurcpe fighting ogainst
cepitalim and of the peoples of the colomies fighting for
their national fresdom,

Despite his discgresnant with oy over the gppraisal
of the rising naoticnel movenent in India under Gendhi's
lendership, Lenin sgresd to give a fres hand to Roy to pursue
his favourite plm of leading a silitary expedition throwgh
Afghaniston to 1iberste India from the Eritish colonial rule,

Ray expected o raiss a nuclaus of the Indien libera-
tion ormy at Toshkent by giving military training to the Huslim
Hullaiixs who left Indin becmuse of the British stend ogainst
the Caliphate in Turkaye

During his brief stoy In Tashkent during the asutumn ond
ac¥ly vinter of 192021 Foy come for the first time faseto fove
vith the proctical problens of organising the Corenmist move-
owt in the Eagt a8 also the problens of sstoblishing proletsrisn
hegenony over ths rational struggle for lideration so energstie
cally espoused by him at the Seoond Congress of the Comintemn
Having quarreled with Achurya snd Abdu) Reb, Foy was cnlled
%ack to Moscov slongwith his other compatriots.
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In May 1921 when M5, Foy resched Moscow a delegotion
of Indim revolutionsries consisting of represmntatives of the
Berlin Comnittes was alresdy thers for tolks with the Comintem.,
Addl Rod md zchorys e3s5o Joined this group. The Indisn
national rewolutionariss stayed in Hoscov for four months,

They had swveral pounds of discussion vith merbers of the
Comintem Comnission, |

AccoTding to Roy the disopproval by the nationalist
revolutionaries of the formation of C.P.d, in Tashikent mnd
their denmnd for itts dissolution a» the condition for sny
cooperation geve a deadly blov to the talks in Moscov.r? FRoy's
socount hovever 18 not wholly satisfeotory snd is not coryoborated
by the sccount of Hoseov telks given by Bhupendra Nath Dutts,

Foy thus continuesd to direct Comintern's policy tovards
India. He sought to influence the non<cooperstivn movement
1ed by Oendhi from distont Msocow. If his experience ot
Testkent prompted him to take o more aamm approach to
social revolution in the colonies, the motive of consplidating
his personal infiluence in the Comintern led him to continue
his dognatis line touprds the bourgeois-led notionsl movement
in Indls.

Foy alternated betwaen a sectarisn and a realistic
sttitude tovards the nonecooperation movement, Foy seteforth
at Jength his idens obout ths Contemporsry Indisn society and

18 PPMHESHE9,
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the various forces operating in it in his book, India in
Lrongition which was pready in Qctober 1921 At ceme out of
the press in April 1922 after the vithdrowal of nohscooperas
tion movemant by Gandhi., In the preface of the German
edition of the book, Roy declarsd that the liberal bourgso-
isie would not plsy the rovolutionery role which the Europesn
bourgeoisie played in 18¢h and 10th omturies, Roy accused
the veakeinesd Indim bourgscisie of eonciuding en allisnce
_with imperialisn in retum for a promise of changes offering
it better possibilities to develop: a8 & class.®

It must howevsy de said to foy's credit that he never
atvocated on sxtresist adventurist line folloving the withdrawval
of the noneonoperatim noverent, He wonted e movement with
1o tax compoign to be continued upto a genersl strike all
mm' the country.

The Copintem failed 2o forge a mkm rdationship
with the Indimn nationslists during the phase of the first
mass strugele for nationel indepmdence in the post Horld War 1
pariod. This heppened napite of the existence of mn odjective
basis for cooperation betwesn the tw mnd tressndous sympathy
in Indis for the idesls of the October Revolution., Roy's assess-
matt of Gendhi end nonecoopsration movasent is generally orie
tioised by both Commmiat mnd noneCoewmmist writers. While
the snti Cormunist writers descyibe Foy's criticsl sttitude
tovards the national movement I Indie as {ypical of inherent
satipatly of Communism for nationslisn, Commmist scholars

——————— NN
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bave been oritical of him for his failure to forge a cooperas
tive relationghip with the nationalist movenent by distorting
the correct leninist line through his dogmetic wnd sectarian
approagh. 0Of course Roy undoubtedly plsyed the major role in
giving a secterion lmt to the Comintern's policy towsrds the
nationalist movenant. Yot 1t wuld be wrong to make Hoy solely .
responsitle for this. A zeslous wud youthful deciple of Lenin
that he vas, Foy must have been Mflvenced by ths nuster's
ramark about the Indion proletarists groving maturity. Roy's
zdstake ley in mechanionlly to India the Marxist ides of hege~
mony of the proletariat in the bourgeois democratic revolution
 which Lenin hud edcboreted o# far back as 1905 in his vork
“Twp F-otics of Socisl Demoorasy in the Demosratic Bevolution®,
" Later ony wiile cleboroting his idess on iwperisliss Lentn had
pointsd cut the sbaence of barrier betwesn the democrstis
(notimnel) nd soclalist Steges of the revolutimn In the nev
epoch which bad brought to the fore sot the bourgecis tut thae
prolstsriat,. |

Lenin's correct theoretical formulation on the dislectical
1ink between the neticnel and the socsal sspecte of the revolue
' tionary process notwithotanding, the Nanifesto of the First
Congress of the Comintemn in vhich Ray had not participated had
spoke of the naticnel ltberstionsl struygle "assuling on
explicitly spoisl cheroster”, m Theses on- the world utna;.sm
end the Tasks of the Counintern adopted at the Third Congress of
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the Comintern had aiso overrated the level of oppitalist
developaent in India m the scme monner as foy's book India
in _Tprmsition. It had stated 3 "Ihe vigorous developaent of
oepitalism in the Enst, particsulasrly Indis snd Chine has
created new sotial bases for the revolutionary struggle.
The bourgeoisic of these countriss tighteed thelir bonds with
foreign copital, snd g0 bocome an important instrument of its
ruls. Their struggle agoinst lmperialiss is essmtislly half
heartel mad feable, The grovwth of indigenous proletariat
paralyses the national revolutionary tendencies of the capita-
1ist bourgeoisis, but at the same time the vast peasmt ’
magses are finding ?ﬂ*alnttaxary leadsrs in the person of the
conscious comnmist vmwd“,a‘ :

Thus the Comintern failed to forge s working relatione
ship with the Indian sationeliste during the firet phese of .
baginning of the mass struggle for national Mndepondence A
folloving Vorld Wer I. DBoy ocontinued %o urge a complete break
vith the Indien notiondlists on the ground that bourgeols
nationalisn was bound to bacome conciliatory. At the Fourth
Congreas of the Comintemn he reiterated his standpoint, Withe
out direotly rejecting Lenin's idess sbout tactics of the
United Frnt Roy argued that the bourgeocisie could be the
vanguurd of the movenent in countries whaps it fought sgainst
faudaolisn,

21 Jmne B@raa (Ed,)y The Compmiat
meta, tondans 13Eb LRt
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Waile in India At fouzht not sgainst feudaliss dut
against forsign capitalism, Roy's theses on the colonial
question were tumed down by the Fourth Congress of the
Comintern, ¥hich oalled upoh Commmists to crganise trads
unicns in the colonisl countries md cooperate with bourgeois
sgenoies Struggling for notionsl 1ibderation®e In it's theses
on the Bastern question the hth Congress stated “... the
Commtnist Intemationd supprorts svery nationsl revolutionary
movensnt sgainat impericlism ,... 30 the conditions prevailing
in the ¥aat ... the slogen put forward is thot of the prole-
tarisn United FPront, but in the colonial east the diogen
that must be exphasised ot the preswnt time 13 that of the
antisimparisiist United Front ... & danger of on asgreenent
batvwesn bourgecis nationnlise md one or several rivel lmperiase
1ist povers is far greater in the seni-~colonial countries like
China or Persis, or in the countries which sre fighting for
theiy independsnce by exploiting inter-imperislist rivelries
1ike Turkey, thun it 48 i the colonies®

The Fifth Congress of the Comintern held in Swe-July
1924 issued u penifesto supporting the revolutionury movements
of the peoples of the Eusts The Congress reccmnended in a
resoluticn that the exscutive cowmcil of the Comunist Inter-
national mist espand direct contect with the "national movements
for m&pﬁm*ﬁv.& Roy it mey De pointed out opposed this

22 w«:; W&ﬁ‘?&a
23 Ihidas pP+393-
2 Iidss VoleIXy ppet56-9.
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resolution wid suggested "direot conneotion vith the masses®,2’
At the FATth Congrass, Foy was reprimstited by the Chairyan
of the Colonisl Comnission Msnulilsky for trying to chaliege
the leninist ocoures. Ho sald : "Some dwvictions wvere recorded
by the Comission. Roys &s st the Ssoond Congress exsggerated
the social movenent in the colonies to the detrinent of the na-
tiona) movenmnt ...« in regard to the colomial question Roy
roflects the mihilian of Ross Iuxmsburg. The truth 4s thet a
SJust proportion should de look for batm the sooial movemmnt
end the netional mvm@" 26 |
Upto the Fifth mw; foy's attempts at chnging the
correct Leninist lime of the Comintern an the colonial question
fatled. Thoush g himself did not sttend the subsequent sixth
‘otngreds, his views vers smplivoicsd Yty other dishard dogsae.
tists from Indis. Tuis Gizth Congress wad Churscterised ly
a struggle Detvewm two trenda, namely the Léninist line of the
Second Congress wnd the sectarign challenge posed by Hoy's
visvs. Speaking st the 20th Congress of the C.P.5.U. Kunsinen
the main spoaker on the Colonial question at the Gixth Congress
observed thirty years later thot the Sixth Congress line "had o
certain touch of sectarimiss® in regard to the nationsl boure
geoisie of the colonies. mnd seniscolonien,

. 26 M’ %1;.10; ng’ 12¢n mgust 19&, pet08.
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The rupturs of the allisics betwesn the Chinese Communist
Party md the Kuonintang o accomnt of the action of Chiang-Kal.
Shwk retulted In & DicKlash of o sectarion spproach. It served
as a base for the spprehension thet the national bourgecisis
wuld inevitsbly betray the cause of national liberation. The
Congress alzo stressed the hegemony of the proletariat in the
revolutionary soveneit of the colonies which memnt that it must
be achieved already st the anti-ioperialist stage of the struggle
vhes the naticnal bourgeoisie had not yet esvned the odius of
coming to o corpromise with isperialism,. It shoiuldd howaver De
said to the oredit of Kunsines that he dissgresd with those who
- nsserted that the nstionalist bourgsoisie in India had already
gonse over to the side of cownter Pevolution and united with the
inperislists. Kinsinen referred to the no tax campaign in Bardoli
conducted on Gundhi's instruction, Whe partioipation of the
Indien Notionsl Congress in the inti~Imperinlist Lesgus md
the slection of "Nehru Junior, s naticnedl revolutionory® es
gmersl seorstary of the Indim Nationgl Congress o exas;les
of certain revolutionery potentislities atill possessed by
the Indien naticnal bourgecisie.¥ The 1dea thot the national
_bourgeoisie vas bond to betrey the cause of nctionsl iberstion
vhich ves  Funning threat through all documents of the Sixth
Congress repraswnted o serious concession to 1eft sectarimimi.
Indien delegates to the Sixth Congress Bheukat Usneni end
Somendra Nath Tegor took oo extranely criticsl cttitude towerd
. Gandhi snd the Indisn Nabional Congress.

7 Ikides Ho 81, Hovomber 21, 1928, pp.1525«26,
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It wvas shenkat Usmend (Sikonder Sur) who called Gandhi
& “egent of impcrialisu®,®

‘This deviation however was corrected at the Seventh
Congress of the Comintern whioh reiterated the necessity of
a1l antie-imparisiist forces to unite. The Congress gave a cell
for the formation of wunite!l entieimpericlist front which was
to be the main task for the Communist meul_a‘gdt?mgm
cowntries. G.H. Dimitrov in his report to the Congress declared 3
#in India the Commnist must support, sxtend end participate
in all mti-foporialist aass activities, mi ezeluding those
which sre under notional Teformist leadership, while maintaining
their political mnd oFgmnisational independence, they must carry
on sctive work inside tho organisstion which take part in the
Indign Hational Congross fagilitating the prooess of orystalie
setion o:' a nstional rwnmmtim wing Am then, for the
purpose of further developing the naticnal 1iberation mowesent
of the Indisn pecples againat British impertaliss*.?? tne
leftist errors in the activity of the Commmist Party of India
wers pointed out by Weng Ming who Tefer to them as “m exaxple
of hoV not to caryy on the tactios of the United Natignel Front®,

Little progross hovever could be made in the task of
forging & united sntieimperiadist nationsl front becauss of the
videly divergent sttitude of the Communist wnd the Nationalist
towards the Second World Wer whioh Proke out in 1939, The
ochangs in the Conmmnist attitude towar gfter the Fagl invesion
- of the U.8.6.R. further sggravated fchcu differences.

28 Ibidle, p.ith8,
29 Qp Bmm?g
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CHAPTRR IX

SOVIET FERCEPTIONS OF MBGOTYAYICNS FOR TRANGFER
OF POWBR ARD PARTITION OF INDZA, 154647,



It vas the desire to fulflil their intermationalist duty
and uphold the causs of decocracy md socicliss in the fight
sgainst Pasoisn which prompted the Indisn Cosmmiste to take
s stand in favour of British military efforts in Indis to attain
vistory in a confidct in whish not only the fate of the U.8.5.R.
Mt of the entirs mnailty was involved. Hovever, the sophis.
tication of thelr argument was not likely to caryy conviction
with the Indisn sassss o enthusissticslly responCed v~ the
call of the Congress lesdership to boycott Pritaints mAitory
offort in Indis, 7This dooned the United front tactics of the
Comsunists. EBven their efforts in 194 to estsblish coopsration
vith the Indian Hationsl Congress with Cendhite help did not
succeed, The comunists hed to quit the Congress md thelr
relations with the notionsl movenment resained estranged during
the orucial phase of negotiations for transfer of pover lending
to the partition of the country. Ihis estrangexent was bownd
to infiumece the Sovist perceptions of these devslopments in
India t0 soms extent. ZThe chunging Intemational environmant
alsg conditisned these psroeptions.

It 13 wrong to sssert that becouse of wi alliance
vith Britain in the war and the growing differsnces bstween
the Commmists and the nationaliots in India the Soviet Union
did not toke much interest in Indian indepmndence. Nehru, it
may be recalled noted the olear distinction betwsen British
end Soviet wer aims in his Rlsogugpr of Indiae EHe contrasted
Churchil's shozdless declorstion about the nonespplicadility



of the Atimntic Charter to India with Stalin's declaration

of Soviet war ains.' Just two weoks after the outbresk of
the war, Soviet jouwrnsal Mayld Eoduomy snd iitic

the “mass sntisimperialist mmuaﬂw of the Imnm pwplc".
The same journal Carried sn artiols by Melmsn towards the end
of 1942 surveying the politicsl developments in India including
the "Quit India Movement® sympothetically. The suthor expre-
sned dissgreanent with the Britigh propegends which projected
the movement as pro-Jzpehiese. He pleaded for ending the
politionl deadlock to ssure full modilisation of Indists
resources for the wyar a!‘faﬂ»a The Communist Perty of India
continued to SUpport the war effort simed ot routing the mein
oeny, "Fosolm®™, while demaonding the release of the Congress
lenders md urging the wnity of the naotionsl forces.

When the war ended the Goviet Union was pravented by
1t's preoccupstion with the reconstruction of its devastated
stonosy =nd the nedd to ensure its security in the cold var
atmosphere from toking en active intersst in the developments
in Asia md Africa. The Comintern line of supporting United
front ection sgainst Smporicliss afopted at the Seventh Congress
shich cslled for joint action with the netionalists was still

1 mxa Sehru, Dissovery of India, {(Ccloutta
, 1946, p:zasw-ai‘ _ ’ .
2 Ses Binal Frasad's article “Bovut. Victory in the

Sscond World var snd ma&&" strug ? ¢ for Indepwdence”
in Histopo Victory, (Bombey, Hew Dahi, 1973), ppt23-Su.
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Ylid. At the Sm Franoclsco Confermcs of the United Nations
in Hay 1946 the Sovist foreign minister, Holotov, expressed
his happiness over the presence of @ Indisn ddegation mnd
stated ;3 "We Imov that the time will coms when the independmnt
voice of India will de head too".d
The poriod 194547 reprasented the tise of transition

towards Indioen independmnce. It is difficult to egres with
Anaricen scholars overstrest and Windmiller that the Soviet
Union displayed sn “indifferent attitude to Indian affairs
during this perdod®. ¥ uriting in esrly 1945, Dyakov described
the Congress as "undoubtedly a progressive organisstion’
Gendhi was portrayed by hin as "the most influetial) and

pular 1-&&“ in apite of the “slrong mmnt- of bockvardness™
whioh his philosophy bores’ In his article putdished in
Bolghevik Decenber 1945 leading Soviet comumtator, B. Zhukov
wvhile refering to the ingloeSoviateinsrican coslition as heading
the “forces of domooracy™, alsc urged that its programme be
wplied to the colonies.® Similorly, Adi. Dysuov in ancther
MMM pointed out the poradox of India, a meber of the UN.,
not being granted the rizht of self determination. He wrotey
"the faot that the colthies fontinusd to bs deprived of clementary
political rights creates afdinal hendioops in the mainSenance

A, IO " —-—M
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of internationsl pasce md sscurity® In his article referred
to above Zhukov had el warned that grenting of formel sovere
eignty to the colonies wnaccompanied by sconcaic indepndence
wild ohly De o mesk for their continued swdjugation as in
the case of UeSs == Fhilippines relutionship, Zhukov hed
however refruined from placing Indis in the same cabegory.
Though be did not identify the Indimn Mationld Congress
& the mbodiment of notiongl liberation movenmt, Dyakov pore
trayed the notionel 1iberation wovesmt as the strmggle in
wnich 12 classes in Indis with the exception of feudsl princes
wd & seotion of the big Jardiords had a part to play.l e
Soviet Indologist 414 not idntify the Congress leadership with
oy single closs @id confined hingelf to the observation thot
the bourgecisie played a large role in it, He even wnt to
the extent of Saying that the Congress aimed at complete indepen~
dwmce of India md thet 1b's sociel md sconomic projreume '
vas undey Indimn conditions “Progressive”, But Dyakov bastened
to add that 1t was not clear whethar the Congress would
decisively and continuously fight for achieving the gocls
the #indu Political lesders opposition to
put foyuxrd by it. Dyskov attridbuted to/Pakistmn o8 reflces
ting the strong urge of the dowrgooisie to contyol the woie
of the Indim market. GOtoting that the Congress stood for s
federative state, Lyskov took note of it's omission to concede
At's constituents the right to ssced. The Mumiin Lesgus

R

7 a.s akov ‘inda.; After the War", Xew lines, Jenus-
’ ? 19*&1 pe10s ' i
8 Adt. Dyaiov, “Sobressansis :nwa", iahtevik, (Febru-
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though given less attantion slso cone in for a sympathetic
reference a8 the "most influentisl Muslim orgenisation™.
‘e Congress was also oriticised for paying 1ittls heed to
the necds of the Huslivs, In a subssguat srticls Dyskov
described Nehsu as & Progreesive demoorstic® and praised him
for kis "in the main correct appraissl of the intemational
situsticn®. Patel md Bijendra Prassd on the other hand were
sheracterized a8 Derrow Naticnidiste.’ Dyaskov was neutral
o the issue of Pakistan. Though he mentioned that Rajegopsle~
ctari supported the denand of the Huxlim areas for a sepayate
stete wilch was also endorsed by the AITUC mnd other pessnts
- and vorkers organisations. He olso referred to the views of
‘wany progressive Indisn lesnders “"that portition of Indis was
no solution of Bindu Hudiim problems snd would wesken the
comtey" 2% e Soviet writer wile meintaining that India
was midtinational, 414 not opwnly widorse the C.P.l. um
oo partition.’?

To sum up the Soviat Union's sttitude o mm-&
in the writings of its lealing Indologists end Oriental
stholars was Iar fron sxiyenist md dogmatic. Fehyu was vieved
as & progressive dmrﬁn the Cangress progroune vas

9 .mi. I)ya&av *"Indion Nationsl cfmgru- Leaders*,
s {uay 15, 1946)y pp.&7

10 w* Pebruary 1946, pplee5t,

1" s views on Multinational cheracter of

Indza*a ptaatm se8 his article, "Indis and
her ?aong 1 ¥apch 1, 1546, PPelG3t.
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progressive under Indien conditions and the naticnal movewsnt
was st111 sesn o5 mn a)l class effailr with the sole sxception.
of the Indim Princes. While not extending opwn support to
the Lesgue's deeod for Pakiaten, the Soviet writings did
recognise the need for inoluding the right to succession for
the various nationalities of indis to strangthen the wnity of
the comtry. %The Muplin lesgue was termed an the most Influential
¥uslis orgunisation end the Congress lesdership came in for
xild oriticism for neglecting the Muslims., Boviet scholars
also took wp s printipled position in waming egaingt the
pAtfalls ahead in the form of imperislist mmoeuvres for keeping
the peoplas in the colonies under their continueld exploitas
tion while g¥mting thew nominal sovercignty. |

At this Juncture the Britigh st a cabinet mission
to Indis in March 1946 vhich snnowmiced a plan of it's own
on Moy 154 in vigvw of the fallure of the Congrsss :nd the Less
gus to resol M agreetant. 7The Cadinet Mission plen wos
describad in the Russisn press a5 a nev lmperisiist ponosuvres.
Tha plen provided for s federal system with a vesk centynl
‘govemnment, It slao provided for s internsiiate level of
govermnnant baved o regimal growings of provinces «-- Hinds
sajority md Muslin majority aress. |

Around this time the intemestional securlty envirecnment
wiioh hsd alrssdy deteriorated on sccount of the cold ver
begsn to increasingly condition the Goviet porceptions of
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negotiations for trenafer of pover in India. The visit of
Field Marshal Montgomery to Indis in June 1946 was suspected

by Sovist commentator ob colonial affairs, V. Balebushevich,
to be a part of the Eritish conspiragy to drav Indigts rescurces
into the So-called defence plons after the introduotion of

the new constitution. The Bengul Govermor Cascy was reported
by Balabushevich to have held talks with some Indisn politicel
lesders snd projected bogey of Soviet mencte befors them,
Belabushevish drev attention to a write-up in the National
Herald, s paper olose to Javaharlal Nehru which stated : "the
ataosphers 18 full of fesrs thot India in its sesl to adjust
with Britaln may find itself corpalled to support Angloeimerican
Moo, but the Congress wuld not sllow it to be uisled so
eesily*.'? Dalabushevich slso drew sttention to the fear of
the national congress right wing influaced by the big Indim
capitalists like Birls and Tata affecting the polioy to conclude
an egresnent vith Britoin. But he wrote that the national
congress wvas not actisfied with the Brﬁitﬁh proposals. According
to Balsbushevich the Cobinet mission plam gave some concession
to the growing nationsl fresdom movesant vith a view to preser.
ving the colenisl position and kesping the cowmntry subordinate
to the interests of British imperisiisnm. He almo accused the
 British of -sowing the seods of mtegonism between the religious
communities i Indis. He noted with gatisfaction thet a nusber

12 Vc m;mwm "orba Indu m Bogayicimosti®,
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of Congress leaders sd nevepaspers vere inclined to viev the
interim governmet as not a threshold of totsl naticnal
fraedon.

Boviet scwticimm sbout developments In Indla contiw
mied to increase In October 1946 E, Zimkov vrote thot Britoints
essential testics tovards the nationalist movement throughout
Asis vas to isolste the mole militent selenent and then strike
a Dargain with the right wing forcen. He referred to the
utilisation by the impericlist powces of the "steudily strengthe
el resstionary tendencies of Kanclisn in Turkey, the influece
of Gandhism antng the Indion Nationol bourgeoisie, the trechary
of the countor revolutionary right ving of the Kuomntmz in
Chinar 33

Inapite of sme stiffening of Soviet attitude to polie
tical developments in India exprewsing fears of the Indisn
bourgsoisie walking into the trap of a compronise with Britigh
iaperialiise, the Sovists 414 not yet suggest that the Indion
bourgeoisie or svan the yight ving of the Indien National Congress
vas prepared to woocpl a Genl with the British colonimlists.

A certsin wammth tovards the interim govemment headed dy
Hehyu could still be noticed. Dyskor still charnoterised Nehyu
ad A "Left wing progressive” and noted that the Indim do;.uat.m

13 B, mm “Yelelais Oktiabrskais Sotwiel istichaskala
pevalsu lu.a 1 Kolonialnii Bostok", DPolsheviks October,
3 lh
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to the UJ. included scae progressive leaders,’™ sSoviet
Press hailled the estadlistment of diplomatic relations bet.
vamn India end the 8 oviet Union as "a sign that Indis is
moving tovards sn indegpendmt wmﬂgr’s

A shayp change in the Soviet perception of develope
nents in India hovsver bacoms noticesdle beginning with May
197, A confersnce vas held in that month in Moscow to
discuss the views sxpregssd by Vorga in his rﬁm'm- published
books Verga had argusd that the coloniss vere becoming sconoe
sically less depmdent on foparisiist pover end therefore
thers vas a substantial industrisl growth. 7This chenge In
ths econiomic status of the colonies sons of which becers even
creditors of their iuperislist rulers mggested by implication
the strong possibility of attaining independence throwgh mn
revolutionary procesz, Varga's hint of @ wolutionary perspecs
tive for the colonies was condemed as sn undersstimation of
the nesd for revolutionary struggle in the colonies.

~ In the first week of June 1947 the leaders of both Indisn
political parties gave thair epproval to the Mauntbatton Plan
which snownced 15bh August as the dete for British withdrawal
fram India. The scoaptence of the plan relsed a wave of engry
denunoistion in the Soviet press. Dyakov decriesd the Mountbottem
Plen as a British menosuvrs calculsted to perpstuate Impericlist
control of the aub-mthmt.‘s Dyckov attributed it's acceptanoce

1Y A+ Dyskov, Pravdas October 21, 1946,
15 Bew Tinen, April 18, 1947, p.i5,

16 Adi, Dysiov, "The British Plmn for Indis* '
m; 13y !9:7, pps12-15, » Bev Xines,
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by the partiss to the strong pressure on the nstional _mﬂu
leaders Dy the top levals of India's weslthy classes. Even now
Dyakoy 4id4 not sbmndone his old cantious spprosch, pleating

ignorance sbout their "the leadersg” trus motives. He also halled
Nohru's decleration thet the Indixn Constituent Assexbly would

gct &8 & sovereign budy and not bo lisited by the British proposals .17

17

ibid, Later Dyuiov cams out with a wel) mnnd end
more clearcut Sovist denuncilation of the acceptance
0:31% the twﬁﬁ&mmﬂrﬁr ﬁﬁkﬁn of mgramxmw
o pAr a8 rORY reg .
solution of the nationsl prodlen. &v mto :
*The acceptance of the lhuntabatm Pian
laadcra of the Indion Hatlonal Congress us ruult.
of & enagmin and deal between the Indien bcumeouic
and the British fspericlis, The deal 13 based
concessions am from both sides”» lyskov ntam
that the partimm had not solved even a single

socio=politiosl probles of India but had only oress
ted a number of m id difficult problems in the
relation hetwem the two cowtries. He expresased
an gppreqhetision that "these prodlems vay be
mlon»od ssss b0y British erialise to exers
cise political pressure on both Indis and Pakie
a&m* Dyaknv noted that the fovernor General of

the Joint commendsy in chief of Indis md

Yrpe g R meny Govemors in both the countries

- were British mnd that British capital retained

it's atronghold on the scononies of the tw
statn which clearly showed that the struggle
g“‘d mammdwaa vwas still far from
3 3

fee M%f. Dyaipy, Partiticned India®
Zimag, th “ﬂ;’u 1948, v Hov



Yot vhetever 1ittle caution was left in the Soviet
approsch vas fully sbindoned with the sppesrence of a sharply
oriticel article by E, Zhukov in July 1947, According to
Zhukov the lsadership of the nstionsl congress vhich nov
reprssmted the Indisn biz bourgesoisie had gons over to
resction in sgresing to the British propossls for a political
sottlament, Zhukov accugod the lesdsrship of capituslating
before impericiiss. Ii 4id not desire fUll indspamdonce and
fenrsd the masses qore than it feared the Bra.tuh.'_ ghakov
further wrote echoing the spirit of Stalin's 1925 spesch
at the Commnist University for the Tollers of the East.
Febru was descrided by him as o millicnaire ond socused of
throwing his voight behind the Rights'® Zhukov, hovever,
took a differwtisting cpprooch towsrds the renk mé flle
Congress manbapship mieh still Included progressive dlements.
 Bimilerly the Muslim Lesgus's mose following vas else distine
guished fron the reatticnary lesdership.

Anpthoy hallmark of Zhukov's article was his great
stress on the role of the working class vhich wgs projected
as the Jonding force of the antislmperialist poverent,

Zhukov recosumdeld a united front frow balow bassd on four
classes. Besides the petty bourgeoisie the midle bourgecisis
slso found s place in bis united front concept.

Znukov's congept of a four dlass united front -did not
find favour with other Soviet ideclogues Like Dyakov snd

18 E. Zhukove "K Polosheniin v Indii®, EMNORSEsNEEXIEE
fpvae Khoalastvod MAFQOUAVA JOLALANN (July, 1907),
PPl Y6
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Balabushevich who favoured s three closs united front exclue.
‘ding ths middle bourgeoisie Zhuiov's formilas called for a
aoderate progromme as the basis for epposing the Nehru governe
ment vhareas the tiree class DyskoveBalabushevich formuada
aimed st ravolution and projected radiocal prograuume. The
differescss mong the Soviet ideologues were further fanned
by the discussion ot the concept of People's Demoorascy which
arose in the wvake of sstablishment of new revolutionary regimes
in Bast Buropes

Agcording to Amerison scholars Jq!m Rautsky snd Over-
strest end Windniller, & debste on Indisn developrents took
place at the Jine 1947 joint session of the Acadewy of Sciences
in Hoscow in shiich Balasbushevich and Dyakov took up a stend
sgainst Zhukove EHowever, snother Americm scholnr Hobert H.
Dondldscns who has minutely scrutinised all the pulliished materiml
of the Academy confersnce of Juns 1h7 bolds the view that no
such debate ever took plete in this oonfermcer? Even if no
debate on Indis was held in Moscowy it is cohvicous that two sets
of views cme to De alved in Soviets writings of nmid 1547,
As suoh it may be ressohsbly concluded that on the eve of
Indim independance in August 1947 the esrlisr favourable
Soviet cutlook towards the Indian bourgscisie inoluding is
lendey Jondhi snd Netiru snd the Indim National Congress had
undergons a big chungs. This hes been admitted Dy Donaldson

19 Ese Robert il. ﬁgnald&en.c
PPe72mlds ' '
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hﬂnmt; A debste mey or may not have tsken place formally
st the Acadexy Conference, divergent views wers being fought
with Givergent ingliostions for nolubim of nev revolut ionary
tactios were being alred srownd this time. (0 the wiole,
‘despits differences of nusoce the ﬂcﬁ; ourrent scng Soviet
ideologues snd indologists indiopbed changed perceptions
nenifested through & more cyitionl spproach towards the
nationalist leadership mnd the national bourgeoisie of India.
Of course to say this does not mesn that no unambiguities
wars left and that the conflicting view point had becons
crystallised., |
Despite differences over tactics to be folleoved for
forging the anti-inpericiist united front, all Soviet ideclo-
gues on India sgresd in their assessadit of the nstionwiist
lendershipts sotion of accepting the portition of India as
ospituliationists Thus in general both the positions represented
8 great shift in the previous Sovist spproach characterised by
moderation, The faot that the shift in the Soviet perceptions
of Indien developnets took place roughly between March and
June 1947, thek 48 in the psriod whioh vitnessed sn escalation
“of cold var in the vake of the Truman Dootrine and the Harshell
Pl , e not be 1ightly dismissed as of no consequence., e
o only speculate about the continumcs of ths 0ld positive
Sovist line towards the national movenent in India 1ed by the
national bourgeoisie if the cold war had not foroed o reconsidera-
tion. Ihe atwosphers of suspicion to the growth of vhich the
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£o3d var made no anall contridution resulied in unfavourable
nd mntegonistic percgptions of the Indisn reality by the
Soviets. Following a pesseful traisfer of pover which vas
vigwed by Hoscov as a compfomise and Detraysl by the national
bourgecisie, all its sctions vers sem in unfavouratile light.
Thus Zhukov viswet the Indisn foreign policy of hmttanw

58 essentially a Justification of policiss of closaness with
British capitalists. Hehpd's plea for retaining the Commonveslth
tiss wvas vieved by oy as semmabing from the necessity

for muintaining wilitary detvewn Eritain end Indis, The clr-
cilation of a report Indic mnd inter Asisn commmication at

the Asish Relutions Confersce held in Delhi In April 1947 vas
seen 58 an anti Soviet Ret by Zhukev who higMiighted from it
the folloving phrase: "the growth of Sovist pover and it's
closeness to Indis necessitates the urgency to build roads

in certsin styategic pleces®.0 The discussions raised by

- sgveral Indimn of £icials at the Asisn Relstions Confersnce sbout
the problem of defence of Indis from the imsginary "Northern
sxpansion® was vieved md 9ightly so by Zhmkov as submission

of & part of Indisn buresmioracy to British politioel and
silitary pleans, The cold war thus brought a nev dimention to
the sovm perowtions of Indien dswelopnents. From the very
beginning the Soviet syprosch towvards the process of national
1iberation and the soclo=political chmges in Colonisl socioties
had bemn plagued bty a perpetusl dilemna of striking a proper
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bolsnce betwemn tho 900is] end nationsl as slso the national
md the internaticnal, The task Decmss further tengled by
the new complexities sdded by the Sovist involvesent in the
VWorld War XX, Moscow had no sufficient time to correct the
nany distortions inducted into it's perceptions by the wer
i@ it was sgain faced with nev chellenges arising this tisme
from the cold war situstion,



CHAPTRR 1XX

TOMABDS AN BXTRENIST EVALUATION OF IRDIAW
POLITICAL BCENB



In the preceding pages we hove treced the beginning
of a ocriticsl yet by no meens an extremist evaluation of Indien
politicnl dovelopments by lesding Soviet ideclogues. The
conference of Soviet scholars convened in Moscov in May 1947
to discuss Verga's book md the report on the situction in
Indie presanted by E.M, Zhukov to the Boviet Central Cormittes's
Asndery of Sovinl aciences wmewhat later (o short version of
it sppeared in print in Auwjust 1947) fired the first shot in
the discussicn among Soviet specialists on the straetegy to be
followved in plzce of the sorlier “united front from above®
epproach. Zhuiov's report drev attention to the gwge-up of
the big cspitaliat md/!;'mdal dlomants with British irperinlism
and thelr striking a conpromisé through their ecceptance of
the Mountabatten Plep.
Thus on the eve of India's inderendence the Soviets
viev of Indien politics vhich was relatively friendly in the
_afternath of the var and vhich decame cautious during 1946
nov becams openly critical. Soviet writings whish had not
taken sny notice of the stond of the Communist Porty of India
- nov bsgen to make freguent reforences to its oriticisnm of the
comprouising sttitude of the nationalist leadership at the
instanice of the big bourgecisis. Zhukov's report made a dig
st Gendhi's prefersnce for violace in the struggle against
the Commnmists while strictly sxhorting the course of none
violent Tesistence ..m.e sapo:mm.’ Tho nev critical

1 gee s.zhuw K Fozo:hmm v Indii®, W
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spproach to dewelopmonts in Indis which vas the result of the
Soviet suspicion of an anti-Soviet collusion dDetwesn the Indisn
notionelists snd the British lmperialists aimed st working out
& nev strategy of “wited front from delov" which by its
very nature orimted tovards the C,P.l., the revoluticnery
vanguard of the Indisn working class, A

This was the period shen the Soviel and Yugoslav scholars
vere keenly debating various aspects of the concept of Fscple's
Dasocrscy which had arisen after the gstablishnent of Comminist
1sd regimes in Bost Burops in the wakte of World Wer 1I, Boviet
idecloguss wers inclinel to view the People's Democracy os o
nev transitional state form in which the proletoriat used the
bourgecis democrscy to promote the interest of the workers end
pensants llimce. The Yugcalavs on the other hand treated
Peoples Democracy not as transitional phase bstwaen bourgeois
end soclialist revoluticns dbut a corbination of the two following
& strong snti-capitalist policy aised at the bDourgecisie as &
wivles The Tugoslavs pleaded for the replacenent of bourgecis
desooracy by nev forms of Sovist Democrucy dstermined by the
speoific circunstonces in esch country. |

The Yugoslaoy views vers contained Iin the report presanted
to the Cominform Meeting held in Warsaw in Septesber 1547 by
Edvard Kerdelj.? In nis article published in the official theore-
tical journel of the Tugoslav Party Kardelj hed called the Netionm
bourgeoisie a reactionary sgent of the forsign imparislism and
advoosted the view that the victory of Foople's Derocracy could

2 Ges Commmist, 1 Jenuary, 1948,
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be aohleved nly through a violent revolution. The Yugoslevy
theoreticisn recommendsd a thres class strategy to sccomplice
& version of People's Dexocragy 18 the colonies.d

The resction of the Commmist Party of India to Fount.
batten Plan vas one of nild oriticise and genersl spproval, The
CsPoXs resolution called it s important cohcession ond "nev
opportinities for national advance®, It was looked won as &
partisl satisfaotion of the notionelist demsnds. The C.PJd. Teso-
lution conceded that the Indian big business was aligrned vith
British inpericiisa as slso the feudal lendlords end had great
infiuence over the right wing of the Congress leadsrship yet
tho CePule was atill woriking on the sssumption that the comproe
nlsing elments of the big bourgenisie did not dominate either
the Congress organisation or the Mev governnent, The C.P.I.
referred to the Congress s the "main national democratic
. organisation™ gnd urged the Congress leadership to consistantly
implenent the professed snti-isperinlist derocrstic programme
of the Congress offering the Party's full cooperation in this
direction. 1% nuy Do recslled that R, Polme Dutt, the British
nentor of the C,P.1, also viewed the NHountbstten Plan as an
"mforced retrect of lmpsrislism and did not criticise the
Congress leadership for accepting it.

The early reaction to Howntbatten plen was far less sym-
pathetic. It was a "nev lmperislist zsoeuvre™. But Soviet
vriters put the blame on the Eritish rilers md refrained from
calling the Congress leaders reactionary. 7Thus in his lecture

3 ces Edverd KerdelS, Rpob
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delivered in ea¥ly July, V. Avarin vhile mudmg to the

Congress fears of the mass movenent snd making a general

resark that it (The Congress) was "felling under the influ.

ace of dlenonts prepored to come 30 an sgresment with

British imperisliss, did not use the labal "resctionary” for

thé Congress lenders whose acceptancs to the Mounthatten

mw was #ald to have bewt motivated by & desire “to find a

way out of the politicsl imposse.™ Similerly Dyakev's

article in Isvestia nerdly attacked PBritish polisy and omitted

any critical attack on r:%l‘ n%gannlm lcammipgs |
The restraint/by these ture writings of July 1947 sppesrs

to be in shorp contrast with Zhukovis articls referred to

sbove. Zhukov hgd dudbed the acceptsmoe of the Mouwntbatten Flen

ss m allimce of British impericliss snd Indim "big capi

tulist snd feudal clemonte®, Zhukov had attributed this deal

to the feor of the mass netbnal 1iberstion movecent as well os

the Americen attespt to elbov out Britain from its colonisl

markets by sxtending support.  to India’s indspmdence.

Zrukov bad elso slleged thot the Indieh big bourgeoisie

vas orploying Gundhism for “polsoning the masses with disbe) fef

in thoir streg§th®. Osndhi vas described by him as the “spostls

of beckwerdnass™ ond Nehpru "a rich milliocnare™ who had recently

avolved touard the right oid was curratly supporting the general

Ao
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aing of the dig bdourgevisie in preserving the ties with Brie
tain. The omisgion of Dyakov snd svarin to criticige either
Gehdhi ond Hehru or the Indian ﬂat#onel Congress shoued that
the Bovist thinking though moving tovards a more oritical
&ppraisal of Indian developments in goheral was still far from
unan isous . |

Heanwhile the Communist Perty of India wvas slovly moving
tovards a mors nmilitsnt snti-nstionalist line. The success of
the revolutionary pesssit movenent in Telengans begen to influence
the view of the Indigh communists, A sharp struggle vwos zoms'on
in the C.7.1. betwesn the Right Wing Joshi feotion and the
redicel left wing led by Bmdive. At this jucture the spesch
delivered by Zhdmov at the first Cominform moeting held in
Poland in September 1947 came as & big morale booster for the
radical C.P.L. faction which seized upon it as on endorsenent
of its strugmle. |

Bt the Zuidnov theses was far from an endorsenent of
a wilitent left line for India. His reference to the two cunps
in the wrld =~ the impericlist md mti-desocratic omp headed
by the U.8, end the enti-lmperialist democratic camp headed
by the USSR was no blenket rejection of the policics of the
newly Independent countries like Indis. Infaet Zhdanov's
renaris about the two Canps vas made in the context of the situa.
ticn in Burope which hod vorssned in the wake of the Trumen
Doctrine and the Marshall Flan. Z2mkov had only briefly referred
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tec the "sharpening of the crisis of the colonisl aysten” resul-
ting fror the var eand to “incrsssing armed assistance” to
inmpariciien by colonidl peoples. 7The two péssma references

tc Intls in the spesch of Zhdanov wore far fyom a denigration

of the nev nationniist regine. Zhdonov mmtioned the atiespts

st Blacknaliing and frightening “in particlar® Chine dénd India
by "instigators of a new war® with the ain of keeping them

mdeyr "imperialist ndavenentt, Ihis, however, 414 not nemn
fhat Indic mnd China hod Joined the mti-democratic cmsp.
Zhdanov included Indonesis snd Vietnam in the mnti-imperislist
camp, @id obaerved thet "India, Egypt end ayris sympathise with
18,5 |

’ But the Zhdsnov Spesoh while pointing to the imperies
1358 threat to Indis and China did not spell ocut vhsther the new
strategy in thess countrics was to be entiscopitalist as waell

a8 tntisimperialist, Neither the C.P.l. nor the Chiness Comrinist
vere mentioned by Zhdmiov. The othsr spesch nt the Cominform
woeting delivered by the Yugoslev ideclogue Kordeld called for
fusion of the demooratic end socialist revolutions. This speech
‘wes putlished in the official C.P.X. journsl Cogmunist in Jenuary
1948, In Hovembgr 1947 another conference of Sovist Indolozists
vas hdd at the Pseific Institute of Hoscow whioh heard raports
on the Ootober Socislist Revolution mnd the countriss of the
East., Ho dicegresnents surfaced ot this mesting which sccording

A
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to Denuldson podd “more sttention than usual” to the "leading
Fole of the Cefsl. in the national movesent.’

It was not bafors Detexber 1947 vhen Zhukov published
mn article in Bolghgyil under the title "ihe sharpening Crisis
of the colonial systen™ that on attempt vas sade to apply the
Zhdmnov thesis to the colonies in a detailed mmner. Zhukopv
argusd that a chenge had token plete in the leadership of the
national liberstion movenent. With the betraydl of the "hig
nationalscompradore md industriciebourgecisie®. 7The leanders
8hip role had passed on to the working class snd the Communist
Parties, According to Zhukov in many countries of the East the
Commmist Party had Becons "the soul end orgchisor of the block
of national«demotratic foroces™ wiity prolotarint peasmtry and
*in many countries even part of the bourgeoisie, chiefly potty
md pidMle, Yot walle Zhukov nentioned the Corrunist Parties
of China, Indonosic aid Vietnam as exarples of vorking closs
leadership of the national democpatio forces, the Indisn communists
found no nention in his article,

The C.P«d. had slready taken a clearly mti-Rehpu stand
at the Decenber meeting of its Central Committes. Bsfore its
second party Congress net to confimm its policy chmnge in
February-March 1948, The conferwnce of the youth and students
of SoutheEnst Asia held a 1ittls earlier in Caloutta helped the
CoPel, in effecting s chenge in its policy. While there was mo

"
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Seneral spproval of prmed struggle nor a clear condemnsation of
neutralist governmenty at the Calcutta youth Conference, the
military suocesses of the Chinese, Indonesian and Indo_c‘/hamu
strugiles and a mori¥ed antipathy tovards the national bourgecisie
provided the najor thrust to the spesches of the delejates, the
Second Congress of the C.P.I. adoptel s extrezist line wnder

the influemce of Yugoslay delegstes. No Soviet delegate had
sttended this Congress. The political thesis adopted ot the
Congress declored that a Yrevolutionary upsurge” was in motion

in Indie end thet the finel phase of revolution, the phase of
"armed clashes” had arrived. This people's dexocratic revolution,
it said, involved ths consummation of the task of democratic
revolution togethar with soclalist construction.

But as slready stated neither the Holphavik Decsubder 1947
erticle by Zhukov nor the subsequent article by Dyskov published
in Rew Times of Jonuary th, 1948 sppear to snticipete the nevw
silitant 14ne of the C.P.I. (n the contrary en article by
V. Balsbushevich ("Indiis Posle Razéela" in Mirovals Politika,
Decenbar 1947) echoed the Joshi line by referring to the Mount.
batten Flan as o real concession end a step ahesd for India.

It 15 significcnt that ealate as June 1948 Dyakov 4id not

refer to the Indien gitustion as revolutionary. He only spoke of
the peoples "deep dlsappointoent® with the nev governnent and
end declared that the govarnoents of India and Pakisten “are
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-becoming more and more isolated from the masses ..,.A and tocks
of inmperialisp® .,3 inother article by H. Alegewv sppearing in
the Jue 1948 issue of the Bolpheyik stated clearly that only
the big btourgeoisis shiich was the dominant force in the Nehru
governnent had turned resctionary. The author pleaded for
United front of the wrkers, pessents end the petty dourgecisie ond
cited S5talints authority in its favour. The middle bourgeoisie
included by Zhukov in this front ves omitted by Alexesv.

Thus Soviet writings continued to airy different views
regarding the Indian situction upto mid.-ninetesn forty eight,
It 48 only with the appearencs of lyskov's book, Natsionalonyi

gt ngliiskil Ignerialiem VU Indgif, in 1948 that the ambiguitie

which uarm the Baviae viev of mam developeents finally
digppearsd. Dyakov®s dook offered a comprehensive analysis of
tho,{:.iferd a corprehenaive snalysis of the etinic cosposition
of the Indien population. Dyskov argued that the neticnal
pvovenent in India was doninated not Ly the big bourgecisie of the
countyy as e whole but few hationalities represented by the
Gujratl Marvari busingss group vhich vented to wonopolise the
Indien market Jointly with the British capitalists. According
to Dyakov the Gujmrati Marwari big bourgeoisle oppressed not
only the workeds peasants and the petty dbourgeoisie but ziso
the veaker bourgecisie of & number of other Indian notionalities
such as the Marathi, B.ngell, ?&.ﬂu stc. He exlled upon the

N
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Communiasts to support the national movesents of thaess psoples.
Dyskovis formula was gpproved by Zmukov whio revieved his dook
in the Februcry 1949 issus of the Bolshgwik. While commenting
Dyakov's plea for considering weaker nationalities es sllies
of the progressive sevenent, Zhukov oriticised Dyskov for
underesrhasising the sgrerisn aspect of the revolution in India.
As an implicit criticlism of R ndive's line of orthodox proles
tarimn socislist revolution oriented to ormed urbdban uprising,
Zwkov's vievs only forshadowed the conming Sovist support for
the four-class strategy for Indian revolution which has been
interpreted by leoading vestem writers on Indisn commnise )ike
Overstrest and Windmiller as endorsenent of the Chiness model
for India by Boviet ideologues. WHe 8hall however excnine this
question st grester length in the next chaptoy, ~ |



\
\

|
.

CHAPIER 1V,
B\
THZ VICTORY OF %0 CHINi & FSVOLUTION /XD SOVIRT
ENDORSEMENT OF THE PAYH OF FEOPLE'S DEHOCBACY IN
INDIA  [{hge51



The urban basis of the hendive leadarship of the C.P.J.
soon Cate under five by the Andhrs Commmists. In a letter in
June 1948 the indhra group invoked the sxample of the rural
based Chinese revolution as more sultsalle to Indis than the
fussien model. The Andhra Commmists favoured sn agrarien
revolution in the skyle of Bmuuu-tma's “Nev Democracy”. The
Soviet prets md the Cominforn orgm began to take notice of
Hao-Toe-tung's strategicsl pi'momcmmts in Jauary 1948, The
m of Jmnary 6 and the #mmfom organ Hgr a Lastinz Pomce,
fopr A People's Demcrscy qt‘ Jenunyy 15 carried extracts from
Heots upmh of ﬂaem 1%‘7 sherein he hod undersoored the
Chinese parties opposition to \{’mdulm and monopoly state
capital, In this speech Mao had favoured the podicy of protece
ting the "national industey mp\traw of the'Rhiddle class
bourgeoisis” wiich had suffered gs o result of the oppressive
rule of Euominteng. Meo hod urg 2 "broad wmnited front esbra.
eing the overwhslming naaerm oi’ the population ... Under the
£irs leadership of the Comm;z.at ;’W. d had varned sgainst
“pursuing @ erroneous nm-aﬁzmig.ue policy in regard to the
petty end niddle bmu’geoi.s%

Hoverer the ynbliamim Qt these views of Mo in the
USSR 414 not meen m m&:hmt. or their spplicoticn in other
Asien countries. This ﬁid not m* plese until mide19%9 elthough
Rondive in his pﬁlﬁiﬁé sgainst thé /ndhra comnittes's advooaoy
of Meo's "new demcratic” path quoted st length from Lenin,
Stalin md the theses of the sixth Congress of the Chmintern in

R
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suppirt of his views that the bourgecis demsocratic revelution
had no plece in India vhers a demcoystic diotatorship of
vorkers mnd peassnts was requirsd to bulld socialism.

Pravda publighed in June 1949 a long article by Liu
ShaoeChi, The article had been written about one snd half
yesr eerlier mnd vas s critique of the Yugoslay line. At the
and of this article Liu haod hinted at the “"objeotive progressive
historical significsnce” in such cowmtries o China, India,
Koresa, Indonesia, the Fhilippines, Vietnom, Durmas, Egypt etc.
Liu urged the communiats in Asisn countries to follow the
stratagy worked out by Lenin in 1920 and specifically called upon
the commmists in Indis and other Asisn colonies not to coxmit
a "grave nistoke® of rejecting sn ollisnce with bourgeols
nationdlimm bovsoever "unreliatile, temporary snd unstable®™ it
pigh appear to be. To be fair to Liu, he also advocated the
necossity of & "firm end irrsconcilebls polioy" cgainst the
"big bourgeoisie which had alresdy surrendered to imperialism®.?
But if Liu's article was en exhortation for following the
Leninist line of 1920; At slso o8 Don@ldson had rightly pointed
out contained mn iden dxpressed by MJN. Roy at the Second
Congress vhere he hod csserted that victory of the national
movensnt in the colonies would reslt in the success for the
proletarisn revolution in the impericlist countries.

The koy idess contained in Liu's srticle pubtlished in
P ravas in June 19%9 aleo emerged from discussions at a joint
session of Bcononica and Pacific Institutes of the Academy of

A . AN
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Sciences hald in June 1549, B, Zhkov deliversd the main address
~ at the Moscow confersnce under the title "Protless of the
Hational Colonis) Struggle Since the Second World War®, Emkov
highlighted the erned struggle in Indonesis, Indochina, Malays
snd Muma end the "passant uprisings in India® es evidence of

s higher stage of national 1iberstion movenmt which was now
being led by the working class and the commnist party. In
ploce of the imneiiate goel of the previous stage which vas confine
to 4-'&0%3:'3@1;‘ demotracy, the gosl of the present stage vas
described as establistmant of peoples-Demoorscy. Zhukov took
gore to descride the peoples demoorany it the Fast gs similor

in 1ts general pettern to its menifestation in EUTOPS ~= *a
special forms of regime vhich corresponds to the path of transie
tion from copitolisi to socisliss snd has become possible oving
to the v&etaré of socizliss in the USSR snd the stragthening

of the danocratic forces throughout the world®, He hovever
adnitted of the possibility of en Asisn varimt becsuse of the
"more protracted” period of transition to socialism in view of
the greater range of bourgecis democrstic tasks to be schieved by
the revolution in the Ecst. Among the classes vitally interssted
in the success of people’s depocrscy in the colonlies end senlis
colonies, Zhukov included bLesides the workers, psssmnts, petty
bourgecisie and intelifgentsia, a certain seotion of middle
bourgeoisis as vell fasing competition from the imperielist
bourgedeie.d

3 B, kov, Wapm:y Ratsionalno-Koloniaolnod aurbz Posle
m;gisgwai Voiny®, Yoprosy FKOnomikis Fo.9, 1549,
PDe 3
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V.V. Balabughevich i1 his report anlsc admitted that
certain grows of the bourgeoisis in competition vith foreign
copital or belonging to backvard noticnsl aress could become
texporary though not reliable "followstravellers of the deaocras
“tio forces”." The Telegmna movenent was described by Balabue
shevich as the firat attempt to establish people’s demooracy
in Indis. Dyskov in his article projected Telengma as the
noddle point of pesssnt, mti-feudsl md national movenents
proceding wnder the conmnist leadsrship.’

In the letter half of 194D, the Soviet press gave
publicity to the statenents of the Chinese leaders vho were
now smerging victoricus in the revolutionary strugsle in
China. Ezm-or Ny 69 1949 carried Hoo's views on people's
. detperatic dictatorshily emphosising his foymila of four deys
sllimoee under the leadership of the working claoss. Writing in
the Exavds of Noveuber 1949 Dykov slleged thot the imerican
imperialists wers planning to shift to Nehruts India their main
base in the East after the overtirow of Chimng's regime.

Liu Shso«Chi's speech at the trade unim conference of
tho Asian snd Austyralien countrios held in Peking in Decexbey
1949 reprinted in both Pravda end Cominform joumal clesrly
stuted that the Chinese Path "must De folloved by the Peﬂplns of

% V. Balebushevich, "Novyi Etap Natsionelnoi-Osvoboditelnod
Borlm!lmdw Indi1®, Yornurosy Ekononmiki, No.8, 1549,
. PP
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many colonial snd seniscolonial countries in their struggle
to vin national indepondence md & people's QeROCracy. ... This
path 18 Mmoo Tse-tung's poth®.Suiu included India in the 1ist
of the countries in which an oned struggle bBed elready begun
Howsver, the Cominforn peper ok 5 Laating Pence, For Fscole's
Dagoorany in its editorial on Jamuary 27, 1950 shile quoting
from Liu's speech ond endorsing his cowments on the chinese path,
sxacluded India from the list of countries following the path of
ermed struggle. |

Hevertheless it 1eft no doubt that the other features of
"Chinese Path" ware spplicable to India also. Boviet endorsscsent
of the four«ciass strategy in India ond their publicity of Moo's
views endorsing this astrategy in their press as also of the
sxhortation by Liu Shao-Chi to follow the "Chinegse poth ... Moo
Tas-tung's path®, did not imply o recognition by them of the
hinese origin of this stretegy. 7The idea of sn allisnce vith the
national boureoisie was advocated Ny Lenin himsolf. Stalin in
hio 1925 spesth dealing with India had dlstinguished bLetween the
*eompromioing ¥ end "revolutionery® seotions of the bourgecksis
md had emjoinegd upon the Indian compunists to form sn alliunce
with the latter section. But Stalints wnti-big bourgeoisie
tactics was advenced within the frastework of a two stage yevolue
tion under the leadarship of the working class, with the first
stege alwed at overthrowving imperielisms wnd feudalism to be
followed subsequently by destrustion of indigenous capitelism.
It 4s diffi0ult not to sgree Vith Bonaldson who holds that “Soviet
vriters in thes postewar period, even vhen they exployed the term

6 Exgvde, July 64 1949,
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"Chinose Path%, vhers tmt WAXERS unavare thot Heo's basic
approach was not originsl with hin®/ In fact, 1t is possible
to digeern in Zmkov?'s report to the joint session of the
Economics mnd Pecific Institute’s held In toscov in June 1949
a otyess on the essentially common fentures snd charasteristics
of the nev phmonwon of people's democracy in both East Europe
and the orimt with only some variations due to the extended
charaoter of transition in the East. From the beginning Soviet
ideologues wers never iNclined to accept the Claims sade by
Lix ghao«Chi thot Meo chonged Marxiesn from a Europamn to on
Agiatic forn. |

Soviet orimntalists have taken pains to prove that
Mao's cloims to be the founder of Asimn Horxlism have no dasis,
snd that his concept of "new democrscy” was far fyom originel
md bosed on the strategical innovations of Lenin and Stalin.
Even during the nmid.19%9 dlscussions gmong Soviet orientalists
G.V. Astafiev horped on the indedtedness of the entire Chinese
novesent to tha ideas of Lenin wmnd Stalin. In his long articls
included in tho 1549 volume edited by Zhukov Astafiev reproduced
numerous quotations fron Stalints works to prove Stalints brie-
‘114ant foresight. Underscering the role of Soviet viotory over
the Fasoist ageressors in cresting an otmosphere fevourable to
the gutoome of rovolutionory struggle in China os algo the bmnerit

L . i

7 R, Donaldson, pp, cltey peFis
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derived from the experisnce of the CPEU, he howsver described
the Chiness successes 83 "a vast treasury of revolutionery
sxperiences® 5 goviet writings as Donaldson observes refer to
the Chiness path not decsuse the Chinese had originated it dDut
boceuse the Conmmnist Perty of Chino had successfully applied
wiat to then representel s product of Soviet theoretical
insights.’

Thus by Janusry 1950 a broad agrectent had suerged
arong Bovist orimtelists sbout the strategy of the revolution
in India. The nev strategy was based on a broad united front of
the Four classes of vorkers, pessants, pottysbourgeoisie mnd the
rwaluhmwy seotion of the national bourgeoisie for waging a stru-
gsle under the hegemony of the prolstoriats and its party for-
a revolution primarily sgrarisn snd directed ogainst imperisliem,
feudniiom md dbig capital, 7The Nehiru government and the Congress
leadership were both characterised as proeimperialist snd anti-
national, Sovict maseansnent of the nev Indim constitution vas
extrenely oriticsl. In o commentary on the Indisn constitution
putdished in the New Iimes under the title “Indimn version of
bourgeis pasudo-desocraoy®, 7, Yorshov wrote that the Indian
constitution perpetusted the "dominant position of the foreign
imporinlists®™. He also obssrved s "The Indien constitution i
no way hinders foreign mofiopolists and the native big bourgeoisis
914 feudal landlords from exploiting the working people. But
it does restrict the right of ths working people to fight against
exploitation A0 The reservations on the presoription of 8 violent

8 G.’h .ﬁsﬁa&'m "m POIMQ‘M K Harodnold Dexokratis¥, in
EM, Zhukov, z ODa Aty PPe29=B6.
9 Doneal daon m&w pp.92-93.

10 New Timas, No.11, 15th Hareh 19503 DDe3w7
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form of people's demooratic revolution for India even nov contis-
nued to persiot avong Soviet theorsticians, The Jwmuary 19%
editorial of the Cominforn orgm, Fr B 18ALINE pence, For.s.
People's Denoapapy omitted India from the list of Asisn cown.
tries vhers srmed rovolutionary struggls was going on but the
Mey 19, 1950 editorisl of the sane paper included India in the
14st of such countries. It also noted 3 "in the present condis
tiohs, s sbow by the experience of Chins, armed resistence
to the impericlist plinderers is the most effective form".

Bt no socner akzmmk & broed consensus of views among
Boviet idsologues on Indio was ronched by the md of 19%0 favouring
a four class wmited front from below sgainst imperialiswy =nd
feudnlim in the international scene begmt to undergo vast
chaonges which called for s resppraissl of the policy of duplicee
ting the Chinese revolution., The smergence of Commmnist Chine
in Cotober 1949 at the dorstups of India coapelled the westeoriented
bourgeois Indim regime to have seacnd thoughts sbout its inter-
nationel policy hoving s definite t11t townrds the west. The Nehru
regime came out with peste proposels for Korea snd started
supporting Commmnist China's cleim for a U.N. Seate. It also
rojected the vestern feclers for s regioned militery allimce put
forward at the Conferemces in Colorbo end Bagulo. The need to
strmgtien the peate sovenent ageinst the global westem strategy
of forging oilitory bloen ond sequisition of military Dases nlso
celled for a reviev of the policy of unmitigated hostility tovards
the new bourgeois noticnalist regimes in Asin., A hint of inpending
reappraisal of the left sectarien policy oppeared in en Interview
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betwoen British Commniast leader R, Palme Datt snd the two Indien
Comzunists In which Dutt linked the poace movensnt to the strugsle
for redl nstional indepandmce. Indisn Comunist lesders, Reo,
Dcnge, (hosh and Basave Funniah made & trip to Hoscow esrly in

1951 to get a brief in the form of the dooument colled the Ptaoticsl
line" vhich formed the baoals for the C.P.J.'8 draft programse and
statement of policy issued by the C.P.I. in April 1951, The C.P.J.
Statenent of policy ranindsd the Indisn Communists about the need
to take accouwnt of the notional peculierities of India end utilize
the lessms of both Buosia snd Chine:. The peasmt striggle

along the Chiness path alone, it conciuded, camot lead to victory
in India. The document ndvocated "a path of Leninism appifed

to Indien conditions®, while admitting that the presmt corisis was
desp, it called the assesangit of the situstion as rovoluticnaxy

& Ygross exeggerciion®. Thus ended the brief period of extrenist
Soviet perception of Indisn reality. The groundwork vwas laid

for replacenent of the so=galled "Chiness path® by wvhat came to be
terzed ar the "Indign Path®. Boon the dwalopment of friedly
ties of coopsration with the newly independent India vwas held out
a5 & wodel for the relations of the USSR with the countries of the
Third ¥ orld having a different socisl system,
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It was through the leaderabip of the Comunist Party of
Great Britain that Moscow spught to effsct a change in the zmilitent
sxtrenist line of armed struggle against the Lourgecis mationaliast
regize adopted by the Indien Commmists. The line had gons too
far to sov tho 8esds of mtogonism betwes: Indis and the USSR
Faaa vithout sy gains in the direction of promoting a sooial
revolution, The tmna%m called for a retreat fyom the position
of rigid hoatility towards the govemmant headed by the. R.P.
Dutt enswered five questions addressed to him ly the C.P.I. in
his letter on the situction on Indis. He stressed the need for
robilising the pence movanent sgainst the Aglos=imericen bloc for
the 1iderstion of Asia. Dutt celled for support to progretsive
actions of Behru's forelgn policy. He pleaded for recognition of
Nehru as & potential friend of pence in viev of his initiative
to terminats the war in Forea and support for the admission of
China to U,N. Hehyu's policy was still not viewed by Dutt a8
consistant peace policy who fevoured extending support to
hesitat shd linited opponition offered by the Indian sulers to
the imperisiist war policys, Underscoring the link between peace
and freedom, Dutt suggested o nev tadtical ling for India e-- the
l1ine of united front with leftist parties end orgsnisations from
sbove snd united fyont from Yelow in relotion to the Congress.
Dutt rajected the path of armed struggle in the Indien conditions.'

After the April 1951 pesting of the C,P.I. Politbure which
sfopted the Draft Prograsme snd the statement of the policy of C.P.

1 See Devan and Bal Krishna, Talike ¥ALh Comrnds R.E. Butt,
PE 2 Unit, Jamiary 6, 1951,
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Hujeshwor Rao resigned ss Genersl Seorstary. The new prigramme
followed Dutt's views. It recommendsd the four class strategy

tnd did not denend estallistment of Socialisy in the initiad

stage of dewelopment, Ths C.P.1. kept Britein and America separataly
considering the United Etates as the chief sy of pesce and
Britain of national fresdom, Foth the draft programse and the
stotezent Aid not atress the Llssue of peace a8 Dutt had done.

The slection Henifesto of the C. P.d. declaored thot a governsent
tied to ixperialiss could not pursue o independent foreign
podicy, o genuine policy of pesces The extended plemus of the
Party held at the snd of 1952 criticised the party for negelscting
the pesce movenent but the resclution of the Central Committes
neeting of ¥arch 1953 sgaln projectad Britain as the main weny
of natimnal fresdon md charscterised the Nebru governnmt as &
collaborator of imperislism.

The Third Congross of the C.P.I. held at Madural in
Deccnber 1953 we« Janucry 1954 witnesssd the sharp debste over
the atiitude towards the _302@3 governnzant, The politioal ﬁlahxv
tion sdopted at Matursi represented an uneasy coupronise while
opposing the govemneent in ganeral the party supported its
specific aots. The imnep perty controversy continuel to wesken
the party. Ajoy Ohose left for Moscow lats in July 1959% austene
sively for nedical trectment. R.FP. Dutt agein raised his voice
to help the Party overcons its inner Aifforwncss over the issus
of pesce md fresdon, He stated that the fight for national
indepmdence was inseparchle from the fight for perce. Aoy
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Ghosh weete o articls in the Ngy Age veekly on bis metwm
from Moscov in Decesber 195% in which he posed the following
questions : "Csn eny mESsxs sorious studet of Indimn affairs
deny that the foraign polfey of Pandit Nehru's governosnt has
undsrgone a shift in the lost Lew yeors” .2 Ghosh declared
support for this change ond sgid £a press confersnce on
Dacsubiar 7 s “the intemal policy of the Nehpu governnumt
does not suit the interests of the mosses While the foreign
policy does®™,

The C.P.I.'s scoeptance of Foscovw's changed attitude
towards the Dourgecis Indian governpent headed Ly Nehiru was
signified by Ajoy Ghosh's gtatsnent in Dececbey 19%. In fact
a chengse in the Soviet attitude could be noticed from 1952
onvards during the last deys of Stalin. The Soviet policy
towards India vas under reviev during this period oven though
the assessnent of the Indign situction in Soviet acadenic
circles continued to be for fyom fawourable., As a satter of
fact Bovist Unionts offer of H0,000 tennes of whesl to India in 155%
wus the sarlicst Indication to Moscow!'s interest in mgapingx
woing India, The same year st a tPade confarencs at Singepore
the Sovist dslegate suggestel exchange of such Indim producls
as jute, tea, rice, rubber md spices with Soviet industrial
equipments, U.5.09.R, displayed its products at an Intermational

2 Kew Age Muy ﬁhosh "Commnist Answer to Pt. Rehru",
Now Azq,(Decavber 59 195%), ’
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industrial exhibition held in Bowbay in Jenuary 1952. The offer
of Boviet pechinery squipsent on payment in netional currency
vas repsated in sn article published in Soviet Weeldy, Hew Times
Stalints work Economic Prablens of Sociclisp suggested economic
coop eration vith the muy maapwdmt countriss. 5talin wrote
that the sorialist world market wuld somn f£ind it necessary to
locate cutside morkots for its surplus prodocts, The policy of
peaceful coexistence has thus bogun to take concrete shape during
the last day® of Stalin, In his reply to a question put to him
by a group of Averican Journaslists Htalin hed stated ¢ “the
peaceful coeexistece of commnisn md capitalism s fully
posnb‘u* b

Malenkov's report to the 19th Congress of the C.P.5,U, also
statad that the Soviet Union stood for, "mnd now advotates the deve-
lopaant of trade mnd comoperation with other countries irrsspective
of differsnces in sooisl systess®.” The then Soviet Arbassador
in Indis, K.V, Novikov offered Soviet assistance for Indisn
developamt projects. He slso expressed a Kswn desirs of his
countyy for closer trafle rdations with :nm. Indian businessmen
participated in the intemational sconomic conference in Moscow
in April 1952, Stalin granted sn interviev to Indien Ambassador
Dr. 8. Eadbakrighnen mid also recsived his successor Mr. K.P.8,
Henon vm vas thu last foreigner %G nest hin Defore his death,

" nnin ?e.um;. (5d,), Dogumen
1252y (Londen, 1955), P eli
5 xm ammv ma.) urrent Sos
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Stalin's successor continued to despsn the nev course.in
his August 8, 1953 speech to the Gupreme Sovist,Halenkov declared &
"OF grest importance for the promoticn of pesce in the East is
the attitude of o b5 & country s¢ Indis. Indis hes made substen-
tial contribution to the sfforts of the peace-loving countries to
stop the Korem uWar, Oupr a:ﬁam; with India are groving firmer,
ond sultural snd sconomic mtmru with her is beconing wider.
We hope that relstions betwesn India and the Sovist Union will
become stronger snd develop 0 a spirit of friedly ocoperation®.®

In 1995 the Soviet move towards befriending the Indisn
regdine gained considersXle zomentum. The trads sgresnent gonoluded
in Decenbor 1953 caze n for the following fnvouratle comuent in a
19% oviot publicstion ¢ "The conquest by the Indimn people of the
state indepsndence orestes the conditions for the dsvelopment of
nationsl sconomy®,’

12 the fear of s styong communist neighbouring China
forced the rifling olasses in Indla to corrsct their proshest
tilt nd toke initistive for psace I Koreo and sdvocste the
adnission of Commmiat China to the UN., the conclusion of
Mmericen military aid sgPemvent with Pekistan in Fobruary 195%
subittered Indoel,.8, rdlations. Nehru condemned the UL, sction
towards expansion of the nilitary blm‘apontics to Indza*a 400 %= -
steps end tried to meet the gromd,mrut to pescs and secudity
in Asia throwgh lanching the movenment for nonenlignment. The

6  Suppleaent to Hew Tiges, ﬁmss. 1953, ws.
4 Bee 1.8, Patapov, {ed.) Hez o s

LPIbULAon by AsA, RKutsenknv and fobe Fromiin. I
ma% ?955); pp.mz;&ss.dw; ’gg%odomww, »Soviet
No.52, (195%;, yp.lil P » Bex Lines,
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who
8 oviets/were looking for a wide populer support for their
pescs offeisive against imperlalisn nov began %o look to Nehru

a8 thelr potentis) &11y. In Apri) 19%, India and China conhluded
sk m cgresmont on Tibet which incorporated in its presmmble the
famous five principles of eo-existence.  Improved Sino=Indisn
relations resulted in exchunge visits by Sehxu snd Chou-En<lsi in
the 8Sane yenr. Ilis 8 oviet Fress showered praise on the develope
ment of SinoeIndia ties. 4n orticle in the C.PS,U, organ
Kopsunisk voiced criticiom of the resclution passed by the
CoPoIs's third Congress. Its suthor G, Bondorevaky, higtlighted
ths momnting threst faceld by Indiy from Americmn :npcrmm-.a
In Jenuary 1955 the Indisn Kostional Congress at its

Avadi session proclaimed the estadiishment of a soclalist pattem
of scciety os the goal of its economic plaming, In April 1955
India playsd n important part at the Bendung Confarence of Afroe
Asisn states. India's role at the Conference waslmuded by

M, Zukove’ Zakov exprassed the conviction that close cooperas
tion betwetn the commmist and the nationalist sgainst the common
imperielist sneny ¥ad toth possible snd necessary. '

The stage was thus set for the exchanpe of state vigit

of Hehru and the S oviet lesders in 1955, The joint decloration
after t.he oonclusion of Hehruty visit affirmed thot 8 ovist Indimn

8 a Bmdsrmw W Bonopa:tu gBhA v Indaiin,
‘< Kormaniot, 8@0 {1 ;’ 99.121-1
9 BJie Zhukovy "The Bandung Conference gnd its fistoric

gpigné.ﬁq%a:co“, intematinel, ALfelrss Fo.5, (1955),
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rdstions could be guided by the five principles of the peaceful
coexistence mnd that the existence of differsnt social systeos
should not be a bLarrisr to cooperation betwesn them. Ihe Soviet
lesders Khrushchev and Bulgsnin took notes of Nehru's declared
intention of leading India slong the socialist path, “Ihat is
good, Of gourse, our sonceptions of scoiclism differ. But we
waloome this stetenent nd the nbention®,® e sald Khrushchey
' 4n one of his specches, Bulgein praised Gendhi as a "glorious
patyiot®, He sald:s “ue, Lenin's pupils, d not share Gondhits
philosophicel views, but we consider his s oytsdmnding leader.'l
isny In Bnglors Khrushohev while pramising Soviet sssistance to
indiats development sald 5 "you mist choods your own path of
developnent, that vhioch pleases you nost., Not only shall we not
try t0 sxax deter yous we shell assist you ... Me Sgy, perhaps,
thaﬁ is something in our practical expariance that may suit
you. If 8o, use ity 17 not, don't.Me do not forcs snythéing upon
giyohe. Wo sre not sesking to impose sny politicsl obligations®.
The 1955 viasit of Soviet lenders Indis leid the foundas
tion for a nov Soviet line tovards tlw nevly indepetent countries.
This line stressed the devalopment of etonomic md cultural relae.
tions betwvemn the Soviet md thoss countriaes in the fundavental
interest of their peoples %ac Soviet breakthrough in strengthening
their ties vith Indis not only holped then in Dreaking the Western

12

10 New Tinee, (Bupplement); Ho.52, 1959y pel19e
11 Ibidsy pelbe
12 IRlde, P22,
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moirclement on their pariphery, dut slso to move further and
 seixe the initiative on a worldvide scrle. The Bovist Union
became aotive nol oniy in South mnd South«Eost Asia but almost
in West Asia. The successful growth of Ats relotions with
Indlia gove oscov & big propegands valus by strengthening :I;t.
claiss to hove forged o global united front sgainst imperialisn
consisting of not only scclialist countriss but also the nevly
epergent states. The developgmt of Indosfioviet ties sesnms to
‘have fiulfilled Lenints droms of the allimce of socislisk with
bourgeois nationalisn in Asia against imperidlisn,

Sovist orimtalists cane in for criticism at the 20th
Cangress of the C,P.8, U, in the specches by 0.V, Kusinen end
F amyﬁé%:cr another ewe Zhukov, Dyskov, Helsner, cnd Baloe.
bushevich === sdmitted their past pistakes in evaluating the
Indign politicsl developments. The 20th Congress of the C,P.8,U.
spoke of the strengthening of the forces of pesce as a result of
the rise of pencs loving states both socialist and nonegocialist
in Eurcpe snd Asia forming o vast zone of pesces Such a develope
ment it was prointed out ot the Congress, pointed the possibility
of many paths to sociclism., me&mm the poth of peageful trane
sition. However, Khrushchey had coutioned ogainst the hope for
transition to socialism witiout the "political lendership of
the working class headed by its vmgwd".w There was nothing
srong with the Soviet Union devaloping ralstions vith newly
independent countries like India rided by the national bourgecisie

S

13 K8, Ehrushchev, "Report of Central Committes of CPEU to
%gg%ath Pgrst:» -ongress”, law Jimee, (Supplenzent), No.8,
X ’ p‘ by 73
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within the framework of pesceful coesxigtences Such a policy
strangtheneld a vorldwide front of forces of peace sgainst
impericliss and had =n objective basis in the axistence of

desp contradictions even MEfS betwesn the detochment of dig bour.
geoisie (constituting pert of the notional bourgeoisie) end the
imperialist bourgeoisis, 8Swoh a policy 414 not clagh with the
policy of promoting the cause of socisl revolution in the newly
indopmdent countriss sither, The Indiesn communist fallurs in
thelr attexpt to come to power through armed struggle, thelr failur
to mobilise the masses behind then rilled out a oilitnt ektiemist
approach to e socinlist revolution in Indla. Bubt the nev Boviet
approach was aleo not withbout pitfalls., It generated euploric and
wrealistic axpectations sbout the possibility of transition to
s001a115p under the leedership of the national bourgeoisie.
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The Sovist viev of Indim political developments both
before end after indepmndence has besn conditioned by the
Marxisteleninist ideclogy. The ddeclogioal faotor continues
to provide the key for properly understending the Sovist percep~
tions of the outside world. The Soviets orgenise and evaluste
their percepticns in an ideological fremework shich 18 also
used for explaining and Justifying their behaviour in the inter-
nationsl sphers. But the Horxisteleninist ideology cerves the
Soviets only os a coupass. It does not provide thes a resdymede
blue print for their forsign policy.

Sovist view of politiocsl developnents in India have been
in thg main guided by the Laninist ideclogical line of allimce
of the proletariat atruggling for socia)lism and the forces of netinal
1iberation fighting against imperialisn in the former colonies under
the leadership of the notional dourgeoisie. This line laid dowm
at the second Congress of the Comintern in 1920 was hovever distorted
by the sectarian tinge contained in the line of the Rixth Cangress
of the Comintern in 1928, The Seventh Congress of the Coaintern
in 1935 removed this distortion,

In the period deginning with the end of ¥orld VWar II upto
st least April 1947 when diplometic reletions betwesn India
end Soviet Union wers estabtlished, Hoscovw hod teken a mors or
1e88 positive view of the nationsl movesent headed by the Indisn
Netional Congress under the leadership of Gondhi. Soviet Indologists
charooterised the netional strugdle 88 a mi.tisclass movement.
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Ine Indian Waticnal Congress was descrided by thenm as working for
the goal of complete indpendence md its socloeetonomic programce
‘was tarmed a8 "progresuiva”, Nelyu wos deseribed a "leftewing
progredsive® snd a "progrossive-dencoratt, md Oandhi's activitics
vwere cslled "progressive”. |

Sovist assessnnt of the Indian political scene, hovever,
grafuxlly started moving tovards a negotive dipection largely
under the intemotionsal environment dominatel by the cold war.
1t 18 not simply fortuitous that the Boviet perceptions of the
congress mafintionalist movennt as slso the Soviet assessment
of the Indien nationslist leaders hordened in May, June 1947 svhen
the cold war wes st 1ts haight in the wake of Trumen Doctirine and
the Narshpll Plon, The Soviet Union also grev apprebensive of
the uilitery implicatiocns of 2 compromise betwesn the colonial big
bourgeoisie wiglding influence over the natiotalist leadership and
British impueidlism for its (Soviet) security., Govist writers
axpressed conoorn over the Indian vislt of Flsld Harshal Montgomory
and over dlacussion ot the ASisn HRelations Conferance in Delhi
on a report by the Zrmsport Department of India containing
suggestions for improvenmt of skuxmwkxps stretegic roads to
mest the so«callisd sxpansicnist threat from the North West. It
¥n$ in such an atmosphere of suspicion snd misuwnderstanding that
Sovist orientalist Zhukov called Nehru a "millicharie® and Gsndhi
“the spostle of India's bockvardness® ,

The success of the peojle’s deocresies in Ecat Europe
and the victory of the Chinese revolution resulted in a tendency
towards oversuphasising the role of the proletariat and its
venguard, role of the proletarist md its venguard, the Communist
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Farty, o also the path of srnel striggle., Ihe pros-vest
slnt of the ruling dbourgeois lesdership of India in the
ea¥ly period after independence also reinforced the negotive
Boviet sppronch. Even then the Soviet spprosch vas wmorked by
grest caution md restraint. GSome Cominform articles wiich
leuded the peth Of orued struggle in other Asien cowntrics
4id not nention India among these countries.

The nev foreign policy stonce of non-alignoent followed
by India under Hohru's leadership which becems particularly noti.
cesble during the Koremn war, alangwith ths Soviet nesd to
mlist the support of the nationsdl bourgeoisie for a droed |
sntisimperisiist struggle for peate compellied Mosco¥ to have &
nev lcok at Indisn political developments. 411 thus resulted in
" the Sovistas viewing Nehru's India 83 & potentisl ally in the
struggle sgeinst imperialisn, The developnent of friendly Soviet
relations with Indis led to the reploosmment of the savocacy of
a Chinese model by projention of Indimn model for development
of » cooperative relationsbip betwest o sociclist state and
novly Independmt countries having different social systens, This
model 18 hold out by Soviet publicists as the realisstion |
in praotice of Lenin's drem for an allismnce of soclalism
vith bourgeois nationalism in & worldvide wited front sgeinst
isperielisn, |

This nev Soviet assesrment of the Indisn scene which
rm ons 3ide corrected the short lived sectarimn error mmd
brought maturity ond realisso to the Soviet approach dse
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nmifested g certain euphoric tendency tovards over expectas
tions cbout the socislist orientstion of the bourgeois leadere
ship in Indis.

Yot on the Whole; the Boviet spprooch towards Indimn
devalopmeits has guccesded in striking sk o balance detvewm
4ts ideological motivations ond the Realpolitik goals, As s
revolutionery vorld powsr, Soviet Unionts interests of national
- securily ore bsst served only through champidning social change
and not through sdvocacy of soclal status quo, The Boviet polioy
of cooperstich with the bourgeods nutionclist regimes in the
formoy colenies has in general weakwned inperialisw snd belped
in orsating the objective pre=requisites for thelr advancs
tovards gocislism, Viewed in o long-tern parspective the
favoursble Soviot spproach to Indis is likely tobtrengthen
the forces of social chmge md progress in the cowntry. This
however, does not mem that there can be no short term losses
et t4nes to the notional revolutioncsry foyces on account of dis-
Play of vhal may be temmed "overfriendliness” of the foviets,
Tue setback causied to the tlsctorsl fortunes of the Coxmunist
Party of Indin in indhya during the 1955 electicons by the publico.
tion of an oditorisd in Provda in January 1955 speaking in
spasking in superlotives sbout Nehru governnentt's foreign wnd
domastic policies is a case in point,
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