o

“When the objective conditions for a deep political
crisis have developed, the smaliest conflicts, which,
seemingly, are the least related o the actual seat o
revolution, may have the most seripus significance a3 @
starting poini .... The Proletarian Party is, before all,
unconditionaily bound to wiilise all and every conflict,
1o unfold these conflicts, 1o widen their significance,
ro connect with them the agitation for the revolu-
rionary slogans, to carry the kmowledge of these
confiicts to the wide masses, lo rally them o an
independent open action with their own demands ... .N
LENI,

“The first quality of a truly revolutionary party is the
ability to fove realities.’ ol
TROTSKY

“In the event that the Indian bowrgeoisie finds itself
mwmmmnrumwmmhmdqf
mmkwmmmrmqurmmm
mmwrwm;wmnw.m:w
wiﬂwiw#imﬁmmuﬂnd:mm
bold slogans, strikes, demonstrations ard more

The
- Comintaern
and Indian
Nationaliym

Jairus Banaji

mmu(impmtﬂdldpﬂmdwhicbmhrlmim.if

. P ion found ploy » a factory
P . In sharp 1o the expansion of capitalism
in and the white colonies, in Asia, including “semi-

rapidly indusirinlised Russia, without, however, fecon-
stituting the peasantry of the Black Earth region a &
proletariat, China's semi-colonial d Ieft more
room lor the emergence of a national industrial bour geoisic.
In India capital exports were of no grest significance in the
indudtrial sector, which remained confined, before 1914, 10
eottdn tewriles in Bombay and jute textiles in Calcutta,
Foreigr capital flowed mostly into productive sectors with &
low organic composition of capital, into non-productive

o of m. On hand, in
contrast to China, India was directly dominated by &
ial state. Any revatution which might develop thiss had

1o face a more imposing, a better organised machinery of
repression than anything the Chinese landowners "and
It was in (act India's national peculiarity that ¢ « thice
nations her nascent working class faced the leasi fav... wble
internal balance of forces. The rapid growth of this wor ing
class during the First World War snd its aftermath was
coterminous with an expansion of national capital; the
pole of its existence was o sational

1. L, Teolsky, Resslts snd of, ek A
Bostook, Allen Lane, 18721,

i



bourgootsic of India ot only won political independence but
swccescfully preventod & proketarian o sgrarian resolulion in
the

proctss.
The dilemmas of the Comintern vis-&-vis the revolution in
India sprang essentially from this difference, Ihau'hll.n‘.l
gage in the 190% &id any of itz rapporcun

reprosentatives concerned with India — MUN. Roy. (‘-

Lubani, 0. Kousinen, R.P. Dun, V. mmm—
Mlheﬂuhlnr awarcness of this fact. E\wl before the
rapsd of the n under the
meo(bu-mcmxdmmwmn:s\umlmu.
there was o atlempd 10 prasp the

Depresas the policy of imiperialism uun hardened.
Mm-ndfaﬂdﬂpm ‘Mm
policy of mdusirialisati dopred by the

ment @ this lims' H.lnmmhadﬂﬂuuhﬂ
play a centain role in ]
was 3 secondary factor based on short term conjuncrural
requirements due 1o the war, Fhe basic factors in the
expansion of indusiry related to the growti of demand for
certain prodducts and the shift in India’s commercial relations
with the evternal world, in particular the phase of
impori-substitution which this p 1. Tt mas a vemy

lndiﬂmmiﬂtnhsmwnmkmrmwtum
which provided the real stimulant behind the first spust of

peculiarities of the Indian Revelution, 10 establish, for
mﬂe wmmm«-mnms emi-

incentive for this sort of analysis once the Comintern began,
with the Third Peniod. 1o impose @ more or lew uniform
muym&emof?mhﬂnﬂuu
Amcrica, regandless of thar internal variations, the
panicular balance of forces prevailing within them, and so
an.

Bui sirategy, as Trowsky masmtained, both in his period
and subsequently, springs from national peculianiies. No
hiszorical sequende is over an evadt replica of the newt.,

In this article we shall auempt first 1o delineare the main
features of the mational conjunciure, shifting the focus

concerned mainh with the Twentes.
The Growth of “atioas! Capitalism is lndia
Huu‘luhmaﬂjanmwﬂu

xpansion. Already in 1921, in presenting his “Theses to the
Third World C of the Comi *, Trowsky had
ies which

national ties (or the development of their nativeindustries, " (5]

After 1922 cotton, iron and steel entered a period of
stagnation. ‘Production continued to creep upward, though
registering  considerable excess capacity. Moreover, there
was a_ seere fall- in profits... The reinforcement of

gration with world capital ot only led 10 the loss of
the momentum gained duvng the war but threatened 1o wipe
out the wactime gaing.” |6] Dusing this period of *waiting for
the growth of Indian industrial capitalism® 7], imperialism
reduced the export dury on learher and skins. defeated the
proposal 1o reserve the eoastal traffic of India for Indian
shipping, fived the exchange rate at Is 64 as against the
desired Is 44, and, berw 1930-32, pr ded 10 adopt
whaolesale the policy of Imperial Preference. British ¥
imports shrank to an annual average of around £2 million in
the middie Twenties, 1927 saw one of the lowest levels of
new imﬁunm ,lm the war. While the policy of
iff did mot affect the volume of

induitrial sector. During the nar both i
W F due to abnor mmuutmﬁi
disruptions In the @ — a

imestment mmuﬂy Gl the 1930x 8. the major
gov ¢ industries only came to enjoy tariff
sfier 1929-30. It was not til! the relative siability

sharp fall in the volume of raw jute exp and shifting
terms. of trade berwoen raw juie and jule manufacures
— and, swcondly, a fall in the © of cotton pleceg
The expansion in teviiles reached a peak in 1919422, when
the volume of investment rose from an annual Rs 398
crones® 10 Ra 726 croves. It is significant, however, that in
this penod the level of invemment in cotion 1avtiles,
produced mainly b rational capitalists, grew in relation to
the fevel of imvestment  jute extibes, where there was a
greater invohement of British capital, A« againe a pre-war
figure of 1%, the total number of pewly 1
companies s S48 in 191920 and 1,009 in 1920-21. It is troe
that the boom coinadod with, in fac anrasied, sharp
increases in ihe voluime of capital imports, which reached Rs
2% crores in 1922, bui there was simulianecusly a shifi in the
relative proporions of national and British capiral. *The grip
of European businessimen on (he economy of India was
oosened by the impact of the Firm World War®, writes
Bagehi “Mamy Indisn concerns sprang up in engineering and
other trades wpplving the army and the nany ... In other
Tickds also, sch as won and wecl, paper and cement. India
began 1o wpply more and more of her own requirements.”
2) By the Twenims s Inchan industnal groups had beyun
Lo cmeT e
The basec determnants of ihis saily posi-war expamsion
mmmlumwnmmmmmoﬂnm
. pnilbed i (e seting up of the Industrial
C_mrl s, of in the policy of differential
protecton advocaied by the |iscal Commassion in 1922 (for
mnskance, e Thiung of Ihe  mpont  duly on  cotton
oecegoods) In (e, s Bitiam recviablished her

nf the imermational economy was azaun jolted, this time
more sharply. by the Depression that national capitalism
emered 3 new period of expansion. The level of aggregate
industrial investment in real terms showed a “surprising’
stability during these vears. The advance madeh:l&tw
was *decisive” and “irreversible’, according 10 one writer. 9]
Th:sn'n..:umn matches and even stecl industries were
firmly donlyduringthe 19305 ... These arcthe
wher. several mﬂwwmnl’mndm: Indun capitalists —
the Birlas, Dalmia-Jains, Singhanias, Thapars — ventured
into the industnal figid." [10] By the beginning of the 1940s
the Indian indusirial bourgeoisie had sirengthened its
economic base enormously — due 1o the protracied nature
of the world crisis and the inter- ention of the Second World
War,

The panicular rhythm of expansion which Indian
capitalism experienced was decisive in a1 least one respect:
the ranforcement of Britain’s siranglehold on the economy
following the pos-war boom, and the ugnificant slowing

2. AR Bacch . Privete iawestmeal in indis 1900-23 (Cambridge
Unrveraity Press 19720

3 C1. Bipsn Crandgra, ‘Coionisliem: and Modemisation’, lndles
History Decemdai 1070, whare ihe mythm of
[T M TR I! limaed 10 RIS i [he antemalional eConomy .

4 Bagchi, op.cil,, pds

§ L Trotasy, Thesss of the Thid Woid Congress on the
wtenaticaal §itudton ang 1ha Tasaa of 1he Comintem’. adopted &t
e 1EIN sess.cn July 1921, repnnied in The First Five Years of the
Communtil inlemational (Piones: Publishen 1945,

cal gnp durng (e boom and & pes phase of “relative
magnatson’  emsevged (3, laning from 1911 w0 the

A oo = 10 wittken

. -p. eh.
7. Bagenl ep.ch p 4l
8 Bagchi op.ch. o8

9. Bageri, ep. ot pp 4380
" Mﬂ.-.ﬂ.”
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down i the pace of imdustralisation which this induoed,
gave the uruggle (o independence an unduly profracied
character, Had the Indiun capitalivt cluss entered Ihe
Deprescion with the strength with which i left i, it coula
concrivably have achieved independence several years
enrher,

mum-uma-cm

The carly phase of & rial Jeashed by the
Fuu\\mla‘nmw imevitably, by a growth
in the size and organisation of the working class, The second
factor was as important as the first, for no sooner was the
Indian proletariat born than it had (o siruggle for survival.
I 1919 the level of foodgrain prices was 93 per cent higher
than its pre.war level, and that of home.-made textiles 60 per
cenk higher. An official report [11] admitted that since the
war the general level of real wages had fallen
The movemeni of sirikes closely mirrored the rhythm nt
inflation.

The strike wave reached its climax during the boom and
thereaiter declined continuously in the period of stagnation,
When prices rose towards the end of 1921, there was a fresh
outbreak of sirikes after the previous climax of 1919/20. In

the whole of thai year over 6 lakhs* of workers were
m\uhcdmsmlm wmsﬂmimﬂ'uilu thyllm':
of

1923 Ahmedatad testile workers 46,000

1928 Bombay 1-utile workers 145,000
1925 Naorthwesticrn Ruilway workers 22,000
1927 Kharagpur tuilway workers 15,000

The bitterness of some of these strikes is sufficiemly indicat-
gih,thmmhuflheﬂrﬂinlmmaﬂlhmml
nwuys.-mwmmmummmm

wsation of several th d workers; or of the Bombay
mill strike of 1929, launched against a wage cul of 1114 per
cent and lasting 2V4 months; or of the sirike of Ahmedabad
mril:m:n.dnlol 20 per cent wage cul and lasting 3
months,

Thcll'mhul'lh:mre | y forms of p
class was thus simul with, and in many
instances even preceded, the binth of organised trade
unionism, which from its modest beginnings in Madras in
191K spread rapidly 10 embrace the Bombay and Calcuiia
proletariat by 1922, when there were some 113 unions. (16]
Inthe period 1921- 21mwsfmnunﬂlnm1mcdl
higher intensity of strikes than the jute mills of Bengal —
both in terms of the number of disputes and the workers
imvolved . While the latier were badly hit in 1922, when there
were some 40 srikes involving a lode of over 1 million
working days, the Bombay tewtile faciories were badly hil in
1921, and again in 1923, 1924 and 1928, The following year
hai P

lost. In carly 1922, when prices fell, the P
unsuccessful strikes rose, and mhlyurme
mmbetu!‘nnlmndwmdtuthgdlwhu
year. Tt fier the
m-a;m“mm-b—&hh
1926-27. In this period there was [ittle increase in
mwu,ﬂmhuﬁmdwﬂu
In the coal mines
ﬂnpb;mmmnnk!m ll‘-.!S.’Hﬂlﬂi 213. The siruggles
L

of the strike wave fell sharply, coinciding with
the low point of the recession. {17]

Shifts i the Palitical Conjunciure

The years following the Firs World War were crucial on
another level too. It was in this period that the political
character M‘ Congress shified from that of a small
liberal i body to that of a movement with a

of this period were of a d ch. launched 1o
ward off wage cuts and fight retrenchment. Around 70 per
cent of the strikes in this period were unsuccessful, this pro-

*mass’ character rooted more firmly now in an active peity
bourgeais cadre and capable of a sporadic mobilisation of
jons of the p y. This shift was accompanied by

portion reaching 82 per cent in 1926. The retreat reflected it-
sell in the composition of the sessions of the All-India
Trades Union Congress, The first session in Bombay in 1920,
and especially the second st Jharia in 1922, had been marked
by the presence of a large working class element. At the
Lahore session in 1923 the middle class element was more
prominent. *This was more or less the case also at the next
congress, Calcutia 1924, and at the next three congresses...'
L]

Official reporis aticmpting 1o explain  the sudden
explosion of class conflicts in the factory focussed on the

another one, which would prove egqually decisive in
subsequent conjunciures — as Nehru wrote later in Toward
Freedom: ‘The Amriisar Congress 1919 was the first Gandhi
Congress. The slogan Mehutma Gandhi ki Jai began to0
dominate the Indian political horizon.” In another work he
returned to this theme, dating the birth of the *Gandhi cra in
Congress politics’ 1o the special sewsion of Congress at
Caleutia in the autumn of 1920, *A new class of delegate,
;hnﬂym{muwhwﬂmmama became “he type
of Congs Now the p rolled in, and in its new

seminal role of the war, “The war had done much 10 ed

garb Congress began to the look of a vasi agrarian
isation. (18] Thus the middle classes and peasantry

the Indinn peasaniry regarding conditions and methods in
other countries’, wroie one report. [14] “Conditions
particularly as regards working houss, which had formerly
been uccepied as inevitable, were no longer regarded as
olerable... The value of concerted action was rapidly
realised.’ A Memorandum of the Royal Commission on
Labour similarly noted: *The industrial worker has become
more class conscious as a resull of the economic and polincal
influcaces which have come into play since the war..." [15]
One index of this mescent class consciousness was the distinet
tendency for localised disputes to spread rapidly to other
sections of the industry, hence the large size of most of the

made a more decisive entry into the political srena precisely
as the leadership of Congress 10 Ganidhi. To some
extent the connection was a divect one. ‘He (Gandhi) senit us
to the villages...", wrote Nehru,

In was at the Calcuna Special Congress in 1920, that which
inaugurated the ‘Gandhi era in politics’, that the
organisation adopied the form of struggle characteristic of it
in subsequent periods. "Non-violent non-cooperation® for
the first time provided a framework in terms of which the
Congiess leadership could mobilise its politicsl base and
simulianeously keéep it Mirmly within its control. As such, it

important strikes, as shown in Table I

11, The Bulleiin of ingisn industries snd Labous, guoted in V.8
Year Strike Numbers involved Karnin, Sickkes in indis (Bombay, 1967). p 62

l2 Karmik, op. cit., pp 1 28-02
1918 Bombay cotton textile workers 125,000 L = trom ibe Dock. Weswsl
1919 Cawnpore woollen mills 17,000 w-u; Case 1029-33 (Casculia, 19871, p. 257
1919/20 Jamalpur railway workers 16000 4 ::."';“;: op, e, p 82
1920 Calcutra jute workers 5000 5 Cf SC e, The indisn Trade Union Movemsst [Caiculls,
1920 Jamshedpur steel workers 12,000 1970}, pp. 104-7

Sholaput rextile workers 17, €1 Bagchi, ep. et pp.142:3
::i]} Bombay textile workers m 18 0. Normen (ediiorn, Nehre: The Firs: Sisty Yesrn, voiume one
1920 ¢ il 4 17,000 (London, 1985), pp.59.02.64.
1920 Ahmedabad 1extile workers 13,000 * Alskh = 100,000
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was the form which besi comfesponded 10 the srategy of
Congress [19). which Subhas Bose later described as I1he
“merhod of perodical " §4@]. The essence of thi
srategy conssted 1 the attemps 1o comwolidate the pobucal
and evanarmic posion of the Indian bourgenisie by forcing a
weriey of concesnons from the colomal state through the
penodic mobilisation of mass pressurs.  These  purely
short-lerm concessions were not, however, the final object
ather of the Indian capitalist class or of the Congress
leaderstup Ther final obyective was a smashing of the entire
framework of direct anhnll domination which, in the
of 1he rising b . specifically its older
hubhami professional weata from which the class derived
both ity organic &s well & sts traditional intelligentsia, acted
s the chiel comsiraint on the rapid capitalist development of
the natson
Ine lefi-democratic leaders of Congress, particularly
Bevee and Nehru, vlnmhﬂdmrhﬁrmmmd
organic and tradi | imrell |, were quite
this lomg-term contradiction between the imterests uf
national-capitdisi developsacnt and British imperialism. In a
ietter to The Tribone written in 1928, MNehru wrote of Bri-
vasn and India, “our cconomic interests conflict all slong the
line. Hose was even more explicit: ‘From the
cconomic  standpoint, India. 1w 1o Britain A
supplier of raw materials and 3 consumer of British
manufactures. On the other hand, India aspires 1o be &
manufacturing nation... The industrial progress of Ind s
against Britain's economic interests. [21] Thus the I‘reqm
short-term comp -+ effected between | and

1o it Ws own soemific rationalism, the comsevative

ol etmco-political pacifism which Gandhi so
dramatically imposed on the mass movemen! with the
hdnlumm:dﬂﬂylmwwuhuhw
as the d of the
Thenatlmalenuihmnorﬂchrummmm
posinnn 10 constitute the chief ideological link between the
Congress leadership and its mass base. At best it provided
the framework in terms of which the Indian bourgeoisic
would attempt to work out its carly Plans afier the seizurc
of power. Gandhi was the linchpin of the national
movement, Without Gandhi there was no ideological basis
on which the Congress leadership, from Motilal Nehru 1o
Subhas Bose, could appeal 1o and auract the vast
backward peasant masses and the volatile urban middic
class.

The Role of Gandhi

The sirategy of Congress was a dual one. It had not only
to mobilise its mass base (o win concessions from
impenalism. It had also 1o ensure that no ‘transformation’
occurred in this process, that the internal tendency of all
national-revolutionary struggles 10 dcquire @ cenain ‘per-
manence’. 1o rapidly outstrip the framework of bourgeois
democtacy, 1o shifi the terrain radically from a purely
national struggle to » social one — that this rendency, this
inner lagic would have no Toom to come into play. Thus the
second limb of the (‘onuv:u strategy was the blocking of the

seciions of the Indian bourgeoisic were im mo jemse an
‘abandonment” of the goal of "independence’. They were in
no sense a ‘betrayal”. Raiher, they were the means by which
the Indian bourgeoisic gained in strength and confidence
before refurmulating its demands vis-4-vis imperialism,
This. however, was a point which practically none of the
major  Comintern figures directly umkmood I was
previsely the point that to the b 's j
autonomy there was oo correspondi litical

that was missing |n the debale at the Sixth Congress, as -:
shall see.

Of 1921 Nehru wrote: ‘There was a strange mixture of
nationalism and politics, and religion and mysticism and
fanatizism. Behind all this was agrarian trouble and, in the
hig “vities, a rising working class movement.’ 221 These
evolutions were largely separate, though they coincided in
tise empty space of time. There is little doubt that the most
decisive intervention in this period was net that of the
peasantry — the Moplah rebelfion in Malabar, the
Midnapore No-Tax paign, or the exp in Bardoli
— but the massive wave of strikes in which some 600,000
workers were involved. It was this massive upsurge in
working class militancy barely rwo years after the birth of
trade unionism in India which had the gremest potential
significance in terms of the anti-impenalist siruggle. But
Congress remained aloof, on the whole, To Bose and Mehru,
despite the bourgeois radicalism of the first or the bourgeois
republicanism of the second, the working class ined an

of the i Y process, :hetnl:
ul' ensuring that the wis

from its ‘natural’ elementary directions. Faced with the inner
working out of this Jogic, the Chinese bourgeoisic in the
same decade delegated to Chipng Kai-shek the task of
brutally suppressing the Chinese working class. As the strike
wave of 1925 began to affect not only the foreign-owned
factories but the ‘national’ ones as well, a rapid shift occur-
red within the Kuominiang towards the right, leading in that
year to the assassination of a prominemt lefi-Kuomintang
leader, Irwmuu[uilmmyurlucmuhuum
this logic, of
which Trotsky continually warned, continued to subordinate
the Chinese Communists to Chiang. In India such a situation
mmum except much later and in different
Here Gandhi pthﬁﬂd!nruepclnd
ideological framework in terms of which the various sections
of the bourgevisie could coatrol the mass movement. The
fact that this was possible for so long reflected not merely the
mmmmmor:mlmmm
and mot onmly the relative backwardness of the
Indian Communists, but also the fact that the working
class was never drawn directly into the political voriex. Its
political strikes tended to be symbolic actions, hartsls® of

short duration. The working class thus played a
role in the national struggle, and its fierce combativity in the
Tmmn:eﬁmot&mrmmwmn

of

growing p
mmhﬂddﬁmumhum

external object, a sombre mass on their horizon, acting at 3 ’mud Indis [deology displaced

distance. Thus the social connections which were made in = S o e
thrprﬂumnfthm*ﬂﬂtﬁﬂihmm * Walking off the job

between ‘the rising g class g 19, Onthia ‘our ideas sre takan from Blpan Chandra, The
but between Congress tud. the Y. m hinki bafare 1047, paper presanted

uum:mmwmmmmwlhrpuum Nehru
told a forcign observer, ‘not so much !omckmmhl
workers' [23] Again, ‘the advanced sections of labour

menmmn-cmmwmmum|m
Dwiri, ang ‘Elements of continuity and change in sarly nalionalist
actwily’, paper gresented to the Indian History Congrene, 27-20

luu;huny-nhtnn.cul(:m They misunderstood its
leaders, and d s ideol i
ary..' [24] Thus the strange mtmosphere of 1921 which
Nehrt orwribes merdy reflected the ideologica: amor-
pnmum;.ot ihe miss base which Congress acquired in that
year. Abmwruuﬂmtwnnm:mﬂrm
thinking." [25]

For lack cf the only social force capitble of coumerposing

Page
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20 6.C Boos, The indisn Struggle 1020-22 (Bambay. 1964), p. 380,
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non-violence could ensure that in a given conju

e and had d sharply: dosens
dmwhnmm.un-wdwlmlumﬂ
of hanged. There had been rhe MNasik

mass movement, even if confiued 10 symbolic act

demoralisation in its train, and in our couniry especially it
may lead to disruption... The great majority of us, | take i,
,methmmmwﬂmunﬂ”md
il we reject the way of viok it is ises no
substantial results.’ MMMMUMM
was more explicit. Thus in 1922, in justifying the Barduli
retreatl before Nehru, be wrote, *1 assure you that if the civil
resistance movement had not been suspended we would have
been leading not a nen-violent struggle bul essemtially a
violent siruggle... ihe foctid smell of violence o still
powerful, and it would be unwise to ignore or underrate it."
[28] 1t is well known that the retreat was triggered of [ by the
fact that &t Chauri Chaurs peasants had stormed and burned
ihe local nalice station, Two years earlier he had referred, in
similar circumstances, nz'let the calling off of the sutygraha®,
the

might not have undersiood the doctrine of civil
resistance ...." [29]

Al the Amritsar Congress, “his' Congress, in Nehru's
words, Gandhi was adamanit that ‘mob viclence’ in the
Punjab and Gujarat should be formally condemned” The
Subjects CMum:umwmm Candhi

ded with a f binckmail. 'He
ﬁmlybwpoﬁtdya:ndmﬂfnﬂyupmdmwuym
attend the Congress, if the Congress could not see its way 1o
accepting his viewpoini.' [30] When the resolution was
successfully moved the next day, Gandhi remarked, 'I'h'.nk
no greater resolution before this Congress than this onz ..
rwmmnuummmwu
Gandhism was stripped of its outer ldyers of mysticism:

‘This Congress is further of the opinion that Civil
Disobedience is the only civilised and effective substitute for
an armed rebedlion... [Jllltllmﬂﬂlli;htllul(imdhn

CMr-qC-: the Gwalior Conspiracy Case, Howrah
Conspirscy Case, Dacca Conspiracy Casc, Barisal
Comspiracy Case, Lshore Conspiracy Case. Copics
of Juhan-i-lslem which d  the it
of Englishmen were frecly circulated in
Lahore and Calcutia {35]. In this situmtion an emrly
independent development of the working class movement on
4 politienl basis would undoubtedly have drawn such cur-
rents into fself. As it was, there was no working class party
till the middle Thirties, and by that stage Gandhi had efTec-
tively neutralised some of these currents. Bose wrote later
that there had been a possibility in the carly stages, at the*
time of the first Civil Disobedience campaign, that the ex-
revolutionaries “as a class would go against the Congress ow-
ing 1o ideological dilferences’, but that in 1921 they had been
won over by Gandhi [36] under the illusion that ‘swaraj™
womahd come within a year.

The disintegration of the petty bourgeois terrorist current
was, however, only one of Gandhi's early tactical victories.
The other was the neutralisation of the “left’ current within
Congress, specifically Nehru, which, after the death of Tilak
and later Das, remained the only potential source of
opposition to his leadership. Nehru's deliberate promotion
by Gandhi 1o the presidency of the Lahore Congress in 1929
had the lunction of reinforcing an aiready strong emotional
bond between the two men. ‘No-one has moved me and
inspired me mose than you', Nehru had writien 1o Gandhi
the previous year. [37] *Am | not your child in politics?”
CGandhi saw the manoeuvre in more rational terms: ‘He is
undoubtedly an estremist, but he is humble enough and
practical enough not to force the pace 10 the breaking point’
{38]. To those who dispuied the choice of Nehru,
Gandhi gave the assurance that it would be like having
himsell in the chair. [3¥] “The Lahore Congress was @ great
victory for the Mahatma', Bose wrote some years later, not
without some bitlerness, [40] The Working Commitiee
elected in January 1930, with Nehru's assistance, was
dominated by a solid pro-Gandhi bloc. "With a subservient
cabinet, it was possible for him 10 conclude the pact with
Irwin in March 1931, to have himsel{ appointed as the sole
representative to the Round Table Conference, 1o conclude
the Poona Agrecment in Sepiember 1932..." [41] Nehru’s

lisation had a ceriain relative effectivity, Though his

upparently trivial mtmtmjmi ul q Congr on
the question of violence assume a certain ‘pragmatic’
significance. Thus in 1929 the Congress passed a resolution

ing the bomb ‘outrage’ on the Viceroy's train,
mm;ch:;hmwcumthumm results in harm
being done to the National Cause’. [37] Agnin, af the
Karachi Congress in 1931, Gandhi's amendment dissociating
Congress from Bhagat Singh's ‘political violence' performed
the same role of ideological reinforcement, though on this

initial reaction to the Gandhi-Irwin Pact had been one of
dismay, he finally came round 1o accepting it. Helplessly he
wrote in Toward Freedom, ‘even il we disagreed with him,
what could we do? Tlm.m hmwnr‘ Break from him?
Announce our

MGM;rnkmmlmrm 10 paralysing the
energies of the masses with an ideology of pacifism or 1o

occasion the fight was n more difficult one. To large

* R y and/or politically

of the Indian masses Bhagat Singh had ly b

more of # ‘national hero’ than Gandhi.

it would be wrong to underrate the effects of what Roy,

wriling in Inprecor in 1923, called the ‘deadening inactivity

lmpmdhyuuamhwkynfu;ﬁniw [33). Nehru
describe these effects with a c:rl.lin ‘inside

wmmmwhmn he wrote, ‘and
made the masses much more indifferent (o, and even hostile
to, the idea of terrorism as & method of political action. Even
the classes from which the terrorists are usually drawn, the
lower middle classes and intelligentsia; have been
W'ﬂfhﬂ‘r affected by the Congress agaminst
methods of violence." [u!llthmmkl

\ransformation into a ‘mass’ party, the decade in which
Gandhi had returned to India, Congress had lived in the
shadow of revolutionary violence. In the war years
* Passive reslstance
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disintegraung the two ‘left’ currents within the nationahst
struggle, His sudden and apparent shifts 1 the lelt, such as
the tesumption of Civil Duobedience st the Lahore
Congress, ugnificd an attempt 10 mwve with the hroader
shilts o the mass movement, to co-ops and radically block
ihe logic of a permanent tramsition from the terrain of
bourgeois democra:y and anti-imperialism 1o wocnal revolu-
uon. In defending the prion of Civil Diobed he
stated, *Civil Dusobedience alone can save the country from
impending lawlessness and scorei crhme, since there is a party
of violence in the country which will pot listen 10 speeches
and resolutions,.. but believes only in direct action’ [43]
Just as Stalin did more 10 disintegrate the morale of the Left
COrppoti by his of an appareni wholesale
aduption of their policies than by outright cocrcaion, Gandhi
in 1929, in thal same decisive year, *took the wind out of the
sails of the Extremists by himself 4 !

The East India Ratiway strike was tnggered off by
di I+ and chment, the Calcutta jute strike by the

Apl ¢ o i the working week and
introduce a single shifi sysiem. the Bombay texnle sirike by
victimisations in the Wadia group of mills. One writer says
of the strikes in this period that *“they were more bitter (than
carlier ones) and fought with a determination and vigour
which were not s0 much in evidence during the earfier
periods’ [47).

Bul the process was not merely onc of radicalisation. It is
true that the eirculation of political ideas was much wider
in this period than in the earlier one, that many workers were
mmm-n!dﬁmunhﬂmw.mh
split in the trade union movement besween a reformist and
revolutionary wing was bound o affect the consciousness of
the more advanced lavers. But this was also a period of a loss

ai the (Lahore) Congress and divided the ranks of the
opposition by winning over some of the left wing leaders’
(Hose). [44] In a penetrating analysis Bose refers to Gandhi's
‘capacity 10 assimilate other ideas and policics. But for the
latier factor. Gandhism would have ceased 10 dominaie the
Congresslonggo’ [45]. <

Gandhi, then, was the suiding personality in the national
muvement 10 these vears. Without an analysis of his role, it is
impossible 1o grasp concretely how it was possible for the
L ongress leadership not only 1o biring pressure to bear on the
colunial state through sporadic mass mobilisations, but also
10 thwan the independent dev of a mass peasamt
struggle or workers® revolt within the framework of these

Sympioms of Renewed Radicalisation 1928-30

This role of unleashing a mass and simult
neously restraining it d the gr imp

towards the elose of the decade, with & rencwed upsurge in
mass consciousness, The five years from 1922 to 1927 saw a
retreal on almost all fronis, Industry entered a period

rcﬂmwmmkﬁmmmm-dw
imﬁlhhlkkdﬂuum.mm-dmn-dm
struggle shified 1o a more constiutional plane, Skmul
\aneously, and starting as carly as 1923, there was &
mmwwwm-mmmn
1914 Allahabad saw serious communal rioting.

The first ﬁmd:mﬂddmmh
mmm&:m“iﬂ*mdim
gﬁbhﬂﬂuil’ﬂwl&lﬂ?.luﬂmdﬂm
ywhw&:mmﬂd;mm.mm
workers involved im strikes than at any thme
mtul,mm-mmdmmhm
ing unything previously witnessed — 31 million
nmnmﬁﬂpﬂl.hmﬂ.dllm
Andftdﬂmmdﬁmmisalm.‘n

CGiloster jute mills, Bengal, the police were
mmmh;‘mmuuﬁudmumm
was significant, as is shown in Table IL.

Year Strike Numibers involved
1928 East India Railways 16,313
1929 Cailcutta jute mills 300,000
1929 Bombay textilc mills 140,000
1930 GIP Railway strike 2,608
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of 1929 made il a
suffickeni reason.” [48] Already by October 1928, in a leter
10 Chattopadhyaya in Berlin, Nehru was writing, ‘“labour
after a succession of struggles is exhausted ...." [49)
Bombay the strike of 1928 was followed by a long period of
dwindling trade union membership and gencrally imeffective
union resistance to wage cuts in the face of a dwindling
volume of employment..." [50] The following year in Bengal
some 110,000 jute workers were thrown out of work. It is
interesting that the Communists on trial in the Meerut
i Case tk fves pointed out 4
1929 & certain exk jon b app ' |51).

g

0

mudnﬁuornhn-mmwcnnﬂuuntm
WNMCWMHMWMm
tion with the official leadership. On 25 April this year this
Committee adopted a resolution censuring the Congress
leaders for their recemt policy of co-operation with the
British Government in the legislative assembly...” The
Mdmwwhmmmms
small movement called the Nagpur Republicans, which
began to develop ‘as a rallying point for ail the left
within and without Congress’. [54] Finally, towards the end

|

id., £.796
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has also been 8 joimt platform for several parties.” [81] This
complex ambiguous character, direcily reflecting the fact
thai in India mione of the mujor colonal counine an
indigenous  bourgeoisic was successful in leading 3 mass
movement against imperialism, was a source of considerable
| fusion in the Comi in which two

dh ¥ i of Congress vo-cxisted: on the one
hand, of Congress as a narrow class party of Indian
caparalism and semi-feudal inieres, analogows (o the
Kuomintang in China or the Tory Party in Britan; and on
the other, of Congr as an impheitly or ialh

i ¥ movement ined ‘rom de ping accord-
ing 10 its imernal logic by an accidental play of forces — for
example, the illusions of the petiy Jourgeois elements in its
leadership, or the charismatic fascination of Gandhi. The
Comintern's failure 10 understand that the peculiarity of
Congress was precisely that it combined both these moments

organisational shape,
The impression conveyed by these years is of a series of
ks, of a current I

the struggle forward in a revolutiomary direction, as if its
leadersh ever p imed this as one of its objectives.

the

with the working class. The leadership of Congress, a party
of b is democracy, lay with e drawn from a
social stratum with no immediate connections with business

of *social hegemony and political P
But a second from the fact that

activity, as in 1921 or 1930, it gave the appearance of an
unorganised spontancous force, the mere skeletal framework
of the most disparate currents of opposition to British rule.
One Comintern writer remarked, with ebvious despair, ‘the

Wik, . only p 710 its Tailure Lo grasp the
sirmiegy of bourgeois nationalism in India.

Slow Formation of the CP1

Crucial 10 the ability of thi bourgeoisic, including its
professional-intelieciual strata, 10 impase its hegemony on
the national movement, and guide it sccording 1o its own
srslegy of periodic compromise, was the excepiional
backwardoess of the Indian Communist Party in its carly
phases of attempted formation. Due 1o this backward
development the working class was left politically leaderless
in & period (1919-30) when it was time and again forced into
the sharpest conflicis with British and Indian capitalists and
when it demonstrated its own capacity for political
interventions, as when it demonsttated against the Simon
Commission, or when it inierrupied the Calcutta Congress
late in 1928 with a symbolic acc ion of the platf for
some two hours [62). For while it lacked the leadersnip of a
firm Communist Pary. the working class had mot been
i ed, either ideol Iy or organisationally, into the
framework of Congress.

The CP1 in fact did not begin 1o grow till 1934, by which
stage a shift 1o the Popular Front was already visible. In that
year the size of the party increased from 20 members to 150,
Mhlhpﬁwﬂmsthmmm-uimﬂ
frequent complaints about ihe practical insignificance of a
Communist Party in India. Most of these complainis began
1o be made in 1928, when the phase of political recession
abruptly ended with the announcememt of the Simon

56.

57, tohd., p.148.

58. Roy, inpreser, 1/3/29.

50. G.5., imprecor, 282731 This sviter goss on 1o say: ‘in reatity
Congress s a collection of rich patriotic  ueurers,
merchants sedling goods to English lirms, manufsciurers and their
Mm.mn_mmw_mmm
masses..

B0, Sitarameyys. ep. ol p. 193
1. Normsn, ep.oit., p.8T.

masses do nol ye believe in the treachery of the Ci

L3 n mnp.-lupﬂ.-m.hm
Ihase workers |8 ghven ra 50,000, Other satimetss sre: 10,000 {Boss.

B e e o (99110 1920 g p.158):20.000(8 Chandi P, cild oy npmsss 2121 29
providing a platform for all parties to appeal to the Nation" oy 55 o e e
[60], and lnter Nehru would rei & similar ception  (Bombay, 1960), p. 156.
when he wrote: “The Congress was a party in some ways; it 84, 5. 8w, Inpeecer. 3/ 28
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Comnmumus’ |[68] Later in 1918 gn BECCl documem uated
that as the eviating Communia Party of India showed no
wgns of revolutionary life, it had “no grounds to consider
and even call itwet! Communint”, [6l)

It i true that at this time, Decomber 1928, after the
conference of the Workers” and Peasants’ Pary held in
Calcuna, 1he WPP leadership constituted itscll as the CPI,
sievted a Central Commtiee and apphed for admission (o
the Cormintern. But this sttempt proved as futile apparently
s the others had been, far shartly before the July Plenum of
the ECC the following year Manudsky wrote ihai there was
stifl no independent Commumist Parry in India67] The same
was said by R.P. Dutt as lste as the end of the nem year,
1930. [68] The situation within the CP in that year i

jed by the folk 18 of one of its
carly members, “chaos and disorganisation in the Party all
over the country appeared in an acute form. Comrades in
Calcuria had been carryving on the work of the Party under
the name **The Calcutta Commiitee of the CPI™. In spite of
repeated requena from the Calcutta Committee to give an
sli-India shape 1o the CP, there was no response from the
Paity leaders in Bombay.''[69] In fact, in an arucle which
appeared in & German magazine in February 1931, Roy
dismissed the CPl "as of little consequence and hardly
existing outside of Bombay and Calcuita. He reported that
the Party consisted largely of studerns and functioned mare
a3 a ~tudent group than anything cise.” [T It is perhaps not
surprising then that in the same month laprecor carned an
article by the All-india Anti-lmperialist League
which called for the estabhishment of this body in India on
the grounds that ‘it is only through this organ... that the
tasks of the national revolution can be carried through’ The
it ad § included the blish of a
Wotten and Peasants’ Republic. [71] In June 1932
Iaprecor published an "Open Letter' from the Communist
Parties of China, Britain and Germany appealing to the
Indian Communists to ‘undentake the formation of the
Communisi Party'. [72] The CPC reiterated this sppeal the
following year in July. [73] After this, and following the
relcase of some of the Meernt prisoners, & secret conference
of the Party was held in Calcutta in December 1931 at which
a new political resolution and party constitution were
adopted. [T4}
, There is ample evidence, then, for the fact that in this
crucial period of mu.luruuhl from 19’28 10 1932 there was
no ceniralised, effy is1 Party in
India. Trotsky had ﬁm:nhd simiiar situations in Europe as
*a crisis of leadership’. In India, however, this "crisis’ did not
assume the same staggering proportions as for cxample it
had in laly in 1920, or would do in France during the
Popular Front. It was nevertheless a real, if invisibie, fu:tnr

clear from the circular that all thuse groups. with e possible
axception of the Madras ane unde: 5. Cheiiiar, were mainty
propagandist. Thal is, they had not made the transition 0
agnation.

A few years later, in December 1924, Muzaffar Ahmad
and some others had formally constituted an all-India
Communiw Party, but this attemp proved aboriive, for
when in March 1927 the EC of the CPl met 1o discuss Roy"s
reqmllhu|hnrqhdamndedlmw&vm
All-indis Workers' and Peasants’ Party, n-e committee

The Workers’ and Pesssain’ Purty

The reason for ths -wuemly odd state of arfmwum

I h no d C Partv was founded
this period, by the end of 1928 an All-India Workers® and
Peasams' Parnty had successfully been established. The first
provincial WPP was estabiishes i Bengal cariy in 1926,
following o peasant conference ai Krishnanagar in Nadia, A
year later 3 WPP was established in Bombav and another
ane in Punjab, Finally in 1928 a founh one was founded in
the Linited Provinces. It is ciear that the intervention which
the Commusmists made in some of the strikes of 1928 was
through the medium of these organisations, and not
formally as members of a Communisi Party, Ahmad states,
‘although the CPl was pot illegal, it was difficult 10 work
under its name openly. What we used 1o decide in the CP was
actually put into practice from the platform of the WPP.
The manifestos of this party were all drafted by the CC of
the CP.' (™ Hence, presumably, the need to maintain &
G Central C b even when there was no
Communist Party as such.

There is sufficient evidence to indicate that the various
Workers' and Peasants” Parties were in fact quite active in
the massive upheaval of 1928, In May that year Luhani
wrole in Imprecor that the WPP had jaken a ‘prominent
part” in organiung strike action. in forming strike
committess and carrying on ‘incedsan propaganda by daily
strike meetings’ [80]. Ahmad sates thar members of the
WPP ‘wholeheariedly participated” in the struggles of 1928
It is equally clear, however. that the social composition of
the vanious provincial organisations differed quite signifi-
cantly, particularly as between the Bombay and Bengal
sections. Thus, while in the course of 1928 the Bombay WPP
was said to dominate the ‘Congress organisation in
Bombay', to have ised the der ations of &

in the situstion of that period, and one which
sharply with the development of the Chinese Communist
Party, which already by July 1926 had a membership of
30,000 and by the spring of 1927 a membership of 58,000; or
with that of the Indonesian Communist Party, which in 1926

“laimed 3,000 b u-ul:unmna.ld
had fully infiltrated leadershi in
Istam. hlu,umlynlmoummlh
of the P K ist ofi Ind in mt
13,000.175] In that year in India there were probabiy not
more than 50 Communists, let dlome an organised
Communist Party.
An official Governmem circular from Whitehall '

some information on the strengih of the indian Comumsu
unmm mwululutmﬂlmmmm
communist and semi-gommunist groups in  Bombay,
Madras, Lahore, Bengal and the United Provinces. Late in
1922 Roy had in d the Bomb and Lahore
groups Lo contact each other, wlmiumdnmﬂm:uym
working in isolation. The organisation of the Bengal group
mdncdhedumdmm alihough they were said 1o
. of pr da. Finally, it is
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agamst the Simon Commussion |[B1] and to have been mnvol-
ved in several stnikes, wn Bengal, according 1o One report 3
ms.mt.mmmﬁmpmtmwﬂ‘mﬂwh
‘falling into the hands o1 ph hrapic peity b
|82]. mmm-hnmwntmwhhnrﬂmﬂmv “n
. non-C weTe more m the WPP*
53], lell\ Bose noted and tned to explan the difference
with the theory that “class differenuation’ was more ‘acute’
in Bombay than in Bengal, and tha consequently the petry
mm;:lhunt-wwmummwuu

- At any rate, it is clear thar insofar as Ci

sugar or rubber (Sudan, Cuba, Java, Egypt) ... Real
industrial of the col COuUnirY, in partcular the
kel up of a 1N hing enmneering industry which
would promote the independent deveiopment of i
productive forces, 15 pot encouraged but, on the contran, i
hindered by the metropolis ' B8] Al an garly sevuon of (he
Congrea, Bukharin had endorscd this view, Kuusinen came
back 10 the gusstion much later, a1 the Tweniv-Santh
Session: ‘Industrisimation means the transformation of an
AIENAR MO a&n industriel country, i means &
ihorough industnal deveiopment, sbove all development of
;hgpmdmmohhemnmolpmdwm .. This is nol i
ether any has taken

Wmnulw:utbumthu“m
through the Workers' and Peasamis’ Party, which, if we

conferences in early 1929, M“lhﬂm.ﬂusmm
character of the WPP was anm imponamt factor 1o
Communists working in Indis, sithough the Comintern,
from a distance, had informally abolished it in the middle of
1928,

The Decolonisation Debaie 1928
Al no time did the Cc discuss the question of India

phnrmlm— this has certanly been the case — it 1 rather
# question of whether it is the policy of British impenalinm
10 industrialise India." [87] According 1o Kuusinen, st most
10 per cent of British capital exports 1o India at the height of
the boom wen! into manufacturning: most of the invesiment
in that period was non-productive. Some sesstons later the
counier-attack began, based sometimes on quilt astoni-
shingly abstract arguments. Thus Cox, who descnibed the
“transd on of the into spheres for industrial-
sation on the pant of 1 imperalist bourgeoisic’ as @
‘fundamental law of imperialism’ (B8], Al the next session
S, Tagore ook the Industrini Commumiion of 1916 as

| a ‘turn in the policy of Britisy imperialism in

in greater detail than at the Sixth Comintern Congress from
July to September 1928, By thar stage Chiang's two coups
and the disastrous adventure of the Canton Commune had
left the Stalin-Bukharin line advocating alliance with the
Kuomntang i shambles. Bui even six months after Stalin
had shed the precious blood of the Canton workers with the
putrch he organived 1o coincide with the RCP Congress in
Decanbl.'r 1927, there was a profound silence on the subject

The episode was referred 1o a5 o “rearguard action’ which
hagd nevertheless been ‘correct’. The question of China,
though of prime importance after the defeats of 1927, was
nonetheless conveniently pushed into the background ai the
Sixth Congress by an aap-remiy c:nd m many ways in fact)

quite academic g the debate’
According 1o Roy. it was S Tngnrr wha, in the course of
1927, first d the rapid de of industry in

Indiz and triggered off the discussion. To most of the
participants, however, the word ‘decolonisation’ was
associated with Koy himself, and it is truc that as zarly as
1421 Roy was promulgating the theory that with the First
World War the policy of imperialism had changed radically
on the guestion of India’s industriakisation. Al this time ln-y
argued, curously, that if after the war the Governmer* had

resumed its old policy of checking the country’s develop-
ment, this would have compelled the bourzeoisie 1o lake ils
stand a1 the head of the national movement. To Roy the
Montagu-Chelmsiord reforms had forestallsd this pow-
bility. Of course, in the seven or eight years following the

appearance of Roy's articke and book u in T*.
imperialism hardened its policy cbmsiderably despite the

Indin'. The framework of the argument was provided by the
model of » fully developed seo-cploninl reinthonskip: "The
sole purpose of the T C was (o adjust the
burden of taxation in order to cxpand the mernal marker

The scheme for modernisation of agriculiure was formulated
for the purpose of raising the purchasing power of the
peasaniry. [B9] Aot thought it was sufficient to iefer 1o
Lenin om the export of capital 10 make the point that Britwn
war now induminialising India. [90] Bennett went even
further in & mechanical understanding of the question: he
referred 1o the “law’ which Marx had postulated according 10
which railways in India would usher in an epoch of rapid
industrialisation. [91] Rothsiemn, another member of the
wame delegation, had spparently gone 1o the extent of saying
that due to imperiaflsm the colomes would be transformed
inio ‘serious competitors’ o) the metropolis. Replying 1o
these interventions, Kuusinen made the abvious point that it
was 100 simple 1o identily capital exporis with indusiriali

sation: ‘Loan capital is being exported by England io
Australia or Canada, or by America to Germany. This can
promote industrialisation and in fact does ... (In Indin)as is
clearty 10 be seen (rom the statstical :uu.-mi British export
capital serves for the greater part unproductive purposes ..."
92].

Underlying this apparently academic probiem was a
political one, the problem of the alignment of social forces in
terms of which the national movement would develop. But
ﬂupohmduduwdfmﬂkbﬂlwdmmuwm
Kuusinen's ‘Theses' were not those which corresponded 1o it

pariial concessions it made on the tariff
m&yfnrm;thebnmwdemmﬂuwla
further concessions and more concrete prospects of accom-
modetien,

logically. Mo sharp political diffs divided the
delegates who argued for and against thz notion of & British
NEFP. For while the British delegation and Tagore argued,
quite bgn:lllm that the tndun bour gevisie had now 10 be

A1 the Congress it was Kgusinen who proposed the
‘traditional’ view. The ecarly concessions granted by
imperialism had been due to *fear of the revolutionary
movemeni during the war'. Omcc this movemeni was
hunwd'hvth:hﬂnnmmlm

vy force, ‘in the same

Cpar
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a degree & cor d to the i of the i
Part of the peasantry, iﬁmﬂph mhmﬂﬂdw
turn from grain to the p of coton,
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Bonneti, Inprecor. 30/10/28
Kuusinen, inprecos, 21/11/28.
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his supporters in the debate ever argued that the sh iag
ammm“wmmmlm
bourgeoisie implied in imperialism's reversion to the old
anti-industrial policy would p Y polit

effecu in driving the vourgeoisie te the left, even if
periodically and with vacillations. The furthest they went

Was N consistent with the assumpiion that in is

new policy British imperialism sought only 10 further the

capialist development of India. Kuusinen, on the other

hand, while ining a b lly correct jon on the

ch-woihnpniﬂinuﬂky.mﬁvm:euphoum

absurd position on Lhe role of the bourgeoisic in the national
His confusi

was (0 arguc, as Kuusinen did, that the b iSiE was a
force, in other words ‘vacillating and
inclined to compromise* 93]

5 was brought out in his concluding
remarks: “The fact that there exists an objective and even
profound diction by the class of the

) and that this
hqumﬁehhsmpdhiulminhncwhinhnm

the devels -. imsofar
us it has any mass influence at all.' [9%6] The same incon-
ies were in of the Indian

ﬁpﬁfmmmummmhnmﬂki

bourgeoisie. Withoul Pt and
speakers, from those with the sophistication (in such
maiters) of Bukharin to others with the mechanical duliness
dm.nﬁ:u”ﬂ-h“uhm
swtonomy of (he Indisn bourg=oisie. Of course this
autonomy was only a relative ope, but it was real
wﬁdmltmmwmdmmrmwmmm
mhmr«mmﬁnmmmmm

egemony on the but even led it
0 do s0. As long as the national capitalists remained and even
ded their own base within the economy —

Toe Question of the Naiioual Bourgeoksie

In fact there were severnl factors which preciuded this
Mﬁhﬂhd&hhbwpdﬁgfwu
thing, the main phase in the didation of its i

. 5. Tagom, nprecer, 30/10/26.
. Kuusinen, inprecer, 21/11/20.
« Ovarstromt and Windmilier, ep. cll., p 84,

under the pressure of events in China. Nonetheless, it was
mﬂmbk-:muﬂmurlmhrlmwm:u
mmmm-mmm
lﬁmiﬁn:mﬁumm-&mdammuﬁ:ﬁ
the indian bourgeoisie’ [102].

ing of artitudes which could be

Wmdehlﬂﬂmdumbdermhu
lhnhtﬂumn‘nmiau!'bwrpuiﬁ:,nﬂ:hnmm
hid even received the support of the Ci m, had by that
W'Med'themdnﬁwmﬂul&lﬂn‘ln&yh
ridiculous shambies, at the cost of the liquidation of the
dctart in Shanghai and Centon. in Indis no
dﬁﬁuwhw&rﬁmﬂnmdhm
mnmmduhmﬁ:n:mujﬂunm'-
new i Nor were the events of 1922 of any
wmm‘fwmu&ummu
0o quesiion of denouncing the ‘geoisic or Congress
s "counter-revolutionary”. Thus in 1922 Roy had written to
Indian Communists advocating penetration of Congress
on an entrist basis; they were (old not to ‘part company with
mwmmﬁdluhlnm'ilﬂi.ln
Jm!mlwmmc.l.[h:umngpuhimlo'nlylﬂ

revolution (1) in India’. As no recent events were at hand to
substantiate this strange view, he went back in time to the
bourgeoisic's historic berrayal at Bardoti v 19722° |13, ‘e
i our primary task 1o expose and explain the counter-
revolutionary character of the nationalist reformist Indian
bourgeoisic.” This description now acquired the characier of
a ritual i B: followed Duu, also referring to
the ‘counter-revoiutionary robe of the Indian bourgenisie®
[¥14]. An Indian delcgate at the next session excelled even
these pathetic interventions: 'We must not atiach any
considerable imporiance 10 the so-called nationalist move-
ments in the colomies, as the history of this movement is the
history of servile capitulation before the imperinlist forces'.
This delegate saw no inconsistency in going on to state & fow
lines later that as long as India was ruled by Britain there
could be ‘no iree development of the natural resources of
India, much less of indusiry” [115]. Two sessions later,
another member of the same delegation argued, ‘the
bourgeoisic are not revolutionaries (1) but decidedly
i y b they betray even the political
independence movement’. Gandhi was again described as
‘an agent of imperialism® [116]. Finally, Lub&ri asserted,
with an admirable grasp of ‘dialectics’, that the Indian
b isie was ‘a inl if pot already an sctual

the available revoluti elements within and with

Congress’ [104]. In the same month, more significantly, the
ECCI sery a message to the projected WPP which stated,
‘the political party of the workers and peasants must act in
cooperation with, and give fullest support 1o, the bom geols
.-u-'mmr-dqmwwum
mam'rm.whmlm,mmmmm
Hhh?hmoflhﬂa:l.&cmmumm
that it was ‘mecessary for the Communists to conginue
wwﬁuinlle-ﬁmﬂCmenﬂthﬂth.dlh
Swaraj Party ... [106] Finally, late in 1926, 3 ‘Manifesto to
the All-india National Congress’ published on behalf of the
CPl appeaied to Congress 1 adopt a radical programme,
Algo late in 1926, Petrovaky, the Comintern representative in

mf&-mmm-, force...’ .

Blul!lhhnuhhdhewmmminklinﬁh}m
bymevuuln(:h&numduﬁmiudmmmwlhc
mmmhhhmmhmam‘m‘bﬂiw'
from events in India itself. For it was at the Calcutta
Congress in 1928 that the for * lete inds d
ence’ of the JOUS year was temp ily displ by talk
of ‘Dominion Status’. The ECCI described this-in July 1929
& ‘an undisguised betrayal of the cause of national
independence by the Indian bourgeoisie’ [118]. Towards the
end of the same year the League Against ism wrote
it the Comintern press that ‘British agen:s still dominate the
Congress'. The following month a letter was published

the year the ‘Draft Plaform of Action of the CPI'
h: i Congress a5 ‘s class organisation of the

uphllhu'-dmror‘mhlmuuonlhleﬂ-nuhuﬂu
reformists' [121]. Early the following year this line was
developed even further. An article in the Comintern's

f of b ing more
clearly counter-revolutionary”. il ] Why,
case, had the ECCI advocated the ‘fullest support’ to
‘bourgeois parties' in 19237 Wity, even threc years Iater, had
it bot.hlul’to appeal 1o Congress t0 adopt a radical

programme?
At the Sixth Congress the following month, Dutr’s
transposed ultra-leftism was encountered quite frequently.
At the Twenty-Fifth Session one of the delegates described
Gandhi as an ‘agent of British imperialism’ [111). Arnot ar &
later session concluded his speech with the view that the
mmmmuw-awur
counter-revolution’ [112), and Dutt in his interventida
referred 10 the ‘presemt bourgeois counter-revolutionary

102. inpmecor, 27/12/27,
103, Overstreetand

104, la,, p.52

T05. Cilted inibid., p.52.

106, ibid., p.73,

107. Montionsd in Bid., p.85,
108, Ci. H. lnsacs, The Trgady of the Chiness Revelution
(Slantord University Preag, 1081), p.280.
109. Roy, inprecer, 5/1/28,

110. Cwvarstraet and Windmilier, op. oll., pp. 108-5.
111, Sur, Inprecor, 8.

112 Amut. inprecor, 30/10/28.

. op.eit., p.40.

14 .“ﬂ*’.”!ﬂﬂa

116, BT

116, sn:l'w_-'.'lnun

117, Luhani, inprecor, 2111138, ..
T18. Degras, op. ot vol. 3, p.45.

110, Inprecor, I7/12/20; Owsrsiresi and Windmiller, op. ot
p.140,

120, \ o ail., vol 3, p.0N.
1, mmm '+ o, el pp, 1481,
122, Degras. op. oit... vol 3, p.158.
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curied an articke in which it bad been mated, for
information, that some 40,000 Congressmen were at that time
languishing in overcrowded jails. And, of course, from the
mddl-e of 1930 imperialism had brutally intensified its
Its on the foll of this party, whose
Wamm was. supposed 10 correspond only 10 iis own
interests! Again, in F!lmllry 1931, before the Gandhi-lrwin
pact, Inprecor described Congress as ‘developing in the
direction of passing over 1o the side of impenalism and
counter-revolution” [123]. After the pact with Irwin and the
Second Round Table Conference, it seemed almost ‘obvious’
that the di ittee of the Congress had ¢ ‘at
opmmmornmuh imperialism’, as the League Against
Imperialism announced [124].
But neither the events in China nor the vacillations of the
leadership before imperialism by themseives
expiain the pronounced. almost exaggerated character of the
ultra-leftism of this period (1929-31), for the new policy of
regarding Congress as “in the camp of the counter-revolu-
tion® was part of the geseral shift in policy 1o the line of the
Third Period inaugurated by the ECCI's Tenth Plenom in
the middle of 1929. On the analogy of denouncing European
social democracy as the ‘left’ face of fascism, the theory of
‘social fascism’, the nationafist parties in the colonial world
were transformed into the *left’ face of imperialism. This
elimination of political frontiers would have especially tragic
consequences in Germany, where it prechuded the only basis
on which the working class could have fought and defeated
fascism in the early 19308 — through the policy of & united
Communist and Social Democratic

front betwcen the

workers which Trousky tirelessly advocmed. In the ossified
brains of the Comintern’s propagandists  (Molotoy,
Manuilsky, Pyammnitsky, Toghami,  Thorer,  Cachin,
Kuusinen) Germany, in 1931, was ‘already living under
fascist rule’; ‘Hitler could not make matters worse than they
were under Bruning...' Trotsky “wrote: ‘Beneath this
pseudo-radical mhil.u hides the mow sordid passivity ...
You are blundering disgracefully because you arc afraid of
the difficulties that lic ahead.’ [125]

The distinguishing feawure of “Third Periodism’ in India,
however, was that in o sense it had stanted already almost
two years before the Tenth Plenum. Already late in 1927 Roy
» was writing that, af the nexi Natlonal Session, Congiess was
wuummmmm imperiafissn. The

isie is not only dves from the nat-
mmmmummuu-mmm
mmmmm [126) laAprlllm
Roy with all its rom right
mm:mm-“rmw—hwdm
national-revolutionary struggle’ II!'-'] An-:u\re ucn,hf
the middle of 1928 this positi iidated one:
speaker after mwm-mwﬂ
imperialism and the bourgeoisic as counter-revolutionary,

w&:yofimlunlmlhmnf:uiuﬁnum:hetrmry:_ﬂ
social fascism merely prolonged the turn to ultra-leftism in
India. Nor were its practical effecis as openly disastrous as in
Germany or in China, where the policy inaugurated a period
of putschism under Li Li-san's leadership. For one thing, the
Indian Communists were not anywhere.as well organised or
unrmuﬂmk?bwdﬂ'.‘l’ As a centralised organisation
they were non-existent, and even their ‘indirect’ hold on

i of the working class through the di of the
WPP was not of very grem significance. It became of even
less significance once the latter organisation, already
denounced at the Sixth Congress by Kuusinen and others, was

The Cominiern sod Bourgeois Natioaalinm

Corresponding to the C 's failure to grasp the
At e N icand polit the Indian
bourgeoisic was its radicallv mistaken undersianding of the

strategy of bourgeois nationalism in India. These errors were
mlrmlmmm hrammundﬂnlnﬂhlofth:
ding of the former . An eariy
m;tolm:hnmﬁmiunwmmﬂ:hrE Roy in
laprecor in 1925, where she wrote: “So sirong is the spirit of
class interest and so selfish the leadership of the movement
lunphuhnlnz JB| that the prospects of freedom are
deliberately jeopardised by a policy of compromise and
mmlmmu-ﬂ.umu
the Indian people for o mess of p
wmmmlwmm 'll!llA.lmnn
uﬁm-nludmhm,-hmmm:hlm

want that which could be obtsined by violence,

namely, the overthrow of British rule” [129]. In keeping with
thig motion it was somefimes argued, whenever there was &
shift in the balance of forces within the Congress leadership
to the left, or a plion of the mass . that these
were empiy geitures, manoeuvres of hypocrisy, Thus, esrly
“in 1928, Roy wrote of the ‘independence resolution” passed
at the previous Congress that it had *no practical value'
1130]. Coming back to the subject in August, he said, with
reference (0 the same resolution, “those with a better
understanding af iht tmutu:ln and of the class composition
of the Cong p were ical. In this luth
they saw only n munmvre of the bourgeois leaders 1o retain
their control over the radical petty bourgeoisie,® [131] With
reference 10 the same subject, Kuusinen declared al the Sixth
Congress, ‘pressure from below makes the bourgeoisic
in oppositional gestures’ [132], Likewisc the Meerut
mmwhiermtomm&mmtmm Ln.ter
“At the Karuchi Ci the Ind d
again passed. nmua&umwmmmm:.m
then, and especially their aitendance ai the Round Table
Conference, has shown again that i wes nol seriously measi
[emphasis mine — JB]... It is obvious jemphasis mine — JB]
that people who can vote for Complee Independence one
year and Dominion Status the next year do not attach any
senous meaning at all 1o ‘‘Independence™... Independence
10 the ordinary Congress leader is a *'phrase™ with which 10
hupthemklrdﬁlemtmod.mwrhmw threaten the
Government..." [133] Finally, there was the notion that even
ifl.btbﬂwrﬁl! ‘serions’ :bomi.nd:p:num:: it could
never win independence. Again Roy and Meerut
Communists exemplified this view. Roy argued, 'lhr policy
of imperialism is sconomic concessions but political suppres-
do-n lﬂﬂhﬂmmnﬁmmmmm only
litical power .. tlhuhe-
mh’uhllr:lﬂrl.hltlhcnfm pmmmol'bowjmk
nationalism is not realisable. The petty bourgeois Congr
Party... stands exposed in its naive impotence The
resolution of the Madras Congr=ss is only a strategem to hide
this total political bankruptcy.’ |134) During the Meerut trial
the leadership argued similarly that, ‘the general line of

13, G.S., _“hnﬂllll‘l ATy
124, Laague Agai Mm.w
125, Cited in | Dewtacher, Tha Prophet Outcast— Trotsky 192840

126. Roy, cited in Overstrest and Windmiiler, op, eit., §.102
"g; mnin—wm' 715125

v i ;

129. Masonut , 1,08, Tlllvﬂl!mwm “bust for whatever
mason, they have

mine— JB), Ry

130. Roy, Inprecer, 5

131, Roy, Ipedor, 248128,

K , inprecos, 4/10/38.

Meerut Comspliacy, 0 08,
:: Roy, leprecor, 511 JI'.
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ch of this ¢ diction in mind when anempung o

pret the vacillauory movement of the nauonal struggic

b slogy af the Third Pmad wat pmlmm.il

policy of mpuuuunumhnmpumhamrma
,..u..nedﬂuuof d of
the Indian b ie.. We that there i b
hﬂ"ﬂ“hﬁl promise really ory to the irk dnowbyap

aspirations of the Indian hourpmne There is no objective
basis for a final compromise.’ [135] In short, in addition 1o
all their other mistakes, they alsg thought that bourgeois
independence was impossibie.
Inmncorlhemﬂymnhnnmtdwtmmdmhlm
trace of a Marxist analysis. T!udelermunn: ‘theareti
concepts sprang from a probl hological subj
—-lh:hldnnlnwwmw‘uﬂrnh n-llmr.h: lph-lt of
class interest 1o interfere with its leadership of the national
movement, it was not really 'serious’ about the goal of
independence, its shifts to the lefi were ‘sham’ gestures,
"hypocritical’ stravegems, and finally it was & ‘naive’, even
‘stupid’ bourgeoisie. Thus Freler discussing Kuusinen's

troying the imperialist-| I'mdnl tmmwhxh shacklethe produc-

tive forcesof th the native b isie i begin.
dqw-demndth ulmtnumnmmn [136] Here,
then, was a which ding 10 K was

incapable of repr;wuln; ity own eb;tﬂwc class interesis;
mdm‘wFrdu in the hmaﬂeﬂiﬂnuhmludn‘
p of
imperialism; nmoﬂﬂu Roy, nm'wmm;t to imagine that
bourgeois independence was possible; and according to Roy's
wife, selfish enough 1o make it impossible!

The dominant mode! which provided the framework for the
Comintern’ sluuiymuflhelndnnhmrmmwll.m
a Chinese one. It was the experi of the
in China which guided Roy and others when they sought to
understand the significance of shiftsin the Indian conjunciure.
It was the ‘treachery’ of the Indian bourgeoifie which
impressed them most. The archetype of this bourgeoisic was

nowlnrlmnhnn:ﬂamhn ThubndnnmmrclMuIm
method was integral to the political retresd signified by the
Third Period.

The Comintern and the Solidity of Indisn Nationalism

Confronted by the tragic spectacie of this retresi before the
jackbootsof Nazism, Trotsky had written: *The first quality of
atruly revolutionary party is the ability to {ace realities * Al no
stage did the Comintern pose the question of the specs'ic
sirengih of bourgeois nationalism in India. This would have
required an analysis of ‘national peculiasities’ for which,
however, there was no room in a methodology of pragmatic
reactions and transposed solutions.

Itistruethat Trotsky himself, for example in 1924 Tad been
prone 1o & similar impressionism. Al the Fifth Comintern
Congress he had said of the situation in India, ‘the parties o/
naticnal liberalism and petty bourgeois utopias are melting
into the void..." But in 1924 sich an illusion was excusable.
This, after all, was the low point of the recessioa, the pericd of
transition from mass struggle to constitutional entry, the
period of Gandhi's retirement from politics. A1 this stage the
backward devel of the C ist Party might have
been excused, it might have been taken as a binhpang. On the
assumption that such a party would grow rapidly in the next
three years, as indeed it did in China, the situation was
promising. in Inprecor, E. Roy referred to the ‘complete and
finul defeat of orthodox Gandhism® [143], and thére was
Ineleed no means of telling of that singe that this was not so. The
questionof who would lead the working class and peasantiy in
the next stage of struggle still hung in the balance.

Cine or two years later the Comintern theoretical jol.lrnll

Chiang Kai-shek the ‘traitor’, The motif is casily traceable. In
July 1930 inprecor claimed that the Congress under the
direction of Gandhi was ‘just like the Kuomintang of China.

d an article which made reference to ‘the continuous
of the palitical d P of b

organisations’, referring specifically 1o Indu [144]. In 1928,
however. this nrpelo!' amﬂrm w no kmw fmbk

Both are the tools of imperialism. " {137] The CP leadership in
the same period argued in court: ‘Our estimate of the positi

M.N. Roy

nflhlmwmhmmmhh
events of the Chinese Revolution, which affords ln some ways &
fnirly close parullel (o Indisn history [emphasis mine —JB]'.
[138] In November of that year (1930, V. Chattopadhyaya,
d:ml.wml.h:m l-pnwc uid ‘mepﬂ:m:
policy of the Congress is to b witl: the
ubmafmbﬂshkumludmNmkm;MtheMurm
workers and peasants”. [mlmrouumum(lnlppw
from the or padhy ran in Berlin, the
League Against imperiali ated, “the C. has now
lhmdonedmr:ghzwnu fumgn lmpu'lll.un Juﬂas
Chiang Kai-shek had done in China...", [140] Some

h jonali dunuullnyelrh-beulh'pmtﬁs
of class differentiation’ and, developing this line of thought,
wrote carly in 1929 that, despite the defeat at the 1928 Con-
gress, this process was bound o result in a struggle for leader-
ship of the nationalist movement and that the rank and file were
“bound to movestill further to the left — towards the formation
of a revolutionary democratic anti-imperialist united front”
[145] But 1929 was precisely the year when Gandhi blocked
m-mwﬂmmydimlayorm:ﬂm = winning
Nehruover and simultaneously 1g forward as the ch
ion of ‘independence’. Bose wrote that 'bytmmur
lsmrul.nmn rh: Gandhi movement was able 1o maintain its

later, Smeral referred (o * mepbm'mmnrmm
bourgeoisic to Lthe path of Chiang Kai-shek’, referring 10 the
Kam:in Congress, [141] The same. writer a fiew months later

Gandai

with tiie Viceroy... They must follow the path of betrayal up to

the end, just as the Kuomintang and Chiang Kai-shek have

done in China." This, according to Smeral, was a 'historical
law'. [142)

Failing to grasp the stralegy of bourgeois nationalism, the

Cmntmkmahm-tmmmua *“final"

"v-h.mr yshiftto

and prevent the emergence of any big
lefi-wing development . | 146] Agiin, if we revert 1o 1928, in the
wMuuflhuyurmECCImpmhmm imhueniunm
India, itis ible {or the bourg les 1o force
mmdvummzmumuuwhmﬁmunwﬂ revolu-
tionary struggle’. But it was, as Congress proved several times
inthe following years. [147)

136. Meerut Canspimscy, p.68

136. Freier, inprecor, 11/8/29,

137. mmwmmm- op. oit., p 145,
Maarut Conaplracy. p.

136, b 8111130,

the right as the last act of t

independence. mersdr.amhhﬁhﬂmwm“y
credibility. mmmummamrm
below’ora * gem’, & e of its ‘false’, ‘insi

and the indian bourgeoisie
after the First World War, and a failure 10 keep the long-term

140. League Agains! imperislism, inpescer, 10/3/31,
141, Smeral, inprecer, 2/4 (31, =
142. Smeral. Ingrecer, 27/B/31, k

E. Hﬂ m- 18724, Trotsky's mmark in Degras, ap.
cit,, vol. 2. p.110

145, Roy, inpresor, 27/12/28, mua
Bosa, op. cfi., p.J96,
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The ) i wih of Congress. the
solidity of its relationship o the masses = particularly the
urban petty bour geoirie and peasamry — was distinctly vivble
inthe “Thesis" oi the WP issued at its national confierence late
in 1928. This documen: saw the Nehru Report as 3 ‘retreat®
before imperialism, and 1ok it to,sgaily 'a consolidsiion of
the whole bourgeois class... lnto u single reactionary bloc,
completely divoreed from the msses’ [148). It is paradoxical
that this document was published in an sue of Labour
Monibly which reprinied one of Roy's articles in which Bipan
Chandra Pal was quoted as saying, ‘it is no longer possible to
describe the Ce asad lon of mere middle class
discontent... | langer b waid th d dclaspes in
India have no backing in their political struggle from the
masses of the people’. Perhaps because by this stage he had
been discredited, Roy*s articles were not read very carefully.
The conclusion seems inevitable, for barely four months later
in the same journal Clemens Dutt was writing, ‘taken as a
whaole the bourgeois nationalist movement is on fhe decline,
becaune it can no longer lead the struggle of the whole nation'
1349). Dutt too had in mind the Nehru Report, which he
described as 8 ‘reversion 1o liberalism'. At Roy had done in
1928, Dutt in 1929 emphasised the growing *cleavage’ within
the ranks of Congress between its ‘pro-bourgeois’ and
“pro-working class’ wings. This theory of *differentiation” was
ﬂ‘pﬂﬂdyﬂminthefolbﬁiu;w.lhhlﬁneby
Chattopadhyaya, who wrote with remarkable optimism,
‘there is no doubt that the official leaders will soon find
themselves isolated" [LS0], More significant, however, was a
coniribation 1o tmprecor which appeared nine months later,
signed G.S.; ‘Some comrades think thar the overwhelming
prepond of the G is a wall which cannot be
hﬂmdwn...'[ﬂl],mwwﬂmdlmm
of the situation than the detailed analyses of Roy and
Chattopadhyaya.

Parallel to this, but less importantly, there was a tendency
to underestimate the economic strength of the Indian bour-
geoisic, its relative autonomy in the sphere of investment.
This as early as 1921, in his report to the Third Congress,
Trotsky argued that the native bourgeoisie's struggle against
imperialism could not be ‘cither consisient or energetic inas-
mumuthmiwhmmiudihmm“
with Toreign capital and represents 1o a large measure an
agency of foreign capital® [152]. This may have been true of
some of the oy isies of the colonial world, and
was partially true of the Chinese bourgeoisie, but its applica-
tion 1o the Indian bourgeoisie was more remote. Trotsky
never lost this illusion, for as late as 1939 in his letter 1o the
workers of India he explained the ‘compromising” characier
of the Indian bourgevisie in terms of the fact that they were
‘closely bound wp with British capitalism’ [153]. The CP
leaders stated in their trial that the Indian bourgeoisic was
100 weak to lead the struggle against imperialism because
their interests were *bound up 100 closely with ... British
imperialism’ [154]. A curious final example is Nehru him-
self, who in his speech at Calicut in May 1928 made a similar
assertion: “The Indian capitalisis are bound hand and foot
mmm&tﬂkumlndhnindmiuuenndmbuﬂy
fun with 90 per cent of British capital and 10 per cent of

Ind ital. P ion of Indiaa industry means p
of British capital.’ [155] This statement In itself says more ab-
h h of the national ement in India than any ar-

gument one could propose, It demonstrates the margin of
autonomy which bouwigeois democracy possessed vis-d-vis
the ‘narrow’ interests of the capitalisi class,

The pages of Imprecor are littered with another illusion,
the reverse of the first one — the illusion that the fieree com-
bativity of the Indian working class in 1928 was the prelude

to its rapid politicisation and p of a b i
rale. This illusion was especially harmful as it failed 10 focus
on the special ch: istics of the position of the working

class in that period — its economic weakness in the face of
retrenchment and the fact that there was no centralised

M.N. ROY

functioning CP 10 which it could turn. Ironically the first of
these facts was brought out by Luhani in an article on the
strike situation in India in 1928: ‘By coming out on strike,
workers lace instantaneous death from bullets or slow death
from starvation in the distant villages to which they must
return in defaull of work.' [156]. The following year
Clemens Dutt was writing in Labouwr Moathly in the
following terms: “The trial of the 31 Indian working class
leaders at Meerut ... remains the most important event of
the period in India, giving the truest indication of what is
happening there ... The Mecrut trial reveals and expresses
the new stage of acuter class antagonisms ... The big strike
movemeni in Indin during the last 18 months has been only
one sign of the new period characterised by the emergence of
the proletariat as an independent poditical fi ese I spite
of the hammer blow directed against it, the Indian prole-
tariat is not only unsubdued but is still advancing.' [157]
Two months earlier Spratt had written that the Indian prole-
tariat were ‘in the front rank’, but did not specify of what
exactly [158).

148. The documant is reproduced in Labows Monthly, March 1929
149, Ghmlmzdl.l.ml—ﬂy,wl,lm

150. Inprecor, 28/8/30,
181, G.5., Inprecar, 26/2/M

152 Firnt Five Years of the Comintem, 5,223,

153. "An Open Latter 10 the Workars of Indis’, Writings of Leon
Trotsky 1935-38 (Marit Publishars, 1969), p.37.

154. Meerui Conapimacy, p 83, cf. p.68.

155. Sslected Works, p.243.

156 Lubani, nprecer, 31 /5/20,

167, C. Dutt, Labour Monthly, July 1629,

158, Spratt, Labour Monthly, May 1029,
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Such ultra-optimi repons ime and

main arena of the united front lay outside parfiament ....

ti again fn
1925-31. P. 5¢ch writing in March 1929; "The Indian ing
chahnsnmmmchimﬂofwmurﬂymmwm
Terror will not be able 10 get the better of if ... The
mdmbnmlndi.ahmﬂlmeinmm
“prescribed rules' *. [159] Amot in April 1929: “The beroic
five-month textile strike ended in Oclober with the
wmwuﬂnﬂmmmmmﬂ
the employers.’ [860] Kuusinen in July: *“There are un-
miumwﬁuuof:h:mnmulnwﬂnmﬁw
tion" (let us recall Lenin's definiti of such a si )
[161], Lozowsky st the same Plenum: *We can
Wﬁmﬂﬂm’.mfmmmlm.
Mmma;ﬁmhmo‘&m'
non-violence b

mudu—mh-pndh!mruunﬂhlnflhm
tion are being freed from Gandbism and brought 1o

b ¥ i w... Ewerybody in India can now
mmmwmmmmnuunnhm
past year .... was nothing eise but a preparation for the deli-
berate betrayal of the Indian national revolution.* [165]
Clemembluli.nsmmbu-lmir'fhuemd-rdmwu
e i ey of B oY o

ascendancy of Al
Gmmsmatmm:'msﬁudw.hﬂedm
N.hhlnd_wmﬂi‘!] mlhe mass struggle in India cannot be
Wl 5 sirange persisted vigorously
[romlmmdumdlﬁl.Notmlymkuhdm
any concrete understanding of the balance of forces in India
is nat

the Ce i hadlowrmodwhi:ﬂbjﬁﬂiﬂ:lhn‘
should seck 10 secure the immediate success of the united
front, and at the same time assert their own viewpoind within
the united front ...." [169] In the Third Period Trotsky alone
defended the application of this Sraicgy (o the situation in
Gmmay‘-—wlina:hr pseudo-radicalism of the Stalinists.

allisnce of Communist and Social Democratic
workers did not materialise. ‘One of the decisive momients in
history is approaching’, Trotsky said, ‘when the Comintern
-lmulu:inmnrmormybewﬂudoﬁ:hpolkicﬂm
for an entire historic epoch.’ Such an epoch was in the
process of dawning.
Thlwhdulﬁqldn'lhuuhw
in b d tries was in all
mmwrmm.'mmmu
um,mmm-mwmmﬂm
ﬂnlndhnﬂmuninﬁmymﬂdbnnllplmrﬁdihm
Iummmmlym:m.hnplbkuf
ruchlng.mﬂnhmnﬁummndhmufm
own activity, a substantial bz of peasants and workers,
On the other hand, on the bass of demands for national
ind ! it would b possible 1o mobilise large
maskes ... mﬁilmmhhmdmwm
th:lndianmmmianrmHl‘ommddﬂdoph
umimmmunmvbuﬂlwwuhhnmhu.,
Inlmu'_klhlndllnw#.'tlﬁ] To Lenin it was
i Commuinist

words, of the bourgeois in loni
— a5 long as such an opening, existed and the exponents of
those or ple, C in India) did hot
*hinder our work of ed and the

mdlh:hrundmol’lheuphiudinnnvduﬂmr Iﬂﬂt{
I"I],Thwlh.adﬂfbtl-hﬂinﬂnllﬁl Twenties, as subse-

or of the strategy of bourge ionalism, but it reflected
mmmmmmmm.uumn
lmh‘lemﬂthulmn:of&mwrimhdﬂﬂhldlnyﬂm
W&a?mnmmm:kmmMMu
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‘memmmmhﬂmmrdnmmm
Brmwgomy'.mwﬂahunfﬁ:mnmmh
India. 'lthmrplﬁﬂ:hnuue(hmmumﬁnﬂdhﬁeu
this fi 3 is, but believing this as apparently
do, it is not surprising that they should fail wm:;nlrhﬂyin
Indm.Mrbm

any significani political intervention by

resulied from an identieal omission: in both instances what
mmhu‘nsmmyuuiuinwn{dn-dﬂhm
the Third Congress of the International in 1921, Lenin and

q ¥, such an exisied in India. in January 1929, s
month after the WPP- conference, Nebru had written 1o
Cha complaining that ‘the WPP at their meeting

158, Sch, inprecer, 20/3/18.
:: Amot, inprecer, 514129,

ultra-radicalism of the German, Italian and Duich parties, 199 D » i Pov Trotaky 1821-29, pp. 621,
For the Ewropean parties in that period of temporary was In Moscow quits frequantly in
stabilisation capitalism the concept implied that 17 V-1 Lanin, ‘The Report of the Commission on the National
I hing sep by C . and reformists should nﬂum:uﬂ-w ", in Lonin on the Matlenal and Colondal
ﬁﬂ:johdynmhmu-pdﬁgwm;hqm Paking, #
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ComhumCmm 1935, was in no sense an application

visible quite early. Thus in June 1992 Inprecor had referred
to the ‘turning point’ in the national movement, admitting
that ‘the bourgeois National Congress has so far succeeded
in maintaining infMuence over considerably wide masses of
the workers'. The CP's biggest mistake was ithat it ‘stood
aside from the mass movemeni of the people against British
imperialism® [175]. In February the following year the same
point was repeated. By 1935 the reversal was open. At the
Seventh Congress it wis the hudlhle Stalinist, \I-’uu Ming
uﬁucm Shao-yu), wm d as the chief

on ding to the CPI the
example of the Brazilian md British CPs, he added: *Our
comrades in India have suffered for a long time from lefi-
sectarian errory; they did not participate wn all the mass
demonstrations organised by the National Cmpm and

i of an ic programme which the right-
centre bloc successfully resisted, the formation of the United
Opposition, the heroic demanstration on the Revolution's
Tenth Anniversary, atiacked by the police, the expulsion of
Trotsky and Zinoviev from the party in late 1927, Tl'l'.l!k!'l
exile in January 1928 — had not the lensi
Indian Communism. When the latter constituted null'lll
centralised party, it was comparatively homogeneous in its
political affiliations. There was no struggle against Trot-
skyism within the party; as there was in China as late as 1930
and even later during the fromt with the Kuomintang.
Outside the party Trotskyism was an insignificant force.
Thus the chief source of challenge 1o the shifis and turns of
the CP leaderships in the 19308 and 19408 was absent in
India.

By 1939 the party had come around 1o attributing a
‘progressive role’ to Gandhi. The party's labour policy was
made to conform to the policy of cooperating with and
supporting the Congress Committees. Any attempt 1o force a
militant stand on non-Communist trade union leaderships
was described as ‘nothing short of disruption® [ITH, When
the war first broke, the stand was againat it as an imperialist
war. Threr vears later, the CC of the CPl would issuc a
manifesio titled ‘Indin for the Allied Cause’, camvassing
Zuppaort for the democratic imperialism of the allies against
the fascist imperialism of Germany, while most of the
Congress leaders were in jall for their apposition to Indian
involvement.

Already in the late 19205 the degeneration of the
Comintern was an open fact. By that stage all blunders and
mistakes resulting in & defeat of proletarian forces were
automatically blamed on the vmmn nnlm: Ieaderships.
An early be of this wick relates o
Indonesin. When in the spring of 1925 strikes and
disturbances erupted in that country, the ECCI drew up &
detailed programme for the PKI urging it 0 advance
nationalist rather than proletarian slogans, In November
1927, after the defeat of these upheavals, a further statement
was issued by the ECCl condemning the PRI on the
following grounds: ‘The emtire course [of the revolt of
1926-7) showed the lack of serious political and urganisa-
tional preparation of the movement s & whole, It is highly
characteristic that the revolt was conducted under the
general slogan of fighting Dutch lmpen.l]hm. without con-
crete political and economic slogans ...." [1T9] 1t is well
knw-n IJIaI III |h= hmary of the CCP Ihil imd of mverted
oecurrence — with the

affiliated organisations.’ [176] The foll

published an article written jointly by Pllme Dutl and
Bradley which saw in Congress “the united front of the
Indian people in ihe national struggle .... It is even possible
that the National Congress, by the furlher transformation of
its org jon and p the form of
realisation of the Mll Imperialist Penplc s Front ...." [177).
Needless 1o say, there was no attempt to explain how the
character of this organisation had undergone such a radical
change since 1928 or 1931, uhulrhehdﬂ'shdpgf(‘mpm
were called ‘agenis of | and
revolutionary®.

But by this stage in the history of the Cnmlmr.m sm:h
reversals were a commaon — they
justification. Stalinists like Dutt could always refer to lhlfu
in the objective situation to justify any and every grotesque
turn @ctated by the Kremlin bureaucracy. There were few
parties in the world which went in for such turms with a more
nauseating display of blindness and lovalty to Stalin than the
Britsh and Indian Communist Parties. The entrenched
charscter of Stalinism in the politics and thinking of the
latter party were due, in fact, (o its lnie formation. By the
time the vanous Communists i indis had finally established
a centralised functioning party in 1934-35, the assault against
the Lefi Opposition wus already an himtoric fact. It had
occurmed between 1925 and 1928, Thuse events — Trotsky's
cpposition 1o Swalin over China, the Left Oppuosition's

dd.lmmhofChenTu-hd’u Chu Ch'iu-pai and Li Li-san for
‘errors’ which resulted from a loyal application of the
Comintern line. Indis 1oo offers an example. The Fifth
Plenum of the ECCI in 1925 had advised Indian
Communists (o work inside the National Congress. Later,
however, when this organisation had become ‘counter-
revolutionary ', Inp published the following artack on
Roy: “From 1919 till 1928 Mr Roy was in charge of the
communist movement in India .... Mr Roy, instead of giving
proper advice and instructions, misled the workers' repre-
sentatives by wrofig imstructions, sech s working within the
Congress ... His policy of the Commumnisis working within
the Congress was calculated to make them a too! in the hands
of the compromising and betraying bourgeoisie.” [180]

The d ation of the Comi n was, h . only a
reflection of the coflapse of soviet power within Russis
iwelf, of the defear of those political forces which repre-
sented the true interests of the Russian working class —
above all. the Lelt Opposition. After 1925 practically no

174 Wosman, op. et p 283,

175 Owarstrest and Windmiller, en. eit, p.151
176 ioid,, p. 158

177, mid., pp 158-60
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Congress Ieaders Nehns and Gandhi
u-malhuedtomu their positions within

democracy inevitably unicashes. [t was at this stage in the
hmmqflhe(m.lnlmmnmﬂdmmhf@mﬂm
India esizhlished any significant political comtacts with it
Mmmmofuqemwmw Roy,

Indian unmlum in retrospect, taking in the years afier

this much mora
problematic. To start with, the history of the nationai
n in India p not a single exampie of a

genomlised working class In Iintervention on the model of
mhﬂ1mmwu{hwuulm Of course, working
class struggles did erupt periodically, notably in the strikas
of the Twenties, but they retained a predominantly
sconomic and local character. In the second place, a sub-
stantial pr would only alter
Independence, with the new period of capital expansion
that started in the Filties. Yet a notable characteristic even
of lhil phase of its development remains its relative
| passivity. | do not want to deny, and in fact it

Indian i

tern had been like in the days of Lenin, no ption of its
glorious revolutionary past, of its heroic carly years, when
the whole political outlook and intellectual level of the
wmwmrﬂul!ﬁﬁmﬁmlm Thl:fltld
not breathed the stmosphere of those early Congresses when
internationalism had still to find its “Sociulist Fatheriand®.

POSTSCRIPT

working class of the 1930s and '40s was sufficiently

would be absurd 10 do so, that indian Stalinlsm played a
rull. aven l mdnr ane, In accounting for this prolonged
rue, b that the struggles
Inun:hnd !or exampla, by the railway workers, both before
and aftes Indepoendence, commulom excaption conlirming
an oltharwise bleak pattern, and Ihat a properly histoncal
Marxist analysis would have 1D probe much deeper 10 draw
out phenomena not immediately evidant in the stralght-
forward ‘politicist” c of St =
connected with the historical constitution of m class and
with the specific features of this process that wers dater-
mined by tha general evolution of capitalism in india and by
the nature of the son of capitalist democracy (sic) that
svoived post-1947. In this sense, the critique of Indian
Staliniam proposed in the article remains, to soms axtent,
and af . (Finally, | should like 1o
acknowledge the faily radical influence exerted on my
conception of Indan nalionalism by the more recent
writings of Bipan Chandra. one example of which Is his
“Jawanarial Nehru and the C.lpil.ﬂm ctn.. 1936°,

deveioped 1o form the social com and p
a revoiutionary movemant. mwwunmﬂ

E jc and Pollticsl Weekly,
1975.)
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