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section 1 Scope· and Objective of Study 

The seminal point of enquiry pursued in this study 

was to examine communist thinking in India on agrarian 

reforms and rural democracy. This study has analysed 

these two. aspect·s from the progranunatic positions and 

practical activities of the two leading communist parties 

in India, namely, the Communist Party of India (CPI} and 

the Communist party of India (Marxist) (CPI-M). Besides 

the examination of the programmatic positions of the two 

communist parties over these two issues, their actual 

practices have been examined on the basis of data collected 

from the selected areas of West Bengal. 

For an appraisal of communist thinking the study has 

confined the period since 1964 to the late 1980's. The 

year 1964 is significant in the history of Indian communist 

parties because of two important reasons. Firstly, in this 

year there was the first split of Communist Party resulting 

' 
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in the emergence of the two communist parties with refe

rence to \'lhich this study has been carried on. Secondly, 

it is in this year that communist parties in India for the 

first time felt it necessary to indicate their respective 

distinctiveness by adopting programmes on th~ basis of 

their own assessment of the .socio-economic and political 

condition of the country and of their own assessment over 

the international communist movement. 

The two communist parties understand as their 

programme reveal, that the democratic revolution has not 

been completed in India even to this day under the leader

ship of the bourgeoisie. Thoogh they differ on the 

nomenclature of the appropriate revolution which is due to 

be achieved at the present historical stage of the Indian 

society, both the-parties emphasize that it has to be a 

democratic revolution - the CPI calls it the National 

Democratic Revolution (NDR) and the CPI (M) calls it the 

People •s remocratic Revolution (PDR) as a step towards the 

next soci_al.ist stage of revolution. Both these parties 

again emphasize the fact that in Indian society the rural 

masses constitute the largest segment and therefore, 

naturally in their thinking the extension of rural demo

cracy is an important element in their targetted democratic 

revolution. Beflides, both the parties admit that agrarian 

relations in India remain dominated by the feudal, semi 

-feudal and landl. ord sections and the bourgeoisie (though 
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they differ on the amount of domination of the former)so 

largely that the country's economic, social and political 

development cannot proceed in the right direction. 

The~~fore, agrarian reforms and rural democracy constitute 

together a cruciaf area in the pursuit of their respective 

programmes in~·their respective democratic stage of revolu

tion. This study has provided considerable attention in 

highlighting their respective programmatic positions based 

on their individual understanding CNer the national and 

international situations (as the communists adhere to the 

aims of Communist Internationalism). The ideology of a 

Communist Party finds its expression in concrete terms in 

a given historical context in its programme. Therefore, 

to make a study of its activities, one has to begin with a 

study of its programme. 

For ascertaining the actual practice on the two 

programmatic issues, this study has been directed to find 

the actual practice of the two parties in West Bengal 

during the period mentioned-earlier. For the purpose of 

understanding the two parties ' activity along their lines 

laid down in their programmes, the study has examined the 

practical activities through their respective organisations 

at the lower level (peasant fronts, argicultural labourers • 

associations, youth organisations etc.) of the two parties. 

A1. ong with this, the study has analysed the activities of 

both these parties while they were and are in pow~r in the 
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state government of West Bengal. But in regard to actual 

practice the study has been based on data collected from 

three districts of West Bengal, namely, Ml.dnapore, Burdwan 

& west Dinajpore where both these parties have marked 

areas under their respective influence. For this purpose 

a field survey has been conducted to seek primary informa

tion about their separate ways of thinking as well as 

activ·ity. SUch information collected therefrom have been 

compared with the understanding analysed from their 

respective programmatic positions on agrarian reforms and 

rural democracy. 

Initially, the study had prOposed to cover the period 

from 1964 to 1986, but since in some cases data have been 

available upto the year 1990, they have been used only in 

corroboration of trends already f,ound. 

In fine·~ this study has attempted to exatnine their 

programmatic differences and difference between their 

individual practices on the real political plane over 

mainly the issues mentioned earlier. Besides, this study 

has highlighted as to hcx-.r far the programmatic assertion 

of the two individual party is being translated into 

practice. 

Here the issues under study have received much thought 

and attention from many political groups and parties since 

before and after independence. Therefore, besides the 

r . ' 



concern of the CPI and the CPI(M), the two representative 

vie•...,.s ha~Te been drawn in this study from the two political 
--~ 

extremities - one .. from the Indian National Congress and 

the other, f~om the communist Party of India (Marxist 

-Leninist) (CPIM-L). This has been done to mark the 

relative position of the CPI and the CPI(M) over these 

issues from altogether different corners of analysis. 

Another aspect revealed from this study is that, 

however much the cadres and supporters of each communist 

party may try to appreciate the merit of its own, there 

has not been any sound atterrg;>t to ootain actual. data with 

an academic orientation; the present study is intended to 

fill this gap. 

6 

In addition, this study.has thrown light on the 

question of split of the Indian communist movement in 1964 

and on the tension and disagreement in pursuit of a 

correct programme within the Communist Party of India 

since its foundation. 

Iri this connection, it may be useful to add the list 

of research questions to which answers have been sought 

through this study. 
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(a) HO'il does the communist Party of India (C.I?I), ·indicate 

the nature of democratic revolution ahead for this 

country 1 

(b) HO';I does the Communist Party of India (Mar~st) 

~<CPI-M) indicate the nature of democratic revolution 

ahead for this country ? 

~· 

(c) How does agrarian reform figure in the democratic 

revolution as the programme and other authoritative 

literature of the CPI indicate ? 

(d) · How does agrarian reform figure in the democratic 

revolution as the programme and other authoritative 

literature of the CPI(M) indicate ? 

(e) Ha.<~ does rural democracy figure in the programme and 

other authoritative literature 9f the CPI ? 

{f) How does rural democracy figure in the programme and 

other authoritative literature of the CPI(M) ? 

(g) Are there any other communist or non~communist parties 

the programmes of which on agrarian reform and rural 

democracy constitute the boundaries of CPI and CPI(M) 

on those questions ? 

(h) Do the rural cadre and activists of the CPI show 

conscious understanding of this party •s position 

. . ' 



indicated in answer to question nos. (a), (c), and 

(e) ? 

(i) Do the rural cadre and activists of CPI(M) shCM 

(j) 

(k) 

conscious understanding of this party's position 

indicated in answer to question nos. (b), (d) and 

(f) ? 

Does actual practice vindicate the conscious under-

standing of the CPI 's position indica·ted in answer 

to question nos. (a), (c) and (e) ? 

DOes actual practice vindicate the conscious under-

a· 

standing of the CPI(M) 's position indicated in answer 

to question nos. (b) 1 (d) and (f) ? 

While pointing to the programmatic differences between 

the two communist parties in India, this study has duly 

highlighted the Marxist, Leninist and Maoist principles of 

programme and their influence over the CPI and the CPI (M) 

in the framing of their respective programme of action for 
,.. 

India's.revolution. 

As the study concerns - activities of the two commu

nist parties in India, the entire study has been carried 

out following the Marxist framework of thought elaborated 

in the methodology. A conscious effort has been made all 

along to avoid any kind of subjective bias whatsoever. 

' . ' 



To ··be clear enough this study did not incorporate the 

influence of recent political changes in the socialist 

world upon the activity of the two corrununist parties in 

India as they have not considered it necessary so far to 

change their positions on the main issues involved in this 

study in the context of any such changes in the socialist 

world. 

9 



Section 2 On Comrf!unist Party Programme 

Programmatic difference between the two Comm~nist 

parties is the result of division of the Communist Party 

of India into Communist Party of India - Marxist (CPI-M) 

and Communist Party of India (CPI) in 1964. The latter 

retains the earlier name of the party. The division of 

the party and adoption of separate programrnes have had 

far-reaching consequences in the left political movement 

in ::1 dia~ 

It is stated that division of the party1 was the 
.,.. 
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product of a prolonged inner-party struggle on the question 

of national and international issues over decades specially 

in the years following India's independence in August 1947. 

The inner-party struggle mainly centered on the class 

assessment of the transfer of power, the controversy over 

the role of Indian bourgeoisie in the national liberation 

struggle and the role of its main political organ i.e. the 

Congress Party, and Jav1aharlal Nehru at its head. They 

seemed to differ over the significance of Nehru's increas-

ing friendship with the socialist bloc particularly with 

Soviet Union's, Non-alignment· movement, five-year plan, 

etc. On the other hand, inner-party struggle was also more 

aggravated by the ideological difference that surfaced in 
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the world communist movement after the 20th Congress of the 

CPSU (Communist Party of the Soviet Union) in 1956 which 

took some controversial ideological positions. The India 

-China border dispute added a new dimension to the politi

cal and ideological division inside the CPI
2

• 

Thus the ground for the party split was being laid 

earlier, though the formal split took place in the middle 

·of the year 1964, when 'T~nali Convention • was convened 

by a section of the party and later they met at Calcutta 

and adapted a programme in Octooer-Noverriber, 1964 in the 

Seventh Congress. This section of the divided party was 

named as the communist Party of India-r-arxist (CPI-M). 

The other section which met in December, 1964, at Bombay 

and adOpted a separate programme retained the earlier party 

name, the Communist Party of India (CPI). Again.both of 

them claim to be the real successor to the pre-split 

Communist party of India and its several party Congresses. 

After being divided in 1964, each of the two communist 

parties unequivocally claims itself to be committed to 

Marxism and LeniQism and the ultimate cause of socialist 

revolution in India. At the same time both are critical 
-~· 

of each other: and each one hurls the allegation that the 

other has deviated from Marxism-Leninism and misreads 

India's actual situation. This sort of inter-party 

aspersions is presented in their respective party documents 

in their habitual polemic manner. 

r . ' 



Their ultimate commitment to the historical task of 

perf~L-ming socialistic and then communistic revolution in 

India have been clearly spelt in their respective party 
~· 

programmes. The Communist Party of India-Marxist (CPI-M) 
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in its programme declares "The Communist Party of India 

L-Marxist..J firmly adheres to its aim of building socialism 

and communism L-in IndiaJ"3• So also does the programme 

of the Communist. Party of India (CPI) explain : "·rhe 

Communist Party of India believes that real socialist 

reconstruction of society • • • can be undertaken only by 

applying the scientific and universal truths of Marxism 

-Leninism to Indian condition 114 • 

Before we delve into the programmatic differences and 

their actual practice on certain specific issues which form 

the subject-matter of this study, it is essential to 

understand the meaning of 'programme • in communist litera-

ture, and the importance, or even indispensability, attached 

by the architects of communist thought and movement to the 

programme of a communist party. The practice of prominent 

communist parties in the world in regard to the use of a 

programme will also be enlightening. 

It is an imperative for the Marxist-Leninist party to 
5 have a 'scientific • programme of action for the attainment 

of socialism and communism. It should be remembered that 

the celebrated Manifesto of the Communist Party (February, 
' . ' 
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1848) was the first of its kind to guide the international 

organisation of the communists. 11 •• e the Manifesto of the 

Communist Party ••• which was the most important programme 

document of scientific communism appeared in 1848. It 

openly proclaimed to the whole world the existence and 

aims of the commu~ists 116 • 

Both Karl Marx and Frederick Engels admitted the 

necessity of a political programme. They clearly stated 

it in the 'Preface to the German Edition of 1872 ' Of the 

'Communist Manifesto • that 11 'l'he Communist League, an 

international association of workers ••• commissioned the 

undersignec. L,-themJ at the Congress held in London in 

November 1847, to ~aw up for publication a detailed 

theoretical and.,..practical programme of the party. SUch 

was the origin of the following J.vianifesto ••• ••7 • 

To acknowledge the necessity of this historical 

programme so 1 ong capitalism remains, l;hgels stated "However 

much the state of thihgs may have altered • • • the general 

principles laid dOtl/n in the M:l.nifesto are, on the whole as 

8 correct to-day as ever 11 
; and 11 ••• the Manifesto became a 

historical document which we have no 1 onger any r.ight to 

a1 ter 119 • 

Last, The importance of the Manifesto has also been 

acknowledged by the later M3.rxi~ts. '''rhe Manifesto was a 

document of tremendous inspir.ing force, a document whose 
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entire contents called for a struggle against the economic 

and political yoke of the bourgeoisie. Today, too, the 
I 

~~~~~ exerts a strong influence on the minds of millions 

of people. Its world historical significance and the role it 

plays in the development of working-class communist movement 

are a fine proof of the prophetic words uttered by Lenin s 

'This little booklet is wortn w-hole volumes : to this day 

its spirit inspires and guides the entire organised and 

fighting proletariat of the civilised worl d1110 • 

So it is clearly meant that any communist organization 

or any communist party of any individual country must 

recognise the indelible postulates of the 'Manifesto of the 

Communist Party' and to act likewise for the purpose cleariy 

spelt out in the 'Manifesto'. In doing so, one is free to 

choose the strategy and tactics i.e. •revolutionary measures 1 

by properly considering the peculiar 'historical conditions 

for the time being existing •11 • 

It is clear from the foregoing analysis that ~t is 

indispensable for a communist organisation and a communist 

party to have a 'revolutionary programme •. 'The communist 

League 1 and the successive 'C:ommunist Internationals • had 

adopted programmes for chalking out present and future 

politb;::al actions. Again it is seen, each and every corrununist 
.. 

party in different countries in the world where communist 

movement has taken place has adopted its own programme for 

the organised task of it. 
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In this regard Lenin's view can be recalled. Lenin, 

the great architect of Socialist Russia emphasised the need 

for a scientific party programme. In the Second congress 

of the Russian Social-.r:emocratic Labour Party {RS.ILP) which 

was conve:1ed in exile, London in August 1903, a prog-ramme 

was adopted with t.he statement that the Party of the Ru~siari- ·· 

Proletariat wg.s one of the contingents of the international 

working-class movement. It consisted of two sections, 

framed with a vie\..;r to the then Russia, namely, a minimum 

p~ogramme of immediate democratic objectives and a maximum 
: 

programme which declared that 'socialism would be the 

12 
u~timate goal • • 

The minimum programme as a whole demanded the complete 

democratisation of state and social life and the same would 

be achieved by complete liquidation of tsarist rule and 

feudalism including remnants of serfdom in the countryside. 

And the implementation of the minimum prog-ramme ensured the 

optimal conditions for the struggle for socialism, as stated 

in, the maximum programme. 

A programme in Lenin's definition represents "a brief, 

cl~ar, and precise statement ~~1 the thin~~~~rt~_is 

~t_~i_~i~ .an~_:g_ightii!_s__t~u13 t_- &nphasis original_}. For 

Lenin, the party programme serves as an ideological,theoreti

cal and political platform for uniting the communists in a 

voluntary union of like minded persons. H3 emphasised that 

' 
• I 
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••a programme must be built on a scientific foundation. It 

must explain to the people how the communist revolution arose, 

why it is inevitable, what its significance, nature, and 

pa.ver are, and what problems it must solve••
14

• Now, this 

means that, based on revolutionary teaching and taking into 

account concrete historical conditions, the Programme should 

determine both the closest and prospective tasks, and the 

ways and means of completing them. Historical experience 

shows that without a clear programme of action the party 

cannot consolidate and lead the masses, cannot suc~·essfully 

fight for the liberation of the working people, for the 

elimination of the system of exploitation and for the 

construction of a new society. 

Another question often put in case of a communist party 

programme -is whether it should contain tactical questions of 

the moveme;.t. Commenting on the desirability or otherwise of 

incorporating the question of tactics and means of struggle in 

the communist p,Prty programr:re Lenin wrote 

"·rhe Programme should leave the question 
of means open, allowing the choice 
of means to the militant organisations 
and party organisations and Party 
Congress that determine the tactics 
of the Party. Q.lestions of tactics, 
however, can hardly be introduced in 
the programme - with the exception 
of the most important questions, 
questions of principles, such as aur 
attitude to other fighters against 
autocracy. Questions of tactics will 
be discussed by the party newspapers 
as they ~rise and wit5 be eventually 
at Party Congresses 11 • 
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so the party programme is not the place where tactical 
I 

questions can be discussed and decided as the tactics \'.(ill 

have to be changed frequently depending on the ebb and tide 

of the revolutionary movement and several other factors need 

to be constantly assessed from time to time and issue to 

issue. In a very precise way one can say that strategy is 

meant for revolutionary war, and tactics is meant for 

revolutionary battle; though the tactics can not be followed 

in isolation from strategy of a communist party programme. 

Tactics should constitute an integral part of strategy. The 

latter can sometime, though not always necessarily, give some 

valuable hints of tactics. The ultimate aim of tactics is 

to expedite the· strategy; and it has no independent aim 

16 other than that of strategy • 

Views of Mao ·rse:...tung, the architect of socialist 

China, may be referred in matters relating to the communist 

party programme. Mao emphatically asserted : 11we communists 

do not conceal our political views, definitely and beyond 

all doubt, our future maximum programme is to carry China 

forward to socialism and comniunism 1130
• 

He explained that communist party 11programme may be 

17 divided into two parts, the general and the specific 11 • He 

further explained that 11 0ur party must also have specific 

programme for each period based on general programme. Our 
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general programme of New Dsmocracy will remain unchanged 
I 

' 18 
throughout the stage of the bourgeois-democratic revolution 11 

• 

It is said that programme remains valid for the entire 

stage of a revolution. But it is not that it can not be 
I 

amended or elaborated. Only the Party Congress or the 
l 

Pol!itbureau or Central Committee has the authority to do the 

same whenever necessary by properly i.e. critically under-

standing the existing national situation. However, a 

communist party can elaborate or amend its pro:;;Jramme only 

the .m2.-::ters of national questions particularly the issues 

relating to tactical matters or for determining the nature 
.... 

of the given stage of revolution. 

So, to the communist Party, the programme must be 

scientific whose significance is beyond question. Lenin 

exp~essed his view in an article 11 0ur Pro:;;Jramme 11 that 
I 

11 There can be. no strong socialist party without a revolution

ary theory L-embodied in the programme_? which unites all 

socialists, from which they draw their convictions, and 

which they apply in their method of struggle and means of 

action n19 • A scientific programme is a store-house of 

ideological weapon, which is resolute and uncompromising for 

thefrevolutionary war, and in absence of it, the revolutionary 
. i 

· rnov~rnent is deprived of the right to exist and is inevitably 

! 20 
drawn sooner or letter to political collapse .. 

l 
r 

A communist party adopts a programme and acts according 

to the guidance of the programme for the sake of the goals to 
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achieve which the communist party had come into existence, 

namely, for the socialist transformation of society by making 

revolution i.e., changing the production relation that 

existed in capitalism in particular and the mode.of production 

in general. 

At the time of the adoption of a programme a communist 

party must seriously take into consideration a practical and 

critical understanding of the given situation, i.e., national 

and international situations, in a way for which Marxist 

philosophy provides the basic outlook. Particularly, 

hist9rica1 materialism indicated by Marx and Engels serves 

the basic foundation., 
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section 3 concept of Democracy Treated in Marxian Literature: 

SUb-section a) i. Concept of Bourgeois-Democracy in the 

thoughts of Marx and &lgels 

-~rhe programmatic positions of the CPI and the cPI (M) 

differ widely on the nature and type of 'democratic • 
.,.. 

revolution. This stage is obviously to precede the 

ultimate socialist revolution and is necessary for prepar-

ing the prerequisites for that revolution. This overwhelm

ing issue has shrouded the whole gamut of Marxist thinking 

in India particularly since the 50 1s. In 1964 when the 
i Communist party of India was divided into the present 
' l 

Communist Party of India (CPI) and the Communist Party of 

India (Marxist) (CPI-M) this issue became a hotly debated 

one. 

Indeed, the nature and tYPe of 'democratic 1 revolution 

and 'alliance of classforces • -for this revolution are 

burning questions before the Marxists in India. ALthough 
I 

various analytical syndromes start from almost the same 

factual points of departure still the points of arrival are 
; 

wi,de apart. so, before going into details, -it is necessary 

to place an overview on this matter from the writings of 

Harx himself, &lgels and later Marxists. Their approaches 
i 
i 

to the democratic revolution in dealing with their specific 

situations are certainly not similar to the present Indian 

condition, but their basic. theoretical postulations may 

' . ' 

' . ' 
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present an analytical paradigm which, at least, can help 

in tracing out the cause and their position behind the 

difference of understanding of the present CPI and CPI(M) 

in Indian context for democratic revolution. 

Both M:lrx and mgels, themselves were ful.lY pre-occu

pied vlith the problems of capitalism in mrOpe at their 

times. ALthough, side by side, they had fonnulated a 

broad theoretical. framework for the belated presence of 

capitalism specially in Gennany during the 1 ate 46 •s and 

so•s of the last century, still this variation was wit~n 

the general limits of ~ropean capitalism. The only 

similarity between the Gennan and Indian condition is that 

'bourgeoisie • is weak in both the cases and unable to 

complete independently bourgeois-democratic revolution in 

their respective countries. Indeed, it is to be borne in 

mind that lateness of capitalism in Germany and the 

backwardness of capitalism in the ex-colonial countries 

like India are quite obviously different.. EK-colonial 

countries are bacJ<ward in a different way, suffering from 

a different kirid of backwardness, because of the. all 

-important difference of colonialism. 'l'herefore, any sort 

of linear or mechanical formulation only leads one into a 

methodological quandary. 

Though capitalism as a world phenomenon emerges out 

of decadent feudal system yet its growth and development 
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is not uniforffily spread over in all the coun~ries at a 

single moment. - Slowly growing but weak (for any .. reason) 

bourgeoisie historically strives to take the help of 

proletariat for early completion of bourgeois democratic 

revolution.. .Marx's reaction in this regard left a signi

ficant theore~+.cal propositiono ~lliile he was writing his 
~-

magnum opus the capital , M:lrx dealt with not only the case 

of Germany but also left rough notes L-later published as 

Gru__z:drisse J, r,rhere he took up the question of the notion 

i ,· .. i i 21 Of pre-cap tal~st SOC et es e 

-..· 

Besides, Marx viewed the Indian problem of his time" 

but that too was with a journalistic interest. In his 

time, he had foreseen the possibility of a capitalist 
22 transformation of India under British rule , but when he 

had written about Indian situation, the Indian bourgeoisie 

had not yet grown; consequently, the relations of class-

forces were entirely differently structured. Therefore, 

'lf'7e have to get an idea of his view on bourgeois-democracy 

and its relation with the proletariat from his exhaustive 

study on Germany during the disastrous rising of 1848-49 

and a telescoping idea in the 'Manifesto of the Communist 

Party a {written with .Engels) and some other writings. 

The ~nifesto of the Communist Party declared that the 

communists everywhere were cooperating to unite and bring 

to an understanding the democratic parties23 of all 

' . ' 
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countries and that the struggle· for democracy is the first 

step in the workers ' revolution. Marx and Engels viewed 

that bourgeois-democracy is the first step before the 

socialist revolution. For them, bourgeois-democracy which 

is characterised by universal suffrage, political liberties, 

rule of law and political competition, pre-eminence of 

legislative power, ·limited rights and freedom, freedom of 

speech, the press and of assembly and also the freedom of 

movement. However, all this can help the proletariat and 

their party to further its cause. But it is full of 

complexities with contradictory possibilities, i.e., it can 

turn with severe reaction to the proletariat • 

.Marx and Engels in their Address of the Cent·ral Council 
24 . 

to the Communist League (1850) give instructions to the 

disorganised remnant of Communists in Germany in the wake of 

disastrous rising in 1848-49e This document has a great 

significance in that it explicitly contains 1'-larx 's views 

covering the role to be played by a Communist Party in such 

circumstances. 'l'hey advise that it is in coOperation with, 

but __.at the same time not 1 osing the independence of the 

working class it is advisable to take cocperation from the 

petty bourgeois democrats and bourgeois liberals struggling 

against the weakened reactionary elements who have seen 

forced to yield limited concessions to the bourgeoisie. 

They also worked out the strategy and tactics of the 

proletariat in the coming bourgeois-democratic revolution 
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in a different way. They laid "special stress in the Address 

on the need for the setting up of an independent proletarian 
. 25 

party and for isolation from the petty bourgeois democrats 11 

...,Ji thout any "special union n 26 in the case of struggle against 

-.-a common apponent. The workers • party waul d fight indep_en

dently against the enemy when the democratic petty bourgeois 
.,.. 

would begin fighting the same enemy. Furthermore, they were 

not even interested in directing the workers • party to join 

the bourgeois-democratic government rather they argued for 
27 

setting up of a "revolutionary workers • governments 11 

alongside the bourgeois ones. 

Later this rich source of Marxist heritage was endowed 

to Lenin who carried forward the Marxist thought of his 

changed circumstances. Marx's theoretical position on 

bourgeois-democracy was translated in Russia when the bourge

oisie was rising at the end of 19th and the beginning of 20th 

centuries. 

Marx and Engels 1 strategy for revolution in backward 

countries has taken an obvious importance from their strategy 

for backv1ard Germany in 1848. Lenin was a close student of 

this writing on Germany in the 1848 period, and his disciples 

in other developing countries have generally followed suit. 

From the most obvious source, the Communist .Manife~, every 

one can recall, how condluding paragraphs forecast a certain 

telescoping of revolutions in Germany that we may label a 

"permanent revolution" (even though Ma.rx and mgels adopted 

the term momentarily in 1850). 
y 

. ' 
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Frederic L. Bander ooserved very rightly that the 

Address of the Central Council to the Communist League (1850) 

of Marx & &lgels •• ••• has been extremely influential upon 

the way in vlhich Lenin conducted the Bolsheviks during the 

year between the first Russian .Revolution of 1905 and the 

February Revolution of 1917. This scenario has been repeated sco-

res of time in other countries, as Communists seek to gain 

control on nationalists (i.e. bourgeoisie) against colonial 

and neo-colonial domination, as well as democratic-opposition 
28 

to bourgeois regimes 11 • 

Section 3 

SUb-section a)ii. Concept of BouESeois-democracy in the 

Thoughts of Lenin and St~ : 

The greas service Lenin rendered was that he creatively 

developed the l~Jarxist teachings vlith reference to the changed 

historical conditions, and gave it a concrete form on the 

basis of his practical eXperience of the Russian revolutions 

and the international proletarian movement since the death 

of Marx and Ehgels. 'rhe milestones of his revolutionary 

struggles were the bourgeois-democratic revolution of 1905, 

the bourgeois-democratic revolution of February, 1917 and 

the victorious October Socialist Revolution of 1917. 
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"Leninism" Stalin remarked "is 11arxism of the era of 

imperialism and the proletarian revolution. To be more 

exact, Leninism is the theory and tactics of the proletarian 

revolution in general, the theory and tactics of the 

dictatorship of the proletariat in particular ••• Lenin ••• 

pursued his activities. in the period of developed 

imperialism, in the period of the unfolding proletarian 

revolution, when the proletari-an revolution had already 

triumphed in one country, had smashed bourgeois democracy 
29 

and had ushered in the era of proletarian democracy ••• 11 
• 

The goal of proletarian revolution which Lenin by his 

unparallel leadership achieved was a culmination of 

successive revolutions. He started his struggle gradually 

for democracy against the ·rsarist-military-feudal regime 

and then to replace the bourgeois democratic state by the 

People 's Soviets in the final proletarian revolution. 

Naturally the stamp of his genius has marked many steps, 

tactical and strategic, in these struggles of· the· then 

Russian situation. These instructions have left rich 

revolutionary heritage to the successive generations of the 

Communists who dedicated themselves to the cause of 

proletarian revolution even in their changed perspectives 

in the later part of the twentieth century. 

_ Since the Second Congress of the R. s. D.L.P in August 

1903 to the February 1917 democracy was the c:bjective. To 
... 
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attain this objective it was necessary to destroy radically 

the economic and political power of the feudal lords and the 

Tsar upon which that system was based. It was seen from the 

outset that the democratic revolution connoted, to Lenin, as 

much an economic programme as a political programme. As a 

Marxist he knew that constitutional measures to alter the 

political balance of forces in the country would be meaning-
.,.. 

less and futile without a simultaneous assault on the 

economic basis which had so long sustained the autocracy. 

so, for him, the question of democratic revolution was the 

question whether the proletariat could dispose of sufficient 

real force to wipe out the landlords and the Tsarist autocracy 

and to prevent the bourgeoisie from vacillating in this course. 

Lenin 's theoretical position regarding the democratic 

revolution and participation of the proletariat therein is 

evident from his following remark. He argued, it. "• •• was a 

stage in the transition to socialism and ••• socialists had 

the duty to struggle for democratic rights, even if only a 

few of them could be fully attained1130 • 

Moreover Lenin has left a landmark analysis important 

to the later Marxists of the future generations about the 

participation in the constitution controlled by the decaying 

feudal elements and relatively weak bourgeoisie. On the event 

of the 1st Russian Duma in 1905, the bourgeoisie participated 

wholeheartedly and it was pretending optimistically that the 

Russian Duma was no less than that of British Parliament. 
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Lenin warned the Russian working class and the toiling people 

that they must not be cheated by the bourgeois illusions. 

His analysis in this regard founded the basis for the course 

of his future action up to February 1917. Lenin explained; 

"By constitutional illusions we mean 
deceptive faith in a constitution. 
Constitutional illusions prevail when 
a constitution seems to exist but 
actually does not : in other words, 
when affairs of the state are not admi
nistered in the wa~ parliament 
decides ••• the liberal bourgeoisie, 
dreading the extra-parliamentary 
struggle, spreads constitutional 
illusions even when parliaments are 
impotent ••• social wmocrats L-i. e., 
members of RSDLP-Bolsheviks_7 stand 
for utilising the parliamentary 
struggle, for participating in 
parliament; but they ruthlessly 
expose 'parliamentary cretinism•, 
that is, the belief that the 
parliamentary struggle is the sole or 
under all circumstances the marn-form 
of political strugglen3l. (Emphasis 
original). 

Repeatedl~ Lenin pointed out that the Russian Communists 

had to insist the point that so long as the autocracy 

remained undisturbed in its power, so long as the ll.J.ma 

32 remained •a fig-leaf for the autocracy •, and so 1 ong as the 

popular movement was growing in extensiveness and depth, the 

main abject of attention must be the active preparation of 

an armed uprising. For him it was the obligation of the 

communists to be the first in the field to give out the 

slogan of last uprising which would sweep away the remnants 

to tsarist autocracy and feudalism for ever by the leadership. 
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of them relying on the bond be-tw~~:!en the proletariat and the 

ru_r,:-L-:)rolatariat. Hovmver, it was successful in Feb. 1917 
.. 

by the Russian Communists under the guidance of Lenin. 

·_ro be brief, in the Russian case the tactical alliance 

'.vith the bourgeoisie by the proletariat and the whole of 

peasantry upto the period 1905-07 was the first stage of 

h b . d- t. 1 t. 33 t e ourgeoJ...s- emocra J...C revo u _Lon • In the next stage, 

the bourgeoisil~ specially the bi<J bourgeoisie moved with 

the remnants of the tsarist autocracy and foudalism, formed 

the enemy circle against -the radical aim of the proletariat 

and its close ally the poor peasantry and the raral 

proletariat and petty bourgeoisi•3 which were actually 

interested to complete the bourgeois-democratic revolution. 

So it was proved that \-lhere th~ bourgeoisie was not capable 

of carrying the bourgeois-democratic revolution singly then 

it urgently sought the help of the proletariat, but at the 

moment of partial victory when some of their objectives 

waul d be fulfilled they turned against their erst\..,rhile 

ally, the proletariat. It was Marx and then Lenin 

who u-tterr~d cautions for the proletariat about the very 
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objective nature of the bourgeoisie. ·l'hey .consequently 

drew up the course of action by which the proletariat and 

its close ally could fulfil the duty to carry the 

bourgeois-democratic revolution to the stage of completion, 

simply because their aim was to carry it further to the 

socialist stage. '.ro the proletariat, the teachings of 

Lenin are this that they must be ready for permanent 

revolution ... 

In. the above, the nature and type of the bourgeois 

-democratic revolution under the guidance of ~ssian 

proletariat and above all under the leadership of Lenin is 

briefly cited to arrive at a clear methodology about the 

nature, character and aim of the various participants in 

the democratic battles. The tactical alliance of the 

class forces and floor-crossing, betrayal of the bourgeoisie 

in the work of completion of the democratic revolution and 

the role of the proletariat to carry the revolution 

forward are indeed the most important tactic.3J. answers left 

for the future occasions in other countries. Leninism 

proved the teachings of· Marx of 1848-51 as fully 

scientific, but what was more in Lenin was that he 

translated the theory of Marx into practice in the given 

Russian condition. 

Lenin's analysis of bourgeois-democracy was theoreti

cally based upon F.arx •s class analysiso He later developed 
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it and interpreted this in his own time Hhen ne\v historical 

phenomena significantly emerged such as imperialism. 

Following l'1a.rx 's distinction between the revolutionary 

prCXJressive and the reactionary phases _in the development 

of the modern bourgeoisie, Lenin distinguished such 

phases. 

l'he first stage from the French rleVolution to the 

Franco-Prussian war was accordingly the period of th~ rise 

and complete triumph of the bourgeoisie, of bourgeois 

-democratic movement in general and of bourgeois~national 

movements in particular - the period in which the absolute 

feudal-absolutist institutions \vere destroyed. 'l'he second 

phase v1as that of the full domination and decline of the 

bourgeoisie tor.·Tards reactionary even ultra reactionary 

finance capital. I'he third phase just beginning in (1907), 

according to Lenin, found the bourgeoisie in the same 

situatior1 as the feudal lords were during the first 

period
34 

• 'tJhat .t.enin observed and concluded in general, 

is : '1From a ""rising and progressive class the bourgeoisie 

has turned into a declining, decadent, and reactionary 

class "35 • 

.iJasing on the above framawork .Genin developed his 

analysis on capitalism in his memorable work, •rmoerialism : 

discotJ.rses. In his 1 ife time he saH the first imperialist 
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v.,rar__in 1914-19. All these were signs of, u.ccording to him, 
.. 

decadent bourqeois phase <:md it was the proper time of the 

.:-isin·g of the prolatarian movemGnt. 

·rhe foregoing theoretical anA.l ysis on bourgeois 

-democracy brL~fl y discussed from Lenin 's •,vri tings is 

important to the communists as a method of further analysis 

for carrying fonrard prol<::t'lrian movement. Particularly 

the strategy and tactics of the bourgeois-democratic 

revolution in general have a major implication to the 

colonial and dependent co~ntries. Lenin gave significant 

attention to the problem of col onia.l countries in the later 

phase of his life. Particularly after 1920 's Lenin turned 

his eyes to the problems of c_olonial and dependent countrieso 

In the Second International Lenin duly discussed the prOblem 

of colonial countries. Actually the problem of a theory 

of revolution, particulurly the bourgeois-democratic 

revolution, in the colonial and dependent countries was 

taken up very seriously by that International. 'rhe clarity 

of discussion came in the Second Congress in Moscow in 1920 

in the course of.debate between Lenin & M.N • .Roy36 • Lenin 

produced a draft colonial thesis
37 

\·lhich started on- an 

implicit distinction between two qualitatively different 

situations, i.e.-, between Russ ian case and colonial case. 

For Lenin Russia 'tlas a back' . .,.ard country in furape, so 

in the Russian case, it was a question of applying Marx's 
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general paradigm of a revo~.:r:-:ion in 'late capitalist • 

system, such as Marx thoughT ayo ... ,t the case of Germany with 

the logic of lateness. Q.lii)3e ob;'·;>.ous.ly, Lenin considered 

the lateness of capitalism ,·.nd lhe :~,ack'.iardness of the 

colonies as different. He developed an altogether different 

theory \·lith quite a number of the .Hu::.~.s~ian supf?OSitions 

reversed. It was a qualitative break at least in theory. 

Lenin's methodological point about the colonial thesis was 

that - col onias ~.,ere not just backward because -t;:hey ''~ere 

:, 
suffering from a different kind of Oppression by the ruler 

countries. so the formula of· the fussian revolution could 

not be mechanicallY applied to the colonies and the 

dependent countries. It would be a transgression of the 

methodological basis of the ~arxist dialectic. 

la.~:·ious commentators have subsequently interpreted 

LJenin 's '>.Jational: and Colonial Q.rcstion •. Here some 

important points are worth mentioning which have been 

considered as providing general guidlirie to the backward 

colonial and dependent countries. First of all the thesis 

called for ''the closest alliance with ~oviet .Kussia, of 

all national and col onia..l liberation movementsn38 • 

Another important task is "with regard to the more backward 

states and nations, in which feudal or patriarchal and 

patriarchal-peasant relations predominate, it is particu

larly important to bear in mind : first, that a.J.l communist 

parties must assist the bourgeois-democratic liberation 
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movement in these countries, and that the du.ty of rendering 

the most active assistance rests primarily with the workers 

of the country the backward nation is colonially or 

39 
financially dependent on '1 

• 

In this thesis Lenin further stated, 11 the need, in 

backward countries, to give special support to the peasant 

movement against the land owners, against land proprietor

ship, against all manifestations or survivals of feudalism, 

and to strive to lend the peasant movement the most 

t . h t ,.40 revolu ~onary c arac er ••• 

Here ~enin advised the completion of the first stage 

of bourgeois democratic revolution and his further advice 

--wa:S to "struggle ~gainst attempts to give a communist 

colouring to bourgeois democratic liberation trends in .,.. 

bacl~ward countries '1 41 • At this time there was a trend in 

this congress that revolution in the colonies must be a 

communist revolution 
42 

• ·.rhis trend was mainly held by. 

I'1. N.; Roy. 

Lenin asserts in his thesis, 

''the Communist International should 
support bourgeois-democratic 
national movements in colonial and 
backward countries only on condition 
that, in the countries, the element 
of future proletarian parties, \-Jhich 
vlill be communist not only in name, 
are brought tQ:Jether and trained to 
understand their special tasks, i.e., 



those of the struggle against the 
bourgeois-democratic movements within 
their o.·m nations. 'l'he communist 
International must enter into a 
tempb~ary dlliance with bourgeois 
democracy in the colonial and back
ward countries, but should not merge 
with it, and should under all 
circumstances uphold the independence 
of the proletarian movement even !f 
it is- in its most embryonic form'' 3 • 

Lenin, the successful leader of.the successive 

35 

bourgeois-democratic and socialist revolutions, had grasped 

the full significance of the movement for colonial 

emancipation. His ideas on the proper tactics for 

harnessing the national revolution in Asia to the overall 

goal of world revolution had been taking place gradually 

since 1905 and in the Second Congress of the Communist 

International in July 1920, his views on the 'National 

and Colonial Q..lestion' were formulated in a set of theses, 

and formally adapted by the International with minor 

modifications of this 'Draft ·rheses •. 

Historians recorded the controversy developed. in this 

Congress on the proper tactics for bourgeois-democratic 

revolution or national revolution in the colonial and 

backward countries mainly between Lenin & M.N.~oy. The 

latter \vas an Indian but formally, the .t-laXican delegate to 

that -<::ongress • 

• !"· 
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Rq:y •s original draft 44 · was a total theoretical 

alternative to Lenin's thesis. Roy expected the bourgeoisie 

to betray national revolution and go 0'/er to the side of 

imperial ism. For his it v-1as a pred.etermined certainty that 

the ---economic interests of the expl citing classes - of the 

imperialist and the colonial bourgeoisie - were similar. -
~· 

ro Roy contradictions between imperialism and the colonial 

bourgeoisie were not too funddmental as might help the 

colonial li.."':>eration movament. l'herefore, in regard to the 

colonial liberation movement he was in favour of the 

consistent revolutionary stream under the leadership of the 

proletariat, expected to be the hegemonic force in the 

close future rather than of the movements under bourgeois 

leadership. 

R.oy explained the Indian society by applying Marxism 

straight without any qualification of the specificity of 

its condition. 45 ••India was not under the feudal system•• • 

Feudalism v-Jas destroyed peacefully by the induction of 

British capitalism and the emergence of indigeneous 

bourgeoisie. This breakdown of feudalism gave rise to a 

strange capitalism, almost a capital ism by proxy. 'l'he 

Indian economy was controlled by British Commercial. capital, 

not by the indigenous bourgeoisie. As a matter o£ fact he 

had built his theory that feudalism was insignificant and 

had no remarkable dominance in Indian society. For him it 
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generated a curious situation, existence of capitalistic 

exploitation, without a capitalistic socio-economic 

structure. 'l'he Indian society, for a.oy, was divided into 

four distinct classes - the landed aristocracy, the 

bourgeoisie, the inteLLectuais, the petty peasantry and the 

working class including the landless peasantry46 • Perhaps 

it was a simplified model of the class structure calculated 

to make the lndi_an and .atropean capitalist societies alike 47 • 

Roy cOUld not see the historically progressive nature 

of the indigenous bourgeoisie in the liberation struggle in 

India. EVen he did not believe that there could be any 

irreconcilable contradiction between the British and t~e 

Indian capitalist classes. Its (bourgeoisie's) ideologies 

and practices, therefore, were calculated to bring pressure 

on tbe imperialists by the help of the masses for simply 

accomodating a berth in the economic field. ·rherefore, 

Roy reject;ed the movement led by Gandhiji on behalf of the 

Indian .National Congress as it was not a movement for 

bourgeois democracy, nor a socially based movement. For 

him, 11 l'he movement for national liberation is a struggle 

of the native middle class against the economic and 

political mon5!£olx:, of the imperialist bourgeoisle 1148 ., 

(Emphasis original). So for him, it was not a pOpular 

movement. He went on saying that 11when the latter L,-the 

working class_? will begin the struggle earnestly it is 

expected to be more of a sociat nature than a political 
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movement for national liberation. Since 1918, the Indian 

i•lovement has entered this stage. It may still have the 

appearance of a national struggle introduc.ing the masses 

of the population, but fundamentally, it is a social 

strife, the revolt of the exploited against the exploiting 

class, irrespective of nationality" 49 • 

Roy considered that the leaders of the Comintern 

Congress, basically the soviet leaders, were to go much too 

far in conciliating the bourgeoisie, and did not insist 

sufficiently on the leadership of the proletariat in the 

Asian revolution. On the other hand, he affirmed 

categorically that the key role to the world revolution 

1 ay in Asia, and that the dlrepean proletariat would never 

accomplish anything until a prior upheaval in the colonies 

had shattered the foundations of the capitalist order and 

prepared the ground for its overthrow. Lenin had 1 ong 

faught the tendency of iUropean Social Democrats, including 

even such radicals as Rosa Luxemburg, to minimize the 

revolutionary capacities of the non-~ropean peoples and 

consider the latter as mere passive objects waiting 

deliverance at the hands of the ~ropean proletariat. He 

was not prepared, however to follow £{Oy to the opposite 

extreme. Finally the Congress adopted a position which 

\·Jas basically that of Lenin, with some lirni ted and 1 argely 

verbal concessions to Koy. OVer tactics, it was laid down 
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International and the 1 ocal, should collaborate with the 
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"bourgeois-democratic•• movements (as Lenin had written in 

his original .Draft). rmmediately later, on 28th July 1920, 

in the colonial thesis finally adapted, there was one 

importa_nt change. '.rhe words, "bourgeois-democratic•• 

ct:tai1<.Jed into "nat~onal revolutionary" or sometimes 

••revolutionary liberation movements" - a change fraught 
.... 

'wvith contradictory possibilities
50

• 

SUbsequently there had been intensive debates on 

exactly hmv to interpret the significance of this change; 

\'lhether it was a mere terminological change to pacify ~.y, 

or a more basic analytical shift. Somebody explained that 

Lenin made quite clear in his report to the Congress that 

this cha.I.Jge v1as purely formal, since by the nature of things 

any nationalist movements in the colonies would be of a 

bourgeois-democratic characte?1 • Again, on the contrary,· 

it was apparently quite a substantial change, and could 

have serious applicatory imprications in concrete 

practice 5 2 • A soviet economist, Y:. Verga in the 1 ate 60 •s 

th ht ~t 1 rb 53 oug ... was mere y a ve al change • According to 

him, it did not change the formulation fundamentally, it 

was nothing more than a terminological manoeuvre to get 

round H.cy •s objections. All colonial movements were led 

by the bourgeoisie or at least, two most important ones of 
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that period, in China and India, were. According to Verga, 

the COnCeptS 1national reVOlUtionary I and 'bourgeOiS 

-democratic • were interchangeable. In the final analysis, 

it is seen that Lenin specifically asked for more empirical 

material for the construction of a theoretically valid and 

empirically correct colonial thesis for the guidance of 

the Comintern. Later what was seen is that history was in 

favour of Lenin •s in the long and arduous battle of the 

colonial liberation movement. 

A few years 1 ater, specially after the demi.se of Lenin 

in 1924 a kind of development was found in the colonial 

China, that there, the communists who were participating 

\vith the bourgeoisie in the antiirnperialist struggle were 

expelled by the Kuomintang, the party of the Chinese 

bourgeoisie. At the first sight it was a kind of 

develOpment that may not seem consistent with Lenin's 

tl1~,::.::is of 1920. Naturally and inevitably the Chinese 
.. 

question figured in the Sixth Comintern Congress in 1928 

in a big wa .. :l, because all other colonies were actually 

being translated into the language of Chinese politics. 

11 The findings of the Sixth Congress were, 
in a way, paradoxical. Of course, 
every body knew that the debate on 
China was an implied debate on the 
entire colonial question. Chinese 
experience naturally determined the 
later 1-l.arxist assessment of the 
colonial situation. 'l'he Sixth 
Congress thesis implied that the 

' • I 
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conditions hag sufficiently altered 
to make a 180 turn from Lenin's 4 
position in the second Congress•;s o 

'rhe thesis started with the assessment that the 

41 

internal situation had changed in terms of ••the economic & 

social structure 1155 - 11 strengthening of elements of 

capitalist and industrial development, intensification of 

the agrarian crisis, growth of the proletariat 'and 1 

56 
intensified deprivation of the peasantry 11 • The extemal 

situation had also changed in two lines : intensification 

of aggressiveness of the imperialist countries on the one 

hand, and growth of the anti--imperialist pawer of the 

Soviet Union, on the other. As a result of this change, 

colonial movements of the future were to develop anti 

-imperialist emancipatory struggling front "I.-lith the forces 

of internal class struggle. 

·I'he debate over the Chinese question was historically 

important because the expulsion of the Chinese CQmnunists 

by the Chinese bourgeoisie from the anti-colonial 

struggling front forced the colonial question into the face 

of debate with the earlier thesis formulated by Lenin and 

adopted by the· Second Congress in 1920. 

'rhe thesis of the Sixth Comintern Congress noted that 

11 the hegemony of the proletariat in the national 

-revolutionary movement finally impelled the native 
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augmentation-of-the agrarian revolution the pett~ 
58 

bourgeoisie also joined the reactionary camp .. After 

all, these were the positive developments, the thesis 

\velcomed, in the liberation movement in the colonies. 

42 

The basic understanding of the colonial question in 

the Second Congress had gone into a sea change in the Sixth 

congres. Not only the terminological change (i.e. from 

bqu,c---_,eois-democratic revolution in the .JEaft thesis to the 

national revolution in the final thesis of the said 

Congress) made by Lenin, but also actually the concept was 

almost entirely altered in the due course of time. ..:~ow in 

the Sixth congress, the composition of class forces for 

liberation movement was radically realigned which showed a 

marked contrast of Lenin's Thesis in the Second Congress. 

Lenin thought of the proletariat, the peasantry, the petty 

bourgeoisie, and even a section of the national bourgeoisie 

to be a part of the movement. Lenin found dualism among 

the ranks of bourgeoisie in the colonies.- so for him it 

was a predictable behaviour that ultimately the bourgeoisie 

would take shelter in the reaction camp of the imperialists 

for fear of the grovling upsurge of the proletariat. ·rhen 

there were only the proletariat and the peasantry with the 

communist party as the hegemonic forceo 
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The Sixth congress remarkably altered the perspective 

of the revolution included the hegemony of the communist 

party-as a political precondi~ion in the national 

revolution. 

Historically the findings of the Sixth Comintern 

Congress took the support of the Chinese case of 1927 and 

the first great antiimperialist struggle in India (1919-22) 

which ended in the betrayal of the case of -the national 

revolution by the Indian Bourgeoisie. The thesis of the 

Sixth Congress which contained a section specifically on 

India which visualised and explained the Indian situation 

of 1919-22 as "·rhe real threat to British domination comes, 

not from the bourgeois camp, but from the gro\·ling. -.mass 

movement of the Indian workers ••59 and in the maturing of 

an agrarian revolution, a forcing of the Indian reality 

into the Chinese pattern. '.rhe thesis saw a ••coll apse of 

the national-revolutionary movement and gradual decline of 

bourgeois nationalism 11 • 

I'he -findings of the ~ixth Comintern Congress in 1928 

for the colonial question had left a bunch of radical and 

unilinear ove~simplified concepts, had no match with the 

reality of Indian condition. It overlooked, for example, 

the basic reality of the Indian movement. 11 'rhe national. 

movement in India presented a much more complex picture here 

in terms of the class patterns of leader and the led. The 
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movement 111ovement was no doubt a mass movement. The 

boUrgeoisie suppli~d the leadership, the mass provided the 

ordinary cadre. It was patently unreasonable, in the Indian .,.. 

case, .to think of a text book division between the bourgeois 

movement and the mass movement. Actually, the bourgeois 

movement had a mass following; the mass movement had a 

bourgeois leadership. 
60 

It was one movement , not two" • 

''l'heses on Revolutionary Movements in the colonies and 

the semi-colonies • in the Comintern and National and __,__ 

Colonial Q.lestions of the Sixth Comintern Congress convened 

in l'-1oscow from 17 July to 1 September, 1928, had opened 

with a formal declaration, actually quite misleading, of 

continuity with the theses of the ~cond Comintern Congress 

held in l'-10scow in 1920. 11 Hathodologically, and in the 

abstract sense what the new theses attempted was not wrong. 

l'he basic methodal and epistemic tenets of 1'-·arxism sanction 

a reservation of conclusions if the situation has 

qualitatively changed. 1L'he defect of theses was not that 

it attempted a change. It was that it saw a long-term and 

essential change, where there was none. So the defect of 

then theses was empirical, not methodical''61 
• 

In the end, this line of argument actually made a series 

of collapse of the specifics of various revolutions at. various 

levels of historical development and national pa~icularisims 

and denied Lenin's basic theory of a differentiation of levels 

leading to differentiated models of social change.· 
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Section 3 

Sub-section b) i. Mao's New Democracy (People's Democracy) 

Mao Tse-tung, the Chief architect and leading 

theoretician of modern socialist China whose adoption of 

I~rxism-Leninism to Chinese condition has a greater 

significance to the cause of revolutionary movements 

towards the road of socialism in the Third World and in the 

Asian countries in particular. 

His major significance lies in the continuation of 

the well-established Leninist principle that revolution in 

a pre-~ '?italist country must have two stages a 'bourgeois 

-democratic' and a 'socialist' one62 • 

Concept of New Democracy : 

In his ovm country, M:l.o proceeded to declare that in 

China the first of these would take the form of what he 

called 'New-Democracy•63 • rhis new-democracy would be 

distinguished from the 'old • bourgeois-democratic 

revolutions of mrope and America by the fact that it would 

result "not in a dictatorship of the bourgeoisie but in a 

dictatorship of the united front of all revolutionary 

classes under the leadership of the proletariat •• 64 
e 
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At the time of Fao, the Chinese society was colonial, 

semi-colonial and semi feudal, and the principal enemies 

were imperialism and feudalism. :rhe tasks of the revolution 

were to overthrov/ these tvro enemies by means of a national 

and democratic revolution, in which the bourgeoisie 

sometimes caul d take part, because the edge of revolution 

directed against imperialism and feudalism and not against 

capitalism and capit~l, private pr~Jerty in general even if 

the big bourgeoisie might often betray the revolution and 

became its enemy; the character of Chinese revolution in 

this stage was a democratic variant of bourgeois democratic 

revoluticn65 • ·rhen the revolution was to be carried 

forward to the second stage, in which a socialist society 

•,voul d be established. 

·rhe forces behind the new democratic revolution \'/ere 

''the proletaria·t, the peasantry, the intelligentsia and the 

other petty bourgeoisie which undoubtedly cons·titute the 

basic forces determining China •s fate u66 • 

The role of the Chinese bourgeoisie in the anti

imperialist and anti-feudal struggle, Iv:ao assessed in the 

f oll 0\'t' ing manner. 11 Being a bourgeoisie in a colonial and 

semi-colcnial country and oppressed by imperialism, the 

Chinese bourgeois i.e retains a certain revolutionary quality· 

at cert~in pefiods and to a certain degree ••• and it may 

ally itself with the proletariat, and the petty-bourgeoisie 



,67' He against such enemi·;s as it is rr=ady to oppose• • 

further argued, ••Here the task of the proletariat is to 

form a united front with the national bourgeoisie against 

imperialism and the bureaucratic and warlord governments 
68 

;-;itb---.lt overlooking its revolutionary quality•• • 

.IV'ao has ~.xplained the dual character of the Chinese 

bourgeoisie when they are confront~ed by dual enemy. They 

may unite with the Horkers and peasants against imperialists 

and feudal lords, but -v1hen the workers and peasants are 

a\vakened they may turn round to united with their erstv·lhile 

. t th 1 d . t 69 enemy aga~ns · e worcers an peasan s • He goes on 

saying, 11 rhis is the general rule applicable to the 

bourgeoisie everywhere in the world, but the trait is more 

pronounced in the Chinese bourgeoisie 1170 
• 

·rhe leadership for the new-democratic revolution, 

Ivlao prese::cved very significantly for ·t:he Chinese proletariat 

and not the Chinese bourgeoisie. Mao explained, 11 In China, 

it is perfectly clear that whoever can lead the people in 

overthrowing imperialism and the forces of feudalism can 

win the people •s confidence, because these two, and 

specially, imperialism, are the national enemies of the 

people ••• L-butJ History has proved that the Chinese 

bourgeoisie can not fulfil this responsibility, which 

inevitably falls upon the shoulders of the proletariat ••71 • 
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In the ultimate analysis Mao reached the conclusion 

that "1'he Chinese democratic republic which '.ve desire to 

establish now must be a democratic republic under the 

joint dictatorship of all antiimperialist and anti-feudal 

people led by the proletariat, that is a ne•>~-democratic 

bl ' ,,72 repu ~c ••• • 

In short, the concept of H:lo 's new-democracy is vastly 

different from that of the democratic revolutions of &!rope 

and America in that it results not in the dictatorship of 

the bourgeoisie but in the joint dictatorship of all the 

revolutionary classes under the leadership of the 

proletariat. 

Again it also differs from a socialist revolution, in 

that it overthrO\vS the rule of the imperialists, feudal 

1 or¢:~ and reactionaries in China but it does not destroy 
.. 

any section of capitalists who wer~ capable of con·tributing 

to the anti-imperialist, anti-feudal struggle. so the 

Chinese revolution taken as a \vhole involves two-fold task 

- the new-democratic revolution in the first stage, and 

proletarian socialist revolution in the next stage73 • For 

him, the Chinese society can a~ance only through such 

74 revolutions, there is no other way ~ 



49 

Historical Analysis made by Mao ·to Heach the Conclusion of 

the concept of Ne\v .cemocracy : 

.rv<..ao 's theoretical conclusion in •new democracy 1 as an . 

intervening stage towards socialist revolution, can be 

understood by his critical understanding of the Chinese 

history and his assessment of the changing worlda Now let 

it be examined ho.v has this historical characteristic, 

i.e., the concepts of 'new-democracy' come into being. To 

justify this answer Hao goes .over to the study of the 

historical development of China and of the world. 

According to Mao, ••A brief study of the historical 

development of China and the world shows that this 

characteristic ~of new-democracy_? did not emerge immediate

ly after the Opium ~'Jar, but took shape later, after the 

first imperialist World War and the October Revolution in 

£russia 1175 • 

The colonial, semi-colonial and semi-feudal character 

of the Chinese society justifies that the Chinese revolution 

must be divided into two stages. ·rhe first step is to 

change the colonial, semi-colonial and semi-feudal form of 

society into an independent, democratic societya l'he second 

is to carry the revolution forward and build a socialist 

society76 
o 

Fli:lo analysed the Chinese history. i'he preparatory for 

the ........ first step began with the Opillm ~'Jar in 1840, i.e., when·· 

.':"· 
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as the alignment of revolutionary forces is concerned, it 

forms part of the proletarian socialist vJorld revolution • 

.rherefore, for him, after 1917 the Chinese revolution of its 

first stage must be new-democratic revolution which is to be 

completed to go to the next socialist stage. 

Mao emphasised much on the first imperialist World War 

and the fit·st victorious socialist revolution which changed 

the whole course of '"~orl d history and ushered in a new era 

in 'trhich the world capitalist front has collapsed in one 

part of this earth. It has revealed its decadence everywhere 

else, in '"'hich the remaining capitalist part can not survive 

~vithout plundering the wealth of the colonies and semi 

-colonies, in '.-lhich the socialist state has been established 

and has proclaimed its readyness to give active support to 

the 1 iberation movement of the colonies and the semi 

-colonies 79 • 

11ao g OGS on saying, in this era, any revolution in any 

colo_n.:;- or semi-colony that is directed against imperialism, 

i.e., international bourgeoisie or international capitalism, 
... 

no longer comes vJithin the old category of bourgeois 

-democratic world revolution, but within the ne'"' category. 

It is no 1 anger part of the old bourgeois, or capitalist 

world revolution, but· is part of the new world revolution, 

the proletarian socialist world revolutiono SUch 

revolutionary colonies and semi-colonies can no longer be 
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regarded as allies of the counter revolu·t:ionary front of 
.~· 

world capitalism, they have become allies of the revolution-

ary front of world socialism. '.rherefore, such a revolution 

inevitably becomes part of the prolet·arian-socialist ~tlorld 

revolution 80 • 

'rhe concept of •new-democracy 1 , rvao advocates, as a 

general theory or concept applicable to the colonial and 

semi-colonial countries where the imperialist domination is 

an existing fact. 

In support of H3.o •s concept of •new-democracy • as a 

general theory, Liu Shao-Chi wrote 11 l'he thought of l'1ao 

Tse-tung ••• make great and useful contributions to the 

struggle for emancipation of the peOples of all countries 

in general, and of the peoples of the East in particu1ar•• 81 
e 

'.rherefore, it meant that when the Chinese revolution was 

victorious the masses of many colonial countries would 

follow the example of China and similar victories of their 

own, because all these revolutions in colonial and semi 

-colonial countries \vOUl d have a •new democratic • character 

like that of China. However, this statement has been 

interpreted simply .as an affirmation of the solidarity 

uniting all dependent countries, and of the family 

resemblance characterizing their political forms82 
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In people •s democracy, L'vlao states "who are the people ? 

At the present stage in China, ~hey are the working class, 

the peasantry, the urban petty bourgeoisie and the national 

bourgeoisie. ·l'hese classes, led by the working ~lass and· 

the Communist Party, unite to form their own state and 

elect their ovm government; they enforce their dictatorship 

over L,-the stocges ofJ imperialism - the landlord class and 

bureaucratic bourgeoisie, as vlell as representative of those 

' 83 classes •• . • He spells out the concept of people 1s 

democratic dictatorship in this vTay. "rhe combination of 

these t,,Jo aspects, democracy for the people and dictatorship 

over the reactiori'aries, is the people 'a democratic 

dictatorshipJ.' 
84 

Mao states "·rhe people 's democratic dictatorship is 

based on the alliance on the \-lOrJdng class, the peasantry 

and the urban pet·t;y bourgeoisie, and mainly on the alliance 

of the vv'orkers and peasants ••• these two classes are the 

main force in overthrowing imperial ism and the ••• 

. . .,85 
react~onar~es • 

I'he peOple 's c.1::rnocratic dictatorship needs the leader-

ship of the working class. For it is only tliC::J working class 

that is most farsighted, most selfless and most thoroughly 

revolutionary. 'I'he entire history of revolut i.on proves that 

without the leadership of the v1orking class revolution fails 

and that i-Tith the leadership of the \10rking class revolution 
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t . h 86 r1.urnp s • Ivla.o stresses upon the role of the working 

class leadership, on the epoch of imperialism, for the unity 

over the imperialism, feudalism and big bourgeoisie and for. 

establishing people •s democratic state or nevi democratic 

state. working class and the peasantry are the close allies. 

'rhe transition from new democracy to socialism also depends 

mainly upon their alliance. 

Mao states "apart from \"lhO leads 1.-1hom, the principle 

of democracy stated above corresponds as a general political 

programme to what we call People •s remocracy or New 

~mocracy 11 87. 'rherefore, there is no dif.ference between 

peOple •s democracy and ne\·1 democracy. Mao summed up in this 

manner 11it is the people •s democratic dictatorship under the 

leadership of the working class {through the communist Party) 

as based upon the alliance of workers and peasan.ts. 'l'his 

dictatorship must unite as one v1ith the international 

revolutionary forces. 'l'his is our formula, our principal 

88 experience, our main programme 11 
• 

Role of Peasantry in the Democratic Revolution may be a 

Le::.~~~·'Jn to the Colonial, Semi-colonial and Backward 

Countries 

-.-· 

rhe role of peasantry in the democratic revolution 

particularly in the countries where feudalistic featu~es 
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are prominent has been given importance. In the context of 

democratic revolution in China, i.e., in the stage of New 

Damocratic; · Mao stated 11 ••• the Chinese revolution is 

essenti-3.lly a peasant revolution and that the resistance to 

Japan now going~on has essentially peasant resistance. 

~sentially, the politics of New Democracy means giving the 

peasants· ·their rights 89 '' where the economy and polity of 

a soclety is predominantly dominated by the strong presence 

of feudal and semi-feudal relations of production and 

necessity of peasant participation in the revolution has 

been acknowledged. J.V.stalin once delivered a speech 

Conce£Il~~l}_~ Na.t_i onal Q..te_s_ti?n in ~gosl_a_"!_~ in the 

YUgoslav commission of E.c.c.I. March 30, 1925: he stated, 

"•.. the peasantry constitute the main army of the national 

movement, .• •• there _is no pot~erful national movement without 

the peasant army, nor can there be. That is what is meant 

when it is said that, in essence the national question is 

a peasant question 1190 • L-Elnphasis originalJ. 

While assessing the role of the national forces 

participated in the anti-Japanese War Mao observed, 11 '.rhe 

anti-Japanese war is essentially a peasant war ••• And 

essentially it is the peasants who provide everything that 

sustains the resistance to Japan and keeps us going. By 

·~ss~ntiallX. 1 we mean basically, not ignoring the other 

sections of the peOple, as Stalin himself has explai!1ed. 



As every school boy knows, 80 per cent of China's 

populations are peasants. S? the peasant problem becomes 

the basic problem of the Chinese revolution 11 
91 

• 

5_6 

L-Bmphasis original_?. But he reserves the duty of 

leadership in the hands of the working class as that is the 

most farsighted and selfless revolutionary force among all 

the forces in the revolution. In the epoch of impeJ:ialism, 

in no cOuntry can any other class lead any genuine 'revolu-
92 tion to victory • Therefore, under the leadership of 

the working class, the peasantry constitutes the main & 

strongest force in the countries where feudal, semi-feudal 

elements are present and the spread of capitalism is limited 

to degree due to circumstances - the presence of imperialists 

from the above, and the exi3tance of feudal and semi-feudal 
--

forces. 

~· 

In formulating tactics Mao was very categorical that 

poor peasants & rural proletariat are the vanguards of the 

revolution 93 where the middle peasants are always gripped 

\·lith vacillating attitude and they think that the revolution 

will not bring them much good. Mao stated, "If it essential 

for the peasant associations to get the middle peasants to 

join and to do a good deal more explanatory work among them••
94 

• 

Mao has deserved, that "the rich peasants are not keen on 

doing any work for the L-revolutionary_7 associations. They 

remain inactive throughout 1195 ,because they are not the 



benefited section in the peasant revolution., Although the 

rich peasant stratum is exploited by the imperialist and 

bourgeois market and landlords (warlords) still this 

stratum does not see any effective provision in the peasant 

revolutione Therefore, the demand of the situatiqn is to 

make it inactive in siding with the reactionaries in the 

peasant revolution in the democratic stagee 

This China's experience serves as a lesson before the 

communist . ., of the countries where imperialist, feudal, 

semi-feudal forces .. are strong • 

.,.. 

Relation and Impact of the World Proletarian Revolution a 

Mao claimed that his theory of 'new democracy' is a 

general theory emerged after the first World War and the 

Socialist Revolution of Russia in 1917, and it has world 

wide applicability where imperialist domination is a standing 

fact. 1-e further goes on saying that "'rhe correct thesis 

the Chinese revolution (i.e., new-democratic revolution) 

is a part of world revolution•• 96 ., He argued, "'rhe World 

.Revolution a no longer refers to the old world revolution, 

for the old bourgeois revolut.i..on has long been a thing of 

the past, it refers to the new world revolution, the 

socialist world revolution. Similarly, to form 'part of a 

means to fonn part not of the old bourgeois but of the new 



socialist revolution. ~rhis is a tremendous change 

unparalled in the history of China and the worl d 1197 • 

Mao ackn~~ledges that his political thesis has been 

58 

formulated with help from Stalin. He wrote, ••~rhis correct 

thesis L-the new-democracy~ as advanced by the Chinese 

Communists is based on ~'tal in •s theory 11 · 
98 , Mao quoted 

Stalin where Stalin wrote an article (in 1918) commemorating 

the first anniversary of the OctOber Revolution, Stalin 

wrote; 

11 1'he great worl d-\·dde significance 
of the October Revolution chiefly consists 
in the fact that ' 

i) It has widened the scope of the 
national question and converted it from 
the particular question of combating 
national oppression in &trope into the 
general question of emancipating the 
oppressed people •s, colonies and semi 
-colonies from imperialism; 

ii) It has opened up wide possibilities 
for their emancipation and the right paths 
towards it, has thereby greatly facilitated 
the cause of the emancipation of the 
oppressed peoples of the West and the 
East, and has drawn them into the common 
current of the victorious struggle against 
imperialism; 

iii) It ~~~._t_hereb..x, erec:_-t:_~~~.r:.~ 
between the socialist West and the 
ens"l-ave d Eas-t;h'avingcreated_a."riew front, 
a revO'lut-fooagC!..:tll~'S world imperial ism, ·· 
extending from the proletarians of the 
West, through the Russian Revolutj on, to 
the Oppressed people Of the East u99 • 
L-Bmphasis original_?. 

Mao further wrote, 11Since writing this article, Stalin 

has again and again expounded the theory that revolutions 



._ ... 

59 

in the colonies and semi-colonies have broken among from the 

old category and become part of the proletarian-socialist 

. ..100 revolutl.on • 

.M3.o states, 11 'rhe nGw-d.emocrdtic revolution is. a part 

of the world proletarian-socialist revolution, for it 

resoiu~ely opposes ip1perialism, i.e., international capital-

. ..101 
~sm • To oppose international capitalism i.e., 

·-
imperialism the revolutionary forces headed by the proleta-

riat in the colonial and semi-colonial countries seeks to 

advance towards socialist revolution through the completion 

of new-democratic revolution which is what .Mao has described 

as proletarian-socialist in character in 1 ieu of 01 d 

bourgeois type. rvao states 11 'rhis revolution has the 

proletariat of the capitalist countries as its main force 

and the oppressed peoples of the colonies and semi-colonies 

. i ,102 as 1. t s al l es ' • .M:io explains it "l~o matter what classes 

parties or individuals in an oppressed nation join the 

revolution, and no matter wheth~r they themselves are 

conscious of the point or understand it, so long as they 

oppose imperialism, their revolution becomes part of the 

proletarian - socialist revolution and they become its 

allies n 103• Mao Tse-tung views his theory of ne\'l-democracy 

is not an isolated fact applicable to the Chinese condition 

only, but is an extensive phenomenon which has emerged after 

the first imperialist world war and the first socialist 



60 

revolution in Soviet Russia in 1917. From them, according 

to Mao, it is applicable to the colonial, semi-colonial and 

dependent countries of the Third World with necessary 

consideration of their national pesuliarities. Again this 

concept has a definitive link or itself a part of the 

world-proletarian-socialist revolution, a varient of, or 

rather in place of old bourgeois-democracy, simply because 

it opposes the world imperialism and capitalism. He has 

argued this theory of 'Nei.>~-I:emocracy • and its follow up 

actions leading to the socialist revolution have full 

integrity with the communist-internationalism rejecting the 

claim of his close comrades both inside and outside his 

country who claimed his theory put forward a 'Chinese path •. 

Mao's .c:ebt to and .D:!parture from Marx and Lenin ' 

.,.. 

Mao •.s debt to and departure from· Lenin the leader of 

the socialist revolution in Russia has been the subject of 

prolonged polemics participated by both the .Marxist and 

non-Marxist schola·rs.· 

As .Marxists both Lenin and .Mao regard .Marxism as a 

scientifically-based system of philosophical, economic and 

socio-political viet.>~s: it is the doctrine of the cognition 

and transformation of the world. But the difference is 

apparently in the application of Marxism to the peculiarly 

different societies. Both of them face different subjective 
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and objective conditions of their respective national 

societies to transform them into the stdge of socialism. 

Lenin being the fore-runner, Mao's debt to him is 

obvious. He owes to Lenin, among other things, very 
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significantly the Leninist principle of two stages of 

revolution (in a country where democratic revolution has not 

bloomed, i.e., pre-capitalist phenomena are dominant), the 

first stage becomes the bourgeois-democratic (or its varient, 

to Mao, it is a new-democratic) and the second stage is the 

socialist. 

Mao o.~es to Lenin the theory of 'imperialism 1 which 

explains how normally hostile classes, for example the 

different sections of bourgeoisie, in colonial and semi 

-colonial or dependent countries are united by a common 

interest in opposing foreign exploitation. In this democra

tic revolution against imperialist, feudal and semi-feudal 

forces a broad alliance can be made on the basis of joint 

revolutionary democratic dictatorship with the bourgeoisie 

led by the proletariat
104

• 

Besides, Mao has debt to Lenin for the idea of an 

alliance between the proletariat and certain other classes 

particularly the peasantry, as the fonn of state power during 

the 'democratic' phase of the revolution. More, ev:en to 

Lenin's disciple, Stdlin, Mao owes the formula of the 

'four-class block' (workers, peasants, petty bourgeoisie and 

.,.. 
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national bourgeoisie) which lies at the heart of his theory 

of 'people •s democratic dictatorship •
105

• 

Mao got the rich source of heritage of Marxj,sm from 

Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin. He gathered, very scientifi-

cally, together all the scattered elements, i.e., raw 

materials i~ the treasure of Marxism and transformed them 

scientifically suite·d to the condition of China for furthering 

Chinese revolut;on in particular and world revolution in 

general in the era of decaying imperialism. It is not 

improper to say that Mao •s thought is a varient of Leninism, 

because Mao has taken over unchanged elements from Lenin and 

transformed them for changed circumstances. Here lies the 

departure of £-'Ja.O from his heritage. It is argued that 

11 ••• though much of this Leninist and Stalinist heritage is 

still apparent in l"ao 'I'se-tung 's thought, it has been trans-

formed into something \vhich is not only different but which 

h . h i . . ,.106 as ~ts own c aracter st~c unJ.ty•' • Besides, Lenin had 

developed the general theory of imperialism and had speLt 

out, at the second Comintern Congress, the detailed tactics 

of colaboration with 'bourgeois 1 nationalists to be applied 

by communists in colonial and semi-colonial areas107• 

However, this was in theory in Lenin, but for Mao all such 

compromise with the 'bourgeoisie 1 and 'nationalism • were 

dictated by necessity rather than by choice and he had to 

work with it practically. Again, for Lenin and Stalin, the 

necessity of compromise with the national bourgeoisie and 
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petty bourgeoisie was a mere passing phase in the development 

of revolution, but for Mao, it was possible to go all the way 

with them at least until the cultural Revolution was 

successful. 

Critics further argued, Lenin was ilirepean primarily 

interested in world revolution, who regarded the very 

existence of national difference as a misfortune, though as 

a realist he was quite prepared to compromise with nationalism 

if in this way he could harness the revolutionary energies 

of the colonial countries to his larger goal. l'-1.a.o, qn the 

other hand, for whom nationalism is not a necessary evil but 

an authentic value in i~elf. If there can be no doubt that 

Mao is authentically nationalist, it is scarcely to question 

that he is also authentically revolutionary he belongs to 

the Leninist tradition108 • 

.M:l.o's subjective oriention was fully made up with the 

Marxist·- a.nd more often by the Leninist principles and the 

objective understanding was made up with the existing Chinese 
_,-· 

society and the impact of imperialist and semi-feudal 

influence on it. 

However, there are some of the main aspect of Mao's 

thought regarding the democratic revolution before going to 

the socialist revolution relevant to the dependent countries 

of the 'l'hird World and Asiatic countries in particular. 

M:ntion may be made in this place that r.-ao was 

confident in judging the objective conditions of Asia and 
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launching the democratic revolution with the tactical 
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alliance of forces resemable to that China. Mao wrote· "The 

Indian people is one of the great Asian people, with long 

history and vast population; in many respects, her past fate 

and her path to the future resemble those of China8 I 

firmly believe that India, relying on the ••• Communist 

Party ••• and the unity and struggle of all Indian patriots, 

vlill certainly not remain long under the yoke of imperialism 

and its collaborators. Like free China, a free India will · 

one day emerge in the socialist and people's democratic 

f "1 .. 109 
am~ Y • • • Mao's convic-t;ion was that India's path of · 

revolution would be quite nearly similar to that of China> 

although, as a Marxist, he believed the influence of national 

peculiarities sometime might steer the revolution in a 

non-conventional way still he emphasised the basic strategic 

policies which might be similar to that of China particularly 

the class alliances. 

Section 3 

Sub-section b) ii. other National Aspects (National 

D:!mocracy) 

The seminal idea of the tvlO-stages of revolution - one 

'democratic' and another •socialist • has been recognised as 

well-established Marxist-Leninist principle for social 
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change. The debate over the democratic revolution has been 

the part of ideological and tactical exercise since it 

attaches many national peculiarities. Both Marx and Lenin 

v.rere of the opinion that democratic revolution in 'the 

EUropean countries was 'bourgeois-democratic revolution '• 

This theorem holds good for the wroepean countries where 

bourgeoisie emerged as a strong social force and led the 

revolution against the feudal and monarchical rule. For this 

revolution the bourgeoisie sought the help of the working 

class110, peasants and intelligentsia and was successful in 

estc.~::-lishing its hegemony over all other classes. Therefore, 

the immediate stage of socia_l change, according to Marx and 
,.· 

Lenin, was socialist stage by the leadership of the 

proletariat and its party - the communist party in alliance 

with the peasantry against the bourgeois government. 

But the case of the Asian and other colonially ruled 

countries was quite different. Particularly the bourgeoisie 

in these ccuntries are not sufficiently matured 1 argely due · 

to the imperialist pressure over them. 'rherefore the dynamics 

of social ·change does not necessarily follow what has been 

prescribed for the EUropean. cruntries. 

The social paradigm of the Asiatic, African & Latin 

American countries is quite different from that of the 

lliropean counterpart. The bourgeoisie of these countries is 

not powerful enough to launch decisive struggle against the 

imperialist, feudal and landlord power-pressure. Imperialism 



66 

_,-· 

and feudalism with their variants exist in these countries. 

They weild maximum state power. The bourgeoisie of these 

countries, therefore, is not capable of completing bourgeois 

-democratic revolution. Naturally the burden of democratic 

revolution rests with the other progressive sectionswhich 

emerged in the meantime to carry out the struggle for 

socialist society. 

Another historical fact, the Oct·aber Socialist Revolution 

of Soviet Russia (1917) has paved the way for the organisati.on 

of the proletarian party, i.e., Communist and Workers • Party 

which has emerged as a fully ~evolutionary force. In this 

changed context the democratic revolution must not be the 

same old bourgeois-democratic. For the first time, Mao 

Tse-Tung practised it and was successful in the Chinese 

condition. He coined this democratic revolution as 'New 

Damocracy • or People •s Democracy111• 

The revolutionary forces for the new democracy or 

people •s. democracy are "the working class, the peasantry, 

the urban petty bourgeoisie and the national bourgeoisie. 

These classes, lt;:!d by the working class and the communist 

party, unite to form their own government, they enforce 

their dictatorship over L-the agents ofJ ••• imperialism 

- the landlord class and bureaucratic bourgeoisie ·as well 

as representatives of those classesn112. 

M3.o states 11the people •s democratic dictatorship is 

based on the alliance of the working class, the peasantry 
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and the urban petty bourgeoisie, and mainly on the alliance 

of the workers and peasants ••• These two classes are the 

main force in overthrowing imperialism and the 

. i 11113 reactJ.onar es · ·• 

• • • '· 

Mao summed up, in this manner s "• •• it is the· peOple •s 

democratic dictatorship under the leadership of the working 

class (through the communist party) and based upon the alli-

ance of workers and peasants. This dictatorship must unite 

as one with the international revolutionary force. This is 
114 

ou-r-:: annul a, our principal experience, our main prograzrune 11 __ • 

The Chinese experience of peap1e•s democracy or new 

democracy has got definite followings in the Asiatic, African 

& Latin American countries with states ruled by imperialist, 

feudal & landlord and big bourgeoisie. The Asiatic 

countries, particularly the countries like India which are 

recently liPerated from direct colonial rule are yet to 

finish democratic revolution. This is the Opinion of the 

national and international communist circles. Naturally the 

communists of these countries get impetus from the new 

democratic revolution practiced in the Chinese soil, although 

they have an earlier example - the bourgeois-democratic 

revolution of Lenin. 

What is more, the communists of Ind_ia and some other 

Asiatic countries are in search of democratic revolutionary 

strategy which will be suitable to their peculiar and 

particular national condition. In Indi~, some of them 
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(Communists in the CPI-M) proposed the people's democratic 
115 revolution, a prototype of Chinese example and some of 

them (communists in the CPI) argued for national democratic 

revolution as a varient of bourgeois-democratic revolution116 • 

·rhe strategy and tactics of these two types of democratic 

revolution are quite different. Therefore, at least a 

brief discussion is warranted to know the respective programmes 

for democratic revolution they preach for. 

National D3mocracy 

The concept of 11national democracy 11 as opposed to 

people•s democracy has ·its genesis in the Second Congress 

of the Communist International held in Moscow in 1920117 • 

The thesis of the Second Congress of the Communist 

International (which was also called as Second Comintern --
Congress) marked t'he intense debate over the role of 

communist party regarding its strategic and tactical 

relationship with the national bourgeoisie. The role of 

national bQ.lrgeoisie in the colonial countries, Lenin.· 

thought, was always opposed to imperialism and colonialism. 

Although M.N.Roy, an Indian Communist but ~exican delegate 

in that Congress held the view that the bourgeoisie in a 

colony to betray the national revolution and go over to 

the side of imperialism during the mass upsurge of emanci

patory struggle. 



69 .. 

But Lenin had an altogether different understanding 

regarding the colonial issues which had some influence of 

the Russian experience. He was not categorically against 

the bourgeois-leadership in the colonial liberation movement. 

The Draft theses called for 11the closest alliance with 

Soviet Russia, of all national and colonial liberation 
118 movements 11 • It exhorted all communist parties in the 

colonies to "assist the bourgeois-democratic liberation 

movement in these countries 11 to give "special support to 

the peasant movement against the landowners, against ·the . 

landed proprietorship, and against all manifestations or 

survivals of feudalism 11119• He further advised to 11stLUggl¢ 

attempts to give a communist col curing to bourgeois-democratic 
120 

liberation trends in backward countries" • r.,enin further 

suggested in the Draft theses that, 11 The Communist 

International should support ·bourgeois-democratic national 

movements in the c~lonial and backward countries ••• The 

communist International must enter into a temporary alliance 

with bourgeois-democracy in the colonial and backward 

countries ••• 11 • 

When the colonial theses were finally adopted, there was 

one important ahange in the face of strong opposition from 

an alternative thesis placed in that Congress by M.N.Roy. 

The words 11bourgeois-democratic 11 were changed into 11national 

-revolutionary" or sometimes 11revolutionary-liberation 

movements •· 121 • 
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However, Lenin •s theoretical formulation for the 

colonial and backward countries was guided by the M':lrxian 

methodological understanding of the contradiction between 

bourgeoisie in the colonial and back\vard countries and 

imperialism. The strategy for •national democratic' 

revolution is based on·the acceptance of the theoretical 

understanding of Lenin provided in the Second Congress of 

the Communist InteJ:national (1920). Communists in the · 

coun:tries nev1ly liberated from colonial exploitation consider 

the contradiction between the national bourgeoisie and the 
_,.· 

colonial and neo-colonial powers as the basic contradiction 

even at this stage. Therefore, they call for a broad 

democratic front including the national bourgeoisie to end 

the anti-imperialist anti-feudal, national democratic 

revolution in this democratic stage as a prelude to the 

next socialist revolution. 

Lenin in his colonial theses did not prescribe any 

precondition of the proletariat leadership but it asked for 

participation r.vith the national bourgeoisie for early 

completion of the democratic revolution. 

But the shift of policy in viev1 of the change of some 

emperical facts was clearly echoed in the Sixth Congress of 

the Communist International in 1928 held in Moscowe The 

betrayal of the Kuomintang party the party of the Chinese 

bourgeoisie in 1927 and the withdrawal of the mass movement 
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in India during the national upsurge of 1919-1922 forced the 

Sixth congress to reconsider its earlier colonial policy. 

Although this Sixth Congress had taken a paradoxical viet.'/ 

of the working-class leadership still an alternative policy 

was in the verge of emergence which was practised by Mao 

and his Chinese communists since then, and later which was 

popularly known as 1peaple's democratic revolution • in this 

democratic stage. This stood for absolute proletarian 

leadership in this democratic revolution and a front composed 

of working classes, peasantry, middle class and the national 

bourgeoisie. 

The Maoist formulation of People 1s Democratic revolution 

as an immediate qemocratic stage towards the socialist 

revolution was not opposed by the CPSU leaders during the 

entire Stalin era as anti-Marxist-Leninist tradition. ~ 

that time many cou~tries in Asia accepted the People's 

Democratic revolution as a strategic goal in the democratic 

stage of revolution. In India, the CPI (before split) in its 

1951 first Party Programme declared People's Democratic 

revolution as its immediate strategic goal, so also did the 

Burmese Communist. :t:arty for Burma. M:my Communist Parties 

of the Asiatic countries found close resemblance \'lith the 

Chinese path. 

But this scenario had begun to change following the 

ideological dispute between the CPSU and the CPC for the 

former •s declared policy of peaceful transition to socialism 
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and peaceful co-existance with the capitalist bloc in its 

20th Party Congress in 1956. This change of attitude of the 

CPSU ~aders in the post-Stalin Russia and the tense situation 
.. 

of the Cold War period and the presence of Socialist China as 

an alternative""axis within the socialist blc;>c which might 

threaten the CPSU 's hegemonic influence over the World 

Communist movement were the important events which influenced 

the later course of communist thinking and attitudes. Their 

relationship sharply deteriorated when the CPC withdrew its 

endorsement on the resolution of the 81 Socialist and 

Workers • Parties • Conference held in Moscow in 1960. The 

CPC strongly criticised the CPSU as revisionist because it 

had abandoned the Marxist-Leninist path of revolution and it 

had become a social imperialist force. On the other hand, 

the CPSU accused the CPC that it had broken the solidarity 

within the socialist bloc and had become left sectarian. 

Thenceforth the CPSU leaders started to discard everything 

Chinese and began to fonnulate its pol icy based on its 

understanding for the colonial, semi-colonial and newly 

liberated countries so that it could mdbilise the communist 

parties of these countries in its favour. 

The CPSU's formulation on the question of democratic 

revolution which was basically apposed to the Maoist line 

was to call for the early completion of national democratic 

revolution in the· colonial, semi-colonial and even .. in the 

newly liberated countries. It has been claimed as· quite 
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different from the classical bourgeois or bourgeois-democratic 

revolution122 • For it, 11 'rhe urgent tasks of national rebirth 

facing the countries that have shaken off the colonial yoke 

can not be effectively accomplished unless a determined 

struggle is waged against imperialism and the remnants of 

feudalism by all the patriotic forces of the nation united 

123 - J in a single national-democratic front•• .. L Elnpha~.is added • 

It considered the principal threat surely to come :from the 

imperialist forces, therefore participation of all patriotic 

forces including the national bourgeoisie should be ensured. 

In its assumption, "In present conditions, the national 

bourgeoisie of the colonial and dependent countries 

unconnected with imperialist circles, is Objectively 

interested in the accomplishment of the principal tasks of 

anti-imperialist, anti-feudal revolution, therefore retains 

the capacity ot.participating in the revolutionary struggle 

against imperialism and feudalism. In that sense it is 

progressive 11124 • And 11 The national-democratic tasks on·. the 

bases of which the progressive forces of the nation can and 

do unite in the countries which have won their freedom, are z 

the consolidation of political independence, the carrying 

out of agrarian reforms in the interest of the peasantry, 

elimination of the survivals of feudalism, the uprooting of 

imperialist economic domination, the restriction of foreign 

monopolies and their expulsion from the national economy, 

the creation and development of national industry, 

. 
. ' 
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improvement of living standard, the democratisation of social. 

life~ the pursuance of an independent and peaceful foreign 

policy, and the development of economic and cultural 
125 

co-operation with the socialist and other friendly countries" .• 

In doing so, u•rhe alliance of the working class and the 

peasantry is the most important force • • • 'I'his alliance is 

called upon to be a broad national front. 'I'he extent to 

which the national bourgeoisie participates in the liberation 

struggle a,lso depends to no small degree upon its strength 

and stability. A big role can be played by the national 

-patriotic forces, by all elements of the nation prepared 

to fight- for national independence, against imperialism••126 ~ 

This position which prescribed for a national democratic 

front of all the forces within the colonial, semi-colonial 

and newly liberated countries did not stipulate the 

precondition for working class leadership in this national 

democratic stage. 'I'his line of thinking was repeatedly 

hammered on many occasions and in many documents by the 

cpsu127
• The successfulness of this path was cla:Uned in 

view of the development in the Arab states where communist 

and socialist parties were successful in mobilising the 

patriotic forces against the threat of world imperialism in 

the 1960 •s128• 

This fonnul ation for the colonial, semi-colonial and 

newlY libe.rated countries was propagated on many occasions 

,.. 

;. 

~ 

• I 
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by the CPSU leaders and the Russian academician~ since the 

Moscow conference of 81 parties in 1960129 • Perhaps this 

line was adopted to meet the twin aims of challenging the 

u.s. imperialism in mobilising all the forces in the newl·y 

liberated countries including the bourgeoisie and on the 

other hand, it could pose a mighty ideological fight against 

the CPC. 

Their ideological dispute had considerable repurcassions 

within the individual communist and socialist parties of the 

newly liberated countries. In India a considerable section 
. ' 

of communists within the CPI went in favour of the CPSU's 

line for building a. •national democratic front •. After the 

split of the CPI, in 1964, into the CPI and the CPI{M), the 

CPI went in favour of the CPSU 's position by repudi.ating the 

Maoist thesis of People's Democratic revolution. The 

programme of the CPI, after split, adopted the National 

Democratic revolution as the strategic goal in this demqcra-

tic stage of revolution in India. Actually, after the 

split, the CPI in its 8th Congress altered the earlier 

position for People •s Democratic revolution (adopted in 

1951) in toto. But the CPI(M) remained in favour of the 

M3oist 'People •s D:!mcicratic revolution' in this stage for 

India. __ ,. 

A close examination of the CPI •s (after the split) .. call 

for 'National D3mocratic Revolution • could see the 

' 
' I 

'·-. 
··-o·. 
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resemblance with the prescription of the CPSU leaders since· 
<'. 

1960. The concept of 'National democracy' is explained 

below in details from the concrete analysis cited in the 

programme of the CPI - one of the leading communist parties 

in India. The CPI accepts the strategy of National Democracy 

as a strategy for democratic revolution in this democratic 

stage. 

The 'national democracy' is a form of democracy preposed 

for the countries under colonial, neo-colonial or semi 

-colonial authority where feudal residues and landlordism are 

still there. The old bourgeois -democratic revolution is 

no longer necessary because th~ objective situation has 

changed enormously. The Octdber Revolution of Soviet. Russia 

in 1917 gave birth to a new world order which facilitated the 

·organisation of the working class and its party - the 

communist party. Again, the imperialist domination at least 

in the field of economy is flagrant over the colonially 

ruled or recently liberated countries. The bourgeoisie as a 

self-independent class force did not emerge to drive away 

the predicaments of imperialist and feudal residues. Besides 

these features, a strong· nationalist sentiment prevails 

within the petty -bourgeois and middle class intell;lgentsia. 

In this perspective, the party of the proletariat - the 

communist party should call for 'national democratic 

revolution' for establishing 'national democracy', in this 
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stage. Therefore, the national democratic stage is the stage 

towards socialist transformation. 

In India, many communist revolutionaries thought in this 

line during the freedom movement and after. An intense 

debate prevailed among them about the nature of democratic 

revolution when the direct colonial rule existed. However, 

this has continued in the post-independence era but the basic 

proposition remai~s the same that colonial or imperialist 

rule over the national economy has not come to an .end. The 

feudal remnants and landlords ruled the countryside as a 

result of which to a large extent the growth of agricultural. 

production has remained arrested and this state aggravated 

the misery of the peasants. Monopoly bourgeoisie emerges 

and has a direct link with the world-wide imperialist chain. 

As the general crisis of capitalism deepens, the contradic-

tion ::::-etween the imperialists including the monopoly and the 

national bourgeoisie will grow sharper. A:3 the monopoly big· 
.... 

bourgeoisie will try to pass the burden of the crisis on to 

the shoulders of the lower strata, the national bourgeoi~ie 

also becomes a revolutionary force against the imperialist 

and monopoly domination. This idea among a considerable 

section of the Indian communists has prevailed. Therefore, 

they call for building up a national democratic front for 

national democratic revolution and thereby seek to establish 

'national democracy ,l3 0. 

The national democratic revolution is "the anti 

-imperialist, anti-feudal, democratic revolution••1 31 • And 
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11 It would be a government of national democracy, directing 

the country's development along the non-capitalist path11132
• 

The first and foremost task of thi~ government will be the 

replacement of the existing government with a government of 

the anti-imperialist, anti-feudal and anti-monopolY classes. 

These forces are capable and determined to carry out 

revolutionary changes,and can reverse the present process of 

development of capitali~m. 

In order to create the instrument for implementing the 

programme of ~ational democratic revolution, it is prerequi

site to build a national democratic front, ..... bringing 

together all the patriotic forces of the country, viz. the 

\-Tor king class, the entire peasantry including the rich 

peasants and agricultural labourers, the intelligentsia and 

the non-monopolist bourgeoisie. 'rhe workers - peasant 

alliance will be the basis and pivot of the front 11133 • 

One section of the Indian communists believes, that the 

democratic masses are divided into a number of political 

parties including the ruling party. The national democratic 

front will arise and take shape in the process of .overcoming 

this division and uniting the broad democratic masses in 

the course of struggle. It will consolidate mass movements, 

parliamentary and extra parliamentary struggles, against the 

reactionary anti-people policies, simultaneously isolating 

and defeating the right reactiQnary forces - the imperialist, 
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134 
feudal and landlords and the monopoly big bourgeoisie • 

Nationalism or patriotism exists in the minds' of the 

broad masses of people against imperialist exploitation. 

Therefore, it is necessary to bring all the nationalist 

forces into their democratic movement and lead it to 

135 success • 

The leadership question has been settled in this way 

that ~he nc.tional democratic revolution and the national 

democratic government will be led by the joint leadership • 
.. 

The working class hegemony has been considered a left 

Sectar-ian -idea136• ••r th' 1 all' th 1 · - • n ~s c ass ~ance, e exc us~ve 

leadership of the working class is not yet established, 

though the exclus·ive leadership of the bourgeoisie no 

longer exists. The leadership of this alliance belongs to 

firm anti-imperialist, anti-feudal, anti-monopoly forces u137 
o 

The national democratic front is born out of struggles 

organised by the working class in alliance with the peasantry 

and the revolutionary middle classes, along with whom the 

patriotic sections of the national bourgeoisie will also 

play a positive role and become its component part. 

It is presumed that the national democratic revolution 

is quite different from the one available from the Chinese 

communists. It has a close resemblance with the 

'bourgeois-democratic revolution • as it has no reservation 
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for working class hegemony. 'rherefore, it is far away from 

the people •s democratic type. Patriotism and national 

question against imperialist oppression have got a bigger 

place in this national democratic revolution. ·rhis is the 

first time when the question of nationalism has found place 

in the democratic revolution so directly, and thereby finds 

a place in the H3.rxist Leninist heritage of democratic 

revolution • It is not the proper time to assess its 

success in the soil of newly independent countries of Asia, 

Africa & Latin America because it ~S in the anvil of 

practice by some communist parties of these countries. 

H()\olever, the process and practice are going on depending on 

their dialectical-understanding of the situation Of the 

countries like India • 

• '(1'· 



Section 4 Significance of Agrarian Reforms and Rural 

.cemocracy for D::!mocratic Revolution 
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·rhe democratic revolution is a necessary historical 

prelude to the socialist revolution. On the basis of 

historical tasks completed in the stage of democratic 

revolution, it becomes possible for a soci.ety to undertake 

the tasks of a socialist revolution. It is in this connec

tion helpful for us to refer to two important tasks of 

democratic revolution, namely, agrarian revolution and 

achieving rural democracy and study the significance of 

these two tasks in the stage of democratic revolution. 

Marxists put special importance on radical agrarian 

reforms in the democratic stage, because remnants of the 

mediaeval oppression still persisted in the rural economy. 

'fhe feudal and landlord usurpation over the land and life 

of the rural people requires to be ended. A thorough 

agrarian reform is necessary for the rural people to keep 

pace with the already democratised life of the industrial 

economy. The solution of the agrarian prOblem, which 

directly affects the interest of the vast majority of the 

population, is of the utmost importance for national 

regeneration for the countries where democratic revolution 

is yet to be achieved. Without a radical agrarian reform 

and a conscious movement to increase productivity ·in 

agriculture, it is impossible to solve the food problem and 

accelerate economic growth. Hence a clean break has to be 
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made with the past by reorganising the vast agricultural 

sector by a logical and scientific democratic programme. 

Therefore, a radical agrarian reform figures in the topmost 

position of economic programme at the democratic stage of 

revolution. 

D3mocracy in general and rural democracy in particular 

are the other important targets of the democratic revolution. 

The establisr~ent of democracy in the rural areas, where so 

far the age-old feudal and landlord hegemony persists over 

the life. of the rural people is the immediate task. Without 

democratic revolution, all the rural areas of the country 

like ___.::ndia have become the sanctuaries of the existence of 

mediaeval social evils. 

The feudal and landlord usurpation, bondage, share

cropping, occasional eviction from land, caste divide and 

social prestige of the upper caste and hatred towards the 

so called lower castes, women's sufferings, mass illiteracy 

and multiple types of social prejudices have been preserved 

by the landlords and the other semi-feudal interests in the 

countryside for centuries. Therefore, Marxists think of 

annihilating social discrepancies and of snatching the rural 

political povver from the hands of the stooges of the feudal 

remnants, landlords and their bureaucratic lackeys by 

launching an all out democrati9 revolutionary movement in 

the countryside by ensuring the participation of the vast 

mass of agricultural labourers and small peasants in the 
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rural administrative and decision making bodies. 

In this revolutionary movement the proletariat finds 

that the sharecroppers, poor peasantry and the agricultural 

labourers are the core allies. Actually they are the rural 

counter-part of the industrial proletariat. This section 

is the largest in number in the rural population and since 

they are the greatest beneficiaries, they are expected to 

be interested in performing this task. The take-over of the 

power of the rural administrative body and the power of 

cancellation of the feudal and landlords property and 

distribution of the same among the 1ru1d-hungry poor peasants, 

sharecroppers and agricultural labourers by the rural 

proletariat are the main democratic measures ih the country-

side. Actually all these democratic tasks are meant for 

bringing the rural people into the mainstream of economic 

and political change called for by the proletariat._ and its 

party - the communist party in this democratic stage for 

expediting the historical move towards social·ist revolution. 

Thus the edge of the democratic revolution is oriented 

to the agrarian reform and rural democracy. This will 

expedite the inner dialectics of the rural economy and its 

superstructure. This historic task will be initiated and 

led. t-:: the proletariat which is a more conscious and 

progressive class of the epoch. This will awaken the rural 
.... 

proletariat -·the agricultural labourers and poor peasants 

to shake and maul d the mode of production in the agricultural 
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sector. For the democratic set up in the rural areas they 

will not only launch a massive struggle against feudal and 

landlords, but also defend the changes against the 

reactionary attempts of the vested interests. It will also 

help to carry forward this stage to the socialist stage by 

the leadership of ~he proletariat. 

_,.· 

Historically these democratic tasks are the tasks of 

the bourgeoisie in their revolution which was known as 

bourgeois-democratic revolution in the West. It is well 

knot.vn that the bourgeois-democratic revolution in the West, 

particularly in Britain, France, .Austria, etc. was carried 

out by the liberal bourgeoisie as a strong and independent 

political force which not only democratised the social and 

political life of the people but also successfully changed 

the feudal economy, thereby facilitating the unbriddled 

economic progress of capitalism even over the rural economy. 

All this in course of time sharpened the class polarisation 

in the countryside without which the ultimate march towards 

socialism would never come off. In these countries the 

workers and the peasants were more of less passive in this 

struggle of that time between the bourgeoisie and the 

feudal 1 ords and monarchs. But what is important to note 

is that the leadership and the organisational responsibility 

were vested in the hands of bourgeoisie solely. 

H{)!.vev•=r, this paradigm does not occur everywhere 

largely due to the specific national peculiarities and due 



85 

to the changes of time. &en the condition of Germany during 

the time of Marx in the middle of the Nineteenth century was 

dissimilar from the other EllrOpean countries. Actually the 

starting of capitalist penetration in Germany \vas late 

compared to the rest of the Ellropean countries. On the other 

hand, capitalism thrives on colonial exploitation whether 

that is direct or indirect. But ·the German bourgeoisie were 

initially lacking all these facilities to amass the wealth 

which ultimately could make them capable of overthrowing 

the feudal-monarchical rule. In the meantime, the · 

proletariat as a distlnct social and political force appeared 

in Germany. In this perspective, both Marx & Engels advised 

the German proletariat to fight the absolute monarchy with 

the German bourgeoisie for early completion of the 

bourgeois-democratic revolution in Germany. In doing so, 

whatev(=r concession it could reap for the proletariat would 

ultinia·t·~ly benefit tl.;e proletarian st.cLlggle for the next 

socialist stage • ... 

Both .Marx and Engels were in favour of early completion 

of democratic reVolution where it was yet to be finished by 

the active participation of the communists with the 

bourgeoisie against the monarchy and feudalism. In the 

context of Poland and Germany in the 1840s, Marx and Ehgels 

stated in the ~t<:.,s_to ~f~_communi~~~rt:t, : 
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11 In Poland they L-communists J support the 
party L-of the Polish revolutionary 
democrats_? that insists on an_agrarian 
revolution as the prime condi·t.ion for 
national emancipation, the party which 
fo 'lllented the insurrection of Cracov;~ in 
18461113 s. 

11 In Germany they L-corrununistsJ. fight 
with the bourgeoisie whenever it acts 
in a revol utionu.ry way, against the 
absolute monarchy, the feudal squif
earchy, and the petty bourgeoisie 11 39. 

86 

ruring the mid Nineteenth century both in .Poland and in 

Germany the bourgeoisie 1.verc~ relatively weak to expel the 

feudal monarchy from prnver. But the proletariat as a social 

force had appeared in those countries in the urban and 

industrial sectors. In this context Marx and Engels advised 

the communists of these two countries to take part in the 

bourgeois-democratic revolution along with the bourgeoisie 

against feudalism and monarchial rule for making a speedy 

headway for the next socialist revolution. 

The classical Marxia11 idea did not set:: any precondition 

for proletariat leadership for the completion of the 

bourgeoisie-democratic revolution. But it warns the 

proletariat that it should not forget the hostile antagonism 

between bourgeoisie and proletariat but regard the bourgeoisie 

as a tactical ally against the feudal monarchical ruleo 

However, Iviarx did not see any percpetible role of the 

peasantry in the movement for democratic revolutiono The 

bourgeois-democratic revolution was to be launched by both 
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the bourgeoisie and the proletariat. 'rhe bourgeois leader

ship and its supremacy over the struggle were accepted for 

this stage of revolution in classical 1'1arxian t~hinkihg. 

This is after all, the classical Marxian concept of 

social change from the feudal system to capitalist system 

and which was ultimately to be supplanted by the socialist 

order. This rvarxian paradigm of social change is based on 

the laws of dialectics, the dialectir;s of the mode of 

production .. the interplay between productive forces and 

production relations. ·rhis is the motive force of the human 

history. .,.. 

In the beginning of the 'rwentieth century in the age 

of imperiali.sm the concept of bourgeois-democratic revolution 

got altogether a different connotation in the hands of Lenin. 

Lenin and his Russian proletarian party called for early 

completion of the bourgeois-democratic revolution in Russia 

which was completed in two phases - one phase in 1905 and 

other phase in February, 1917. Actually the total period of 

1905 - Febru'ary 1917 was the period of fulfilment of the 

bourgeois-democratic revolution against the tsarist and 

feudal autocracy. 

The departure of Lenin from Marx is on the role of the 

peasantry in the unfinished bourgeois democratic revolution 

in the Russian context. Lenin began his experiment on the 

peasant question as a leader of the RSLLP. "It is kr101.vn 
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that the serious study of the peasant c~estions in the ranks 

of Russian I·Iarxist began precisely on the eve of first 

revolution (19'05) Hhen the question of overthrowing tsarism 

and of realizing the hegemony of the prolet.:lriat confronted 

the party in all its magnitude ·and when the question of t;he 

ally of the proletariat in the impending bourgeois revolution 

' f . tal . rt •• 140 oecame o· v1 1mpo ance • It is also known from 

.Lenin •s writings that the peasant question in .Russia assumed 

more urgent character during the proletarian revolution. In 

this sense the peasant question is one of the most vital 

problems of Leninism. 

Lenin saw that in the analysis of the peasant questions 

by the parties of the Second International there was 

displayed an attitude of indifference towards the P.ea:..:; ant 

question and a tendency to treat it as passive recipient of 

good delivered by the bourgeoisie after the bourgeois 

democratic revolution. and proletariat after the proletarian 

revolution. ·rhe peasantry v1as considered as the reserve of 

the bourgeoisie during the bourgeois revolution in the west.· 

·rhe Second International thought the peasant question only 

on the ligl;t of develOped rtJest. 'l'he striking matter in 

Lenin was that he correctly shunned any d<::x;Jmatic understand

ing of the peas_:~mtry 's role in the bourgeois democratic 

revolution. However, Lenin and Leninists sought to find 

aut tlle revolutionary potential among the peasantry in the Russian 

context against the tsarist and feudal oppression 

which HOUl d act as a reserve of the proletariat both for the 
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socialist revolution • 

89 

. ~ is quite clear that for Lenin a radical solution of 

the agra.cian problem was the fundamental economic objective 

of the democratic revolution. As a Marxist revolutionary 

Lenin sought the ans>ver to the question : which class and 

political groups in his contemporary ·rsarist Russia had an 

objective interest in the destruction of landlordism and 

which would strive to preserve it. ? · Lenin •s own theoretical 

analysis had iong ·provided him with the answer that only the 

proletariat and the poor peasantry were wholeheartedly 

committed to the destruction of landlordism. But the 

bourgeoisie would vacillate, make concessions and ultimately 

side with the landlords. 

Lenin recognised the exist~nce of revolutionary capaci

ties in the ranks of the majority of the peasantry and the 

possibility of using them in the cause of the revolutions. 

Hence the practical conclusion that the toiling masses of 

the peasantry must be supported in their struggle against 

bondage and exploitation in their struggle for deliverance 

from oppression and poverty and which helps to transform the 

peasantry into a reserve and ally of the working class. 

"'rhctt is h01t-1 the alliance between the workers and the 

peasants in the bourgeois-democratic revolution took place 

that is ho\v the hegemony {leadership) of the proletariat in 
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the common struggle for the overthrow of tsarism took 

shape - the hegemoncy vlhich led to the February Revolution 

1917 11141 • 

Lenin •s theoretical position regarding the bourgeois 

-democratic revolution was clear in his :f!!,2,_:£.~ctics J2£. 

Sociab-Dsmocracy i~~£S..:S.~ti~~olution written in June & 

July 1905. He states - "'rhe democratic revolution is 

bourgeois in nature. The slogan of general re~stribution, 

or 'land and freedom • - the most widespread slogan of the 

peasant masses, dadntrodden and ignorant, yet passionately 

yearning for light and happiness - is a bourgeois slogan 11142 • 

Lenin •s unequivocal stand for agr~ria, reform and rural 

democracy is clear from the following stacement. He states, 

. . 

Revolution, that ''•. o it is not only by the prospect of 

radical agrarian reform that the peasantry is attached to 

the revolution L-i.e. bourgeois democratic revolution_?, but 

by all its general and permanent interes~s as well. &en 

when fighting with the proletariat, the peasantry stands in 

need of democracy, for only a democratic system is capable 

of accurately expressing its interests and ensuring its 

predominance as a mass, as the majority. The more enlight-

ened the peasantry becomes ••• the more consistently and 

resolutely will it stand for a thorough going democratic 

revolution: for, unlike the bourgeoisie, it has nothing to 



_,.· 

91 

fear from the people's supremacy, but on the contrary stands 

to gain by it. A democratic republic will be the peasantry's 

deal as soon as it begins to throw off its naive 

hi 
.. 143 monarc sm ••• • 

But Lenin did not consider the peasantry as a pure 

proletarian class, therefore he did not compromise the leader

ship of the movement with the peasantry. He correctly 

analysed the class position of the peasantry in the ensuing 

bourgeois-democratic revolution in Russia in the beginning 

of the 20th qentury. He. analysed, 11 'rhe peasantry includes 

a great nurriber of semi-proletarian as well as petty bourgeois 

elements. This makes it also unstable, compelling the 

proletariat to rally in a strictly class party. However, 

the instability of the peasantry differs radically from that 

of the bourgeoisie, for at present the peasantry is interest-

ed not so much in the absolute prcse.tVation of priv.ate 

property as in the confiscation of the landed estates, one 

of the principal ~orms of private property. Without thereby 

becoming socialist, or ceasing to be petty bourgeois, the 

peasantry is capable of becoming a whole-hearted and most 
144 radical adherent of the democratic revolution 11 • 

Lenin \vas successful in formulating the programme and 

in putting it into the practice and political and economical 

aspects of the agrarian question in the Russian context 

(1905 - Feb •. 1917) which not only overthrew the feudal 

-~· 



-monarchical system in the bourgeois-democratic s~'age of 

revolution but also curbed the absolute influence of the 
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Russian bourgeoisie in the bourgeois-democratic revolution 

successful in February 1917. 

In the Chinese context Mao had to experiment a kind of 

democratic revolution which was altogether different from 

that of the Ellropean and fmssian democratic revolution. The 

entire second quarter of the Twentieth century was the 

period of Mao'~ experiment with the democratic revolution 

which was gone through as a prelude to the socialist 

revolution in China. The peculiarity of Chinese soci~ty 

and economy and the changed circumstances in the international 

political order due to the emergence of Socialist Soviet 

Russia were the factors which Mao had to consider before 

formulating his theory of democratic revolution and its 

principal tasks of agrarian refonns and ensuring democracy. 

Chinese society was basically a feudal society of the 

Asiatic nature. After the Opium War in 1840 China was 

gradually exposed to colonial exploitation. In 1911 the 

Imperial rule of thousand years was ended under the 

leadership of Dr. Sun Yat-sen. The May 4th (1919) was 

marked as democratic upsurge in Chinese history. The 

145 penetration of capitalism and the emergence of working 

class in the 1920's were important developments in China. 

The external factor was the emergence of the Soviet Socialist 
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Russia in 1917 through a revolution based on the principles 

of .Marxism and Leninism in the epoch of world imperialism. 

For Mao, in the democratic stage, the participation of 

the peasant masses was a must in the predominantly agrarian 

countries like China. The edge of the revolution is 

oriented against feudalism and imperialism. 'rherefore, in 

this stage, according to Mao, "the Chinese revolution is 

essentially a peasant revolution ••• 11146 For him 11the 

politics of New Democracy means giving the peasants their 

rights 11147 • 

The basic economic programme in the New Democratic 

stage, according to .rv-ao, is the fall owing : "The republic 

will take certain necessary steps to confiscate the land of 

the landlords and distribute it to those peasants· having 

little or no land, carry out Dr. Sun Yat-sen 's slogan 'land 

to the tiller' abolish feudal relations in the rural areas, 

and turn the land over to the private ownership of the 

peasants. .A rich peasants. economy will be allowed in the 

rurai areas. Such .i.s the policy of •equalization of 

landownership'.~- 'Land to the tiller 1 is the correct slogan 

for this policy. In general, socialist agriculture will not 

be established at this stage, though various types of 

cooperative enterprises developed on the basis of 'land to 

the tiller 1 will contain elements of socialismn148• 

In the democratic revolution, the programme of 
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confi:--catfon of Land from the feudal-lords and the 
~ 

distribution of the~ land to the tillers not only facilitated 

the millions of Chinese peasants but also ended the feudal 

economic and political relations of the three thousand years 

in the history of China. In this stage the rich peasants ' 

economy was allov1ed to an extent under the policy of 

'equalization of landownership • which limited the unhindered 

growth of land monopolization. The unfettered growth of 

economy in the capitalist line was checked by the New 

J:);:!mocratic government because it was not and never could be 

the same as the pure bourgeois-democratic government of the 

West. 

Thus the agrarian policy ~f the New Democratic govern

ment was to end feudalism from the village economy forever 

and to begin a private ownership of land up to a definite 

level conducive to let out the class contradiction in the 

countryside which could sharpen the same for carrying the 

movement towards the socialist revolution. 

For Mao, "The people 's demqcratic dictatorship is based 

on the alliance of the workers and peasants, because these 

t\o'rO classes comprise 80 to 90 per cent of China •s population. 

These two classes are the main force in overthrowing 

imperialism and the Kuomintang reactionaries. 
'· 

The transition 

from New Democracy to socialism also depends mainly upon 

their alliance 11149 • 
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This \'Tas ·the general fonnulation of Mao's conception of 

democratic revolutionary class forces and the role of the 

peasantry in view of the peasant problems in the democratic 

stage and their alliances and leadership against the reaction 

during his time ~n China for establishing people's democracy. 

Within the general paradigm of Mao's people's democracy, 

the concept of rural democracy forms a significant part. In 

the ~port on the InvestiQation of the Peasant Movement in 

Hunan, March 1927 at the end of the first revolutionary 

victory after the Northern EKpe¢lition, Mao states, "Once the 

peasants have their organisation the first thing they do is 

to sr~.::J.sh the political prestige and power of the landlord 

class, and specially of the local tyrants and evil gentry, 

that is, to pull down landlord authority and build up peasant 

authority in rural society. This is a most serious and vital 

struggle. It is the pivotal struggle in the second period, 

the period of revolutionary action. Without victory in 

this struggle, no victory is possible in the economic 

struggle to reduce rent and interest, to secure and other 

means of production, and so onn150• 

Mao put the slogans ''DOwn with the Local Tyrants and 

evil gentry ~~~ and "All Power to the Peasant Associations ! 11 

in this stage (in 192 7). He elaborated, "The main targets of 

attack by the peasants are the~local tyrants, the evil gentry 

and the lawless landlords, ••• /_-andJ hit against patriarchal 



ideas and institutions, against the corrupt officials ••• 

and against bad practices and customs in the rural areas 11
• 

r-ao unreservedly emphasised 11 All power to the peasant 

association "-
151

• 

Mao from the beginning asked the Chinese Communist 
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Party to put the people •s democratic programme into practice 

in the areas liberated from Kuomintang and Japanese occupied 

territory. He stated, "In all our work in the Liberated 

Areas, we must take great care to help the 1 ocal peap1e 

administer 1 ocal affairs and to cu1 tivate many 1 ocal cadres 

from among the best local people. It will be impossible to 

accomplish the great task of the democratic revolution in 

the rural areas unless comrades who come from other places 

identify themselves with the 1 ocal people and help the 1 ocal 

cadres whole-heartedly, ,painstakingly and in ways that fit 

the actual conditions, and unless they cherish them like 

their own brothers and sisters 11152 • 
·. 

He considered ";China's 

Liberated Areas 11 as the "centre of gravity in the nationwide 

people 's struggle to resist Japan ••153 • 

In the rural democratic set up Mao had a noticeable 

concern for the agricultural 1 abourers and the poor peasants 

than any other rural classes. He stated very categorically 

that "The int~erests of the poor peasants and farm labourers 

and the forward role ·of the poor peasant leagues must be our 

first concern. Ou·r party must launch land reform through the 
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poor peasants and farm 1 abourers and must enable them to 

play the fon;ard role in the peasant associations and in the 

government organs of the rural districts u154 • { &nphasis 

added). !-'lao also favoured the unity forged with the 

11middle peasants 11155 in the governance of the rural areas. 

He opposec3. the sectarian unity of only the poor peasants and 

fa.nn labourers in t·he countryside (a.l though they constituted· 

the basis of toe rural govt.) casting aside the middle 

peasants and small independent craftsman and small traders. 

For him, therefore, the slogan was 11 In the villages, it is 

the farm labourers, poor peasants, middle peasants and other 

working people, united together under the leadership of the 

Chinese Communist Party who ••• should ·rule the country 11156 • 

In the later years Mao changed the outlook of the party 

regarding the middle peasants and brought them within the 

fold of united front to govern the countryside for the 

completion of the people •s democratic revolution. Thus the 

stage would be ready for the immediate socialist revolution. 

·rhe Indian communists particularly the communists 

within the CPI and CPI(M) have accepted the Marxian tradition 

of two stages of revolution and they think that democratic 

revolution has not yet been fully established even after the 

end of direct imperialist domination and adoption of a 

constitution and parliamentary government. Therefore, they 

call for the immediate democratic revolutione For CPI(M) it 

is - People •s ~mocratic and for the CPI it is National 



Democratic revolutionary stage respectively as prelude to 

the socialist revolution. 
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AI. though they have remarkable differences regarding the 

analysis of the existing state power of India, the alignment 

of the classforces in their respective democratic revolution 

and on the question of leadership during and after the 

democratic revolution, still they commonly agree that a 

democratic revolution is a must in the present context of 

the Indian condition. Furthermore, they agree that the 

first stage of Indian revolution against the direc~ foreign 

imperialist rule was over in 1947 by the achievement of 

independence by the united national front but even then they 

consider alike that the democratic revolution is not yet 

over in India. ·l'his is, for them, basically due to the fact 

that the Indian bourgeoisie is still weak to extend its 

hegemony over the sphere of economy and polity, and the 

share of st .. ate power is enjoyed by the semi-feudal and 

landlords in the various spheres of state power with varying 

degrees and the..· world imperialist oppression indirectly 

affects the life of the people. But what is important, with 

the grovrth of bourgeoisie the emergence of working class and 

its party have emerged; and in due course they have gathered 

enough strength, therefore, they are not destined to sit 

idle in performing the democratic tasks in this democratic 

revolutionary stage in India. Their ultimate aim ~s to 

build a socialist India. 
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In the present democratic stage they (i.e. both the 
"" 

CPI and the CPI-I"l) called for active participation in this 

revolution to expedite the same. 'rhe CPI(M) is one step 

ahead, it calls for control over the democratic revolution 

and democratic state after the revolution by the proletarian 

party. They argued that henceforth the proletariat will not 

and should not wait for the deliverance of democracy from 

the hands of independent bourgeoisie because it will not be 

the old bourgeois-democratic revolution of the West where 

the proletariat had no active role to play in the democratic 

· revolution. 

Therefore, both the parties think in this changing 

context of India, the active participation is a binding 

necessity on the part of the proletariat and its actual 

allies - the vast agricultural labourers and poor peasants 

of the countryside. 

'rhe main SlCX]an in this stage is to end semifeudal and 

landlords rule over the agrarian economy and to wipe out 

their hegemony over the social and political life in the 

countryside and to put a ban over the outright capitalist 

path of devel apmen-t. ·rheir respective party prCX]rammes 

contained clauses demanding a thorough land reform by 

abolishing landlordism and distributing the same to the 

vast majority of the agricultural labourers and land hungry 

poor peasants. 
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The magnitude of the need of agrarian reform arose out 

of the existing monopoly over the landholding and existing 

semi-feudal relation based on land. It is seen that in the 

country as a ~t!hole 2. 43 per cent of the total rural house-

holds each own more than 30 acres of land totaling 28.5 per 

cent of the arable land; tvhereas the other 82.5 per qent own 

157 
between them only 27.43 per cent of the total land , and 

the holding amount vary from less than one acre to four 

acres. Therefore the elimination of the concentration of 

land frorn the grip of semi-feudal and landlords is of utmost 

importa_r:::.ce in this democratic stage. Without .a radical 

' 
agrarian refonn and a conscious movement the poor peasants 

and agricultural ""iabourers \oJho constitute the majority in 

the vast rural areas can not be saved from the age-old 

depredation by the feudal forces158• 

They {communists \·lithin the CPI and the CPI-M) think 

that the ruling fabric of the countryside is monopolised by 

the feH landed aristocracy by their innumerable tactics. 

The rural level administration is run at the behest of them 

through their lackeys - bureaucracy, police administrationo 

Justice is shelved by the propertied and the influential. 

All these constitute an organised violence and exploitation 

over the vast majority of the couptry 's population. 

Government at the s·tate level has always been in favour of 

the landed aristocracy though it has enacted some paper 

legislation for the land ceiling and power to the peOple 

r 
I 
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still it lacks sincerity from the point of view of its class 

interests and continuance in the state power. 'fhe majority 

of the rural folk is worst exploited by the twin ravages, 

one from the landlords and other by the capi·t:aJ.ist market 

economy. Therefore, the com.rnunists in India call for the 

consc:ious proletarian movement allying itself vJith the 

agricul·tural labour and poor peasants to fulfil the radical 

agr<'irian reform and sweeping social political reforms as 

most urgent and important tasks in the democratic stage in 

the Indian context. 

Bourgeois-democratic revolution has got different 

nomenclatures given by the communists with the cha11ges of 

time and c::>n·text. Popular among them are the bourgeois 

-.democratic, democratic, new democratic, peOple •s democratic, 

national democratic-etc. H~vever, the major tasks of. the 

Cj.emocratic revolution, the end of semi-feudal and landlord 

economic oppression and semifeudal relations of production 

in the countryside remain the same. Only exceptions are 

visible on the questions of alliance of class forces for the 

revolution and the question of leadership and direction of 

the revolution. 'fhis study already noted the departure 

from classical Marxian idea about bourgeois-democracy at 

the hams of Lenin in·· Russia and 1 ater Ivlao in China. In 

other words, they- successively extended the M:irxian idea in 

the changed circumstances and practised the same in the 

peculiar natior1al contexts successfully. 'fherefore, it has 

got an altogether different dimension from the classical 
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M:lrxian understanding. 

Although Marx and Engels were basically engaged in the 

socialist revolution in ~he context of fullfled::;Jed bourgeois 

-democratic or c~pitalist states in EUrope still the nucleus 

idea in the 'Manifesto' for the German condi·tion where 

worker~ ' partieipation in the bourgeois-democratic revolution 

was a binding necessity, provided the clue to the corrununists 

in the countries lacking dernocratic revolution. Semi-feudal 

1 andl ordism, existence of mediaeval prejudices compounded by 

the direct and indirect imperialistic oppression, emergence 

of bourgeoisieand the working class, vacillation of the 

bourgeoisie were the dominant features in the backward 

cou.ntries like China, India and other backward nations. 

Therefore, on the question of bourgeois-democratic revolution 

a significant departure (or extension of Marxian idea in the 

changed circumstances) of Lenin from Marx, of l•lao 'l'se-tung 

from Lenin and of other communists {for example the Indian 

communists in the CPI and CPI(M) since 196-1) all these have 

enriched the revolutionary tradition on the line of L'-1arxian 

thinking of social change. 

y . , 
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.section 5 1'-Ethodology : M3thod and 'l'echniques of Study 

I'hls study has aimed at discovering differences in the 

perception and practice of the Communist Party of India {CPI) 

and the comnunist Party of India (Marxist) (CPI-M) in 

respect of agrarian reforms and rural democracy.. It has 

been necessary to understand the concern of both these 

parti~::s on these two issues frorn their respective perceptions 

of the historical context and the reality of the Indian 

situa·t:ion in \vhich they drew up their own goals, tas1-::s and 

tactics. Since both these parties professedly adopted 

!-1arxism as the basic philosOphy for their guidance, their 

points of view on the historical context, national situation, 

goals, tasks and tactics can be understood only by following 

the Marxist methodology. And the present study has followed 

this methodology in the perception of the views and 

activi:ti:-:-;s of the two parties. 'l'he Marxist position and 

concepts have been followed simply because any communist party, 

whether _it is in India or O'..It.side, determines its activities 

following the Marxist concept of social change. For better 

comprehension the Marxist paradigm has been accepted and its 

vocabularies and concepts have accordingly been used. 

To the communists, every party has a class basis and 

its class interest. Therefore, a communist party, a party 

of the working class or the proletariat as has been claimed 

by the Marxists, has its own class interest or class 

outlook
159

• Accord_i.ng to the !V'arxists, the 'programme • of 
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the communist party is otherwise the statement of strategy 

which embodies goals for a defined stage of revolution and 

remains valid entirely for that stage of revolution; and 

short-term political activities in response to the existing 

s-ituation for attaining· the programmatic goals are spelt out 

as tactics. 

India has at present several communist parties or groups. 

However, this study has concerned two major communist parties, . 

namely, the Communist Party of India (CPI) and the Communist 

Party of India (Marxist) (CPI-M)~ They actually are the 

off-shoots of a single communist party bifurcated in 1964 to 

provide their different outlooks or programmes for the ensuing 

democratic revolution as a step to the ·final sociali$t 

revolution. It has been remembered, however, that the t\'-10 

parties have their own different views about the nature of 

the democratic revolution. For understanding this difference 

too, the M:l.rxist framework of thinking has been followed.· 

'l'o examine the programmatic differences between the 

said two communist _parties the basis of class-relations of 

society in India has been principally followed for this study 

because the context of class-relation is the main theme of 

any comrnun.:!...3t party's programme and activities. Therefore 

the study has started with due consideration of the I•·Iarxi.:Jt 

-i.eninist contributions to the thoughts on the formation of 

a communist party and determination of its prCXJramrne. It is 
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in this background that an attempt has been made to appraise 

the position of the two communist parties of India in 

respect of their contentions on the questions of agrarian 

reforms and rural democracy. 

The programmatic approaches of the two communist partiGs 

of India have thus been examined side by side for a elose 

comparison on the basis of their individual party literature 

and other authoritative commentaries available so far. 

Efforts have been made to use maximum information from the 

primary literat~re of the concerned parties. 

While pursuing this research, we had to keep in mind 

that a political party is not a totally autono:-nous organisa

tion or its grcrwth and activities do not constitute an 

autonomous process involving merely the political ideology, 

important personalities and events of its own. Hence it can 

not be studied purely on the basis of its own self-conscious-

ness. What is logical is a richer sensitivity that it al\>Jays 

acts in an environment in which other political parties 

carry on their activities, pursue their ideological positions, 

and are bound to work in their respective national hi.storical 

settings. It has been considered that there is in every 

society a social, economic and cultural milieu in a given 

period of time where political parties work160
o An additional 

thing considered while studying communist parties is their 

faith in communist internationalism and ideological coherence 
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Hith the international communist movements, although they are 

bound to work for their given countries over their peculiar 

national questions. 

We have made a comparison of the tt..vo communist parties 

in respect of the issues indicated earlier. But, since the 

content of such comparison may be fully intelligible only in 

a l'1arxist framework of thought, comparison made has been 

concentrated on such dimensions and evaluation rriade on such 

scales as have been relevant to !Ylarxism. 

However, the study has aimed at finding the differences, 

if any, in the practices and understanding of the two 

communist parties. - For this, a field survey has beer: 

necessary. 1'his field survey covered two basic issues 

agrarian reforms and rural democracy. The period covered in 

this survey is from 196'1, the year of emergence of the two 

parties out of the split of the Communist Party of India to 

19 85. (In some cases data have been available upto 1990). 

This suL~ey has been conducted through a structured 

quest_i..snnaire prepared on the basis of the common factors 

dealt with by the programmes of the two parties. This 

""'" 
questionnaire has been used as a tool to retrieve actual 

information about the ground realities of the said two 

parties during the period mentioned above. The questionnaire 

is appended as Appendix II. 
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'Ehe respondents have been choosen from those in the two 

partles--who have been actively engaged in politics in rural 

areas particularly over these issues since 1964. 'I'he number 
.-· 

of respondents has been more or less equal from each of the 

two parties. 

Through this field survey, information has been collected 

from areas where both the communist parties have considerable 

political base since 1964 and therefore have pursued the 

political activity particularly over the issues mainly dealt 

with here. 

·rhe areas of field survey have been chosen from the 

State of West Bengal. ·rhese are Panskura (West) Legislative 

Assembly Constituency in. Midnapore uistrict, Bhatar 

Legislative Assembly Constituency in aurdwan District and 

Itahar Legislative Asserooly Constituency in the Dis~rict of 

West Dinajpore. 'rhese three Assembly constituencies are 

located in three distant geographical parts of West Bengal. 

Paskura (West) is in the extreme West of ll'lest Bengal, Bhat ar 

is in the middle of '/'lest Bengal and Itahar is situated in the 

northern part of ~vest Bengal. All these three surveyed 

areas are purely rural, based on agricultural economy. 

Another important feature of these three Assem.l:)ly 

Constituencies is t[lat the concerned communist parties are 

not merely signficantly present with their strong organisa-

tion in these areas but also have helped electing th~ir 
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candidates or have finished seconds at different times. 

The period of liberation strQggle in {undivided) Bengal 

had the distinction of launching peasant movements with the 

other parts of the country. One such successful movement 

spread over a large part of Bengal was the historic Tab~aS;!a 

movement lallnched immediately around the time of Indian 

independence and organised by the undivided CPI. 

When the Corrununist Party of India was divided, and 

two communist parties emerged OQt of the split, the peasant 

question came to the forefront. 'l'his peasant question 

became more important with an unprecedented momentum when 

the QPI (l'-1) faced and suffered from another split from which 
.. 

the CPI(ML) has emerged as a separate party which put 

exclusive importance on the question of agrarian revolution 

as the immediate democratic stage of the revolution. 

It is not an exaggeration that Bengal is the fertile 

land of leftism. 'l'hercfore, West Bengal has been chosen for 

the areas of field survey where considerable activities on 

agrarian reforms and democratisation of rural life have been 

done. i'·breover, the CPI and the CPI (M) vlhich constitute the 

targetted parties for this research have had some alliances 

at different times in forming the state governmentsc 

Therefore, they had OppOrtunities to put fonvard their 

individual programmatic measures for practice in an ambient 

condition. ·rhe questionnaire for the field survey has also 



been framed to touch upon their relationships from either 

side at the grassroot level. 
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An utmost care has been taken to present a totality of 

the programmatic differences and the actual differences in 

practices on the two basic issues extensively. 

In fine, it should be mentioned here, that, since this 

study has required collecting data through field survey, it 

has been necessary also to make use of such techniques and 

tools of survey research as have helped for ascertaining 

facts on a scientific basis and avoiding any subjective bias 

whatsoever. The analysis of data has been carried out by 

employing techniques of quantification accepted by the 

science of social research. 

~· 
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