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1 and more delegates
eturned to their various homes,
eir towns and . villages. The
zhs of visitors-are once more at their
- daily tasks: The people generally are

| moving on to new struggles. How far

‘has Haripura prepared us for these
- problems; these new struggles? There
. will be some who will say that though
‘many problens were tackled, nothing
“was solved—others that nothing was
tackled and nothing solved—others
~again will claim that Haripura is the

' Master-key to all the problems in the

. coming year. It is time then, to make
.an assessment.

- A superficial and vulgar estimate of

Haripura is thatit was a demonstration

of national Unity. True, it was—but so
- was the reception given recently to

Subhas Bose at Bombay—so is every
_Congress Session.

-The Haripura Session was a demons-

tration of national wunity in a special -

. and specific sense. It was an instance
 -of the entire national ranks, from the
_extreme right to the extreme Left, clos-
ing together in the face of the onslau-
‘ght of British® Imperialism. But nei-
~ ther the onslaught nor the national
solidarity were casual, unconnected or

chance episodes. The very process of

- of national solidarity led up to the ons-

laught; the onslaught speeded up the
process of national solidarity.

The Faizpur Congress set out the
common national policy and pro-
gramme for the immediate future. The
Congress, the Congress Socialist Party,
the Kisan Sabha, the Trade Unions
and  other anti-imperialist organisa-
tions together stroye to implement
this programme, throngh mass strug-
gle and Parliamentary activity.

The acceptance of ministerial offices
by the Congress helped to release still
further the forces of mass struggle and
organisation  for  the immediate
political and economic demands of the

people; * for civil liberties, release
of political - prisoners, repeal of
repressive  laws, = a ' Constituent
Assembly; for relief to the Kisan,
reduction in' land revenue, abolition
of debts; for a rise in wages, better
conditions of work, recognition of
unions, for the workers. The kisan

organisations already developing before
the Congress accepted offices, grew
with ‘amazing rapidity especially in
Behar. The working Class also, in
Bombay, Sholapur, Cawnpore, Ahmeda-
bad, Nagpur, and Calcutta in short, in



“purge” the Congress, of banni
independent oroa,msatxons, Wh' ¢

ranks, at the very momen
antx-lmpana,hst movement, as a
was mounting to unheard of hei
of co-ordina,ted struggle.

Nevertheless, the split did n
The mass pressure made its
Time and again the Congress €
and the Working Committee wer
moved by this pressure from outside,
to hurry forward with the electi
programme, to face the bureaucracy
boldly. Within the Working Commit-
tee itself, the dominant Ieadershlp :
not only checked from pressmg for a
split; it was propelled forward to stand
more firmly by the Faizpur’ line.

This, in brief is the background of
the Working Committee meeting at
Wa,rdha., on the eve of the Har ipurs,




into

and 1tho Session turned
mined preparation for the struggles
ahesd. @t i e

a deter-

T these preparations was suddenly
exposed all the weakeness e Left,
springing from the fact ‘they
still isolated from the &
ment as & whole,and their under-estima-
tion the still powerfal grip of Gandhi-
ism on the people. Though pressure had
been put on the national leadership,

and it had moved forward this pressure

was largley from oufside the Congress
" organisation. The inability to cement
national umity in all the greatand
- major mass struggles of the previous
years, especially of the last six months,
resulted in the slowing down of the
process of radicalisation within the

Congress itself, so that it did not

“correspond to the radicalisation of the
~ national forces in general.

In the Provinces, where lakhs of
new members had been drawn into
the Congress, the Left did not succeed
in carrying these mew masses With
them. For the most part, the Gandhian
ideology prevailed. Consequently the
delegates to Haripura had not been
generally drawn under the influence
of the Left. In some places the Left
had actually lost ground.

The powerful compulsion of the
ministerial  crisis swung all these
elements and the entire Left together,
for a joint front against Imperialism.
But in the face of the erisis, the initia-
tive shifted altogether into the hand of
the dominant leadership. The Parlia-
mentary action of the Ministers and
not  mass struggle, was made to
appeat the cause of the crisis; putting
the - Viceroy and the bureaucracy in
the wrong, on . constitutional grounds
and not the release of all political
prisoners was made the condition for
ending the crisis; in the case of further
refusal on the part of Imperialism,mass
struggle was hinted at, but for that
_ the initiative was left to the Working
~ Committeo and Mahatma Gandhi.

- THE NEW AGE

The idea of a clear plan of direct
action mow for a general strike and a
no-tax campaign was put aside on the
ground that direct ‘action was «impli-
cit in the resolution on the erisis.
The resolutions on the Federation,
the States, War, China and Palestine
were passed practically in the same
form as at Wardha. In the case of
the States, certainly some heat was’
engendered. There was a good deal of
opposition +to the idea of entirely liqui-
dating the Congress Committees in the
States and Maulana Abdul Kalam
Azad’s reference to the Congrass Com-
mittee in the States as‘‘toys’ was greatly
resented. At one time in the proceed-
ings it seemed as if the. Working Com-
mittee’s proposal would be rejected. As
it was, the  Working Committee
was + compelled to aecept Pattabhi
Sitaramayya’s compromise, recognising
the right to form Congress Committees
in the States {(tho’the right to political
action, Parliamentary or direct, was
denied). But the policy of non-inter-
vention in the States was merely modi-
fied, not ended, as the situation
urgently demands.

The resolution on the Federation
goes forward in one respect from the
ptevious Congress position: it recog-
nises the fact that India is a unit,
and that independence is not for a
part, but for the ‘whole, for Indian
States as well as for British- India.
The Congress stands for democracy
and equal civil rights for all the units
of the Federation. But the resolution
is weakened by the fact that it does
not emphasise the most objectionable
aspect of the federal scheme, its denial
of vital powers, control over National
finance, banking, defence, railways,
etc., its special bureaucratic and impe-
rialist safegnards; and morever if read
together with the resolution on the
States, it loses. operative value still
further, because though the demands
for equal, units within the Federation
are postulated, the effective way of
pushing on the struggle for political



in so many words? Congr
men of action, not of empt
This was generally the line
against the Socialists.

The resolution on the
though it generally supportec
line of the Behar Provincial Congress
Committee, was a distinct step fo: s
The right of the kisans to form
their own organisations was recogmised = -
and Congressmen were permitted to =
take part in the work. Only 1 .
activities of the Kisan Sabhas we
found to be against the Congress, then
only would action be taken against
Congressmen working in them. Asitis
the primary object of the Kisan Sabhas
to support and strengthen the Cong-
ress, there should be no occasion for
such action. The representatives of
the Kisan Sabhas and the Socialists
did mot speak on this resolution by
agreement. This was another instance
of national unity. i S

On the tesolution regarding the
States, the Socialists as well as the going to sta
representatives of the States made  the Socialists clear out o
effective speeches in reply to Maulana This prov: ked ;
Abdul Kalam Azad and Jairamdas
Daulatram. Com. Stayavati Devi’s

; appeared to expose
speech in the Open - Session Was ish, 1

them look



congratulated
t and the
recognition of the
rliamentary and extra-
- struggle, and they
ve immediately given posi-
ggestions
ynisations, for the Provincial and
al Congress Committees to take
_ further action in of the
' Ministries (as w: utall 1 :
‘in a mocting of the U. P. delegates).
‘8 mistake to expect the Cong-
legates immediately to support
e of & general strike on docks
railways, though of course this
sapon of struggle should be populari-
~sed on the Congress platform. But
emphasising  this,” without telling
Congressmen  who | were: not closely
. associated with the working class, what
they ought to do, is talking abstractly,
_ and exposing oneself to the attack of
~ the Right. Sardar Patel came down
‘hard on. Com.  Shibnmath Banerjee,
_ taling this opportunity to launch an
[ |effective attack on the working-class
| I'strike in general.

" The amendments to the Constitu-
[ Ition tend to concentrate power at the
top, and make the ever—growing

Congress organisation a less, instead of.

& more, democratic body, in which: the
ndvantages of power and means would

_ undoubtedly count. A special Commit-
tee was set up to gointo the question

- of elections and methods of voting;
' with the suggestion that the princi-
ple of indirect election should be exten-
ded to the Provincial Committees. and
the alternative vote should be replaced
by the single distributive vote. These

- proposals, if carried out, would tend

for the Congress,

. to perpetuate the present complexion
+of the Congress and seriously’ hold up .

the process of democratisation. The
demand for collective affiliation and
‘democratisation has not been suffici-

 antly raised in the Congress, and hence
the present position.

‘We must see
hat sufficient pressure is put
-on the Congress as a whole, and on this
drafting committee especially, to bring
about a further democratisation, a
more initiative from the primary
committees.

But yiewing the session as a_whole,
Haripura is definitely a stage forward
in the national struggle. Faizpur was
a victory for the forward policy for
the acceptance of the immediate

_ national anti—imperialist programme.

T

Haripura opens the doors to the
acceptance of what the Left has been
insisting on, the unity of Parliamen-
tary and extra-Parliamentary struggle.

The doors are opened—each resolution

proves that-to massstruggle, and to mass
agitation side by side with Parliamen-
tary activity. National solidarity has
been achieved, through  struggle,
through inisistence on struggle. Natio-
nal solidarity does not in any sense
mean the liquidation of struggle. On
the contrary, it means carrying the
struggle further. It means struggle
through  ¢he Jongress organisation atself.

We hayve now to fight for a more
rapid carrying through of the Parlia.
mentary programme, for the nnity of
Parliamentary and extra—Parliamen-
tary struggle and for the unity of the
Congress struggle and ‘the struggle of
the independent mass' organisations
of the workers, the peasants, the

“people  of the States—in short, for the

National United Front against Impe-
rialism, against the Federation, against
War, and for Indian Independence, the
@onstituent Assembly, bread and peace.
That is the meaning of the national
solidarity demonstrated at 'Haripura.
That is the message of Vithalnagar for
the coming year,









the International
quoted from there by Com
as follows:

form of dictatorship,

Constitution”, its: “leas

Party of Lenin-Stalin

not approve the sentencing of the Bol-

shevnks who are alleged to have become
“its enemies”—the Trotskyist-Bukha-

rinist agents of Fascism. Further, if one

13 to believe him, whoever does mot accept

absolutely without reserve what has been

Just enumerated ts an enemy of peace, de-

mocracy, working class and Socialism.”

(Underlines and inverted commas as

in the original.)

Comrade Masani says that no ‘“self-
respecting® Socialist, “no Indian Soci

list who is not bound to accept Moscow

discipline” can accept Dimitrov’s
formulation, as it amounts to, surren-
dering “freedom of criticism” and that
this subservient attitude towards the




_sion in the "i.mnds of those who
the 'SP for a lead, and ultimately
_gives the xmpresxon .thqéithe C8P 1is
incapable of giving lead. Mean-
while, such state s Com. Ma-
sani’s, going. enged, are taken to
be the vmws rty, when all the
time thls the case. A

refet to hundreds of reso-
Iutioﬁspn.sseﬂ at Labour, Peasaht and
Socialist meetings on the Soviet Union
to illustrate this point—we could quote
from articles written by Congress So-
cialists and even Left nationalists to dis-
_prove Com. Masani's thesis. Here we
shall only refer to a resolution passed

| at a recent Conference at which Socia-

. lists, Communists and non-Party Trade
Unionists Were present.

The AITUC met at Delhi on the
1st and 2nd of January, 1938. There
were present nearly a hundred delega-
tes representing over a hundred thou-
sand organised workers of India. The
overwhelming majority of the delegates
were non-communists (or, as Masani
calls them, people ‘bound to accept

- Moscow dlsclpll.ﬂe) A very large
number of delegates belonged to the
Congress Socialist Party among them
being three members of the National
Ezecutive, Comrades Shibnath Banerji,
the President, -Yusuf Meherally and
S. Batliwalla. Besides the Communists

and Congress Socialists there were

“left-Congressmen also among the
delegates.” :

A resolution on the Soviet Union
moved in the T. U. C. Session reads:
“«Phe ATTUC conveys the greetings
of the Indian workers to the Soviet
Union, the land of victorious Socialism,
the pnde and hope of the toilers of the
world, the citadel of the world revolution.
In the capitalist world the people are
sinking deeper and deeper in the mire

“of starvation .and poverty; in the

“enters. wmto an

THE NEW AGE

Socialist world poverty and starvation

have been banished for ever within 20
.years of the overthrow of capitalism.
In the capitalist world the last vestiges
of democracy, culture and civilisation
are being destroyed by Fascist bar-
ba.rxty, the Soviet Union with the
inauguration of the Stalin Constitution
era of Liberty, Demo-
cracy and ‘material and cultural pro-
gress which has no parallel in the
history of mankind. This very contrast
between the two worlds—the world of
Socialism and the world of capitalism-
is @ most powerful revolutionary factor.
More and more the masses in all lands
are turning towards the Soviet Union
and inspired by its success are moving
towards the path of revolution. That
is why international Fascism, masquer-
ading as anti-Communist alliance,
wants to  destroy the Soviet Union.
That is why Fascist Agents haye been
carrying on their desplca.ble spying
and wrecking activities in the Wwor-
kers’ Fatherla.nd

“The AITUC congratulates the Soviet
Union for successfully weeding out the
Fascuist wreckers.

*‘It whole-heartedly supports the peace
policy of the Soviet Union Which has
been one of the most powerful force
against world war.

“Tt emphatically condemns the war
pact between the Fascist powers
Germany, Italy and Japan for the
overthrow of the Soviet Union. It
denounces the pro-Fascist policy of
British Imperialism.

“Tt declares that the Indian working
class will fight for the defence of the
Soviet Union with all its might and
at all costs.”

This resolution Wwas passed wunani-
mously by the AITUC. No delegate,
no member of the CSP, mnot
even members of its highest organ, the
National Executive, thought that it
was derogatory to their “self-respect”,
or subservience to Moscow to support



democracy a.nd progress*ﬁn
in the history of the w :

4, It condemns the T:Htsky
Fascist spies and wreckers and congra-
tulates the Soviet Union for success-
fully weeding them out. 5

5. It whole-heartedly supports the
peace policy of the Soviet Union. >

6. It pledges the support of the
Indian workers to the Soviet Union.

As one can easily see the resolution
incorporates all the major points in




ot PARTY"

A. K. G.

The second obstacle to wumity

according to Masani is that Dimitroy

 holds that “such unity can be based

only on the growing influence or do-

" mination of the Communist Party

which claims to have a monopoly of
~ authentic Marxism.”

This is sheer distortion of what
Dimitrov wrote even according to the
interpretation of the International Infor-

mation published by. the Labour and

Socialist International from where
Com. Masani quotes.

Let us give the extract in full from
Com. Masani’s own article :

“Dimitroy further declares that the
only means of putting an end to the
split in the political working class
movement is the rallying of Socialists
to Bolshevism which must be regarded
as.the only “authentic. Marxism”. It
is _upon the growing influence of
Communism in the ranks of the
working eclass moyvement” that the
Secretary of the Moscow International
counts in particular to cause Socialist
Parties to move towards Unity with
Communists in & single Party of the
Proletariat.”

In this extract, phrases from the
context of Dimitrov’s article have been
torn off and presented to convey the
meaning that all the while that
Communists talked of unity, they had
the nefarious plan of ‘‘rallying Socia-
lists to Bolshevism,” in their mind
but they never divalged it. Comrade
Masani goes one step further and
speaks of “growing influence or
domination of Communist Parsy” and

“eating’ up of Socialists by Commu-
nists”.

Let us examine the two points:
1. Does Dimitrov’s article reveal some
new plan for disrupting the Socialist
Party which justifies the breakdown of
negotiations? 2. Ts Comrade Masani’s
interpretation of Dimitrov’s thesis
correct ? !

For answer to the first question we
shall turn to no less an authoritative
document than Dimitrov’s historic
report at the Seventh world Congress
of the Communist International where-
in he lays down the basis for political
unity of the proletariat. He says that
unification is possible only under the
following circumstances:

“On condition of their (Social Demo-
cratic Parties’) complete independence of
the bourgeoisie and the compleie Tupture
of the bloc of Social-Democracy with
the bourgeoisie.

“On condition that the necessity for
the revolutionary overthrow of the bour-
geoisie .and the establishment of the
Dictatorship of the Proletariat n the
form of Soviets- be recogmised.” (Dimit-
rov’s Italics)

These basic formulations have
never been altered and they cannot
be altered. Political unity is not
ordinary United Front for limited
specific objects. It can be based only
on revolutionary theory and practice.

Why was it necessary to define the
basis for political Unity so clearly?

During the war, all the Parties of
the Second International, all the
Social Democratic Parties with the



one hand an
Democmy,

firmed once again

that the

possible only by means of

nary overthrow’ of t

that the bourgeoisie

drown humanity in blo

the proletariat to establish

by peaceful means. The patl
out by Marx-Engels-Lenin an Sta.,
the path of proletarian revolu
the establishment of Proletarian

of peasantry and toilers in

has been zroved in practice to be the
only path to Socialism. This is beimn,

increasingly realised by the masses of
Social-Democratic workers and even
part of the Social Democratic leader-
ship as the resolutions of the German
Social Democratic Party indicate.

What could be the basis for unity
between Socialist and Communist
Parties for the formation of a single
political Party of the working eclass?
Could it be only a pact of mutual non-
criticism ? Could it be a tacit under-
standing that the ‘unpleasant’ past,
the treacherous counter-revolutionary
past of Social Democracy be forgotten
and never referred to even in historical
surveys ? (Dimitrov’s article was a_




.mdﬂuuis are today
rwk of failure.—
1-2. Ttalics ours).
obviously
bseribe to the theory of
ands of “authentic Socia-
" He recognises that there is
y one theory of Socialism—Mar-

xlsm * and further that of the various

“schools” of Marxism, Communism
~alone has been  vindicated, other

“Marxists” are “‘overywhere in the
trough of failure.”

- Not so Comrade Masani. For him
: both the ernch ‘Socialist Party, which
“yefused to join hands with the Com-
munists for governmental action for
lifting the embargo on arms to Spain
and ultimately broke off unity-negoti-
ations on the ground that Socialists
were appealed to “rally to Bolshevism”,
and alsothe P. O. U- M. which orga-
nised a counter-revolutionary rising in
Barcelona for establishing a ‘Workers’
State’, represent “authentic brands” of
Marxism. The fact that one party
_attacked the Communists from ¢he
Right, and the other from a pseudo left
position does not prevent him from
applauding the actions of doth (See
“Foreign Policy for India” by Masani)
because the zargets of both were Commu-
nists. e
~ Comrade Masani knows full well
that whatever the Socialist Party of
Francé might think of Dimitrov’s
statement about the need for workers
to rally round the banner of Bolshevism
the Socialists in ' India would not con-
sider the statement to be an expression

everywhere in |
(Why So i

' of anti-unity sentiments.

~ Bocialists.”

THE NEW AGE
On the con-
trary, as in the case of the statement

~on the Soviet Union, they would wel-
 come it.
- statement to convey the sinister mean-

Therefore he distorts the

ing that Communists want ‘‘to eat up
He wants to exploit the
orgamsa.txou&l loyalty fof Socialists to
the C.S.P. in order to misinterpret
Dimitrov and make it appear that by
growth of - influences of Communism
Dimitroy means the “domination’ of
the Communist Party over the Socialist
Party. Distortion and misinterpreta-
tion cannot go any further.

Let us sum up:

According to Dimitrov

1. One cannot be a genuine Socia-
list unless one supports the Soviet Union
where Socialism is being built up and
which is the buttress of world anti-
Fascist struggle, unless one condemns
the activities of the Trotskyist wreck-

- ers and spies.

2. Socialist Unity can be based
only on the growing influence of Mar-
xism-Leninism or Communism in the
ranks of workers. In the measure the
Social Democratic. parties break with
their anti-revolutionary past and move
towards the path of revolutionary
struggle, in that measure will unity be
facilitated.

Comrade Masani thinks that no
self-respecting  Socialist Party can
accept these statements as correct and
therefore unity has been made “doubly
impossible” in' France as in India.

‘We have seen that Comrade Masani
expresses. his own views and not those
of the Congress Socialist Party nor of
the overwhelming majority of Socia-
lists in India.

In the next article we shall deal
with the concrete methods by which
Socialist Unity in India can be achie-
ved.

—



(G. S. P.) should have

with the Reds but sl

them in their Party as
homogeneity of the C. S B
destroyed.

In support of this thesis
ani and those who agree with b
“In other countries also eff
being made to unite Sociali
Communists in a single Part
first step in the direction has b
establishment of United Fr

join their Party The same procedure
should be followed in India. The ent

of the Reds in the 0. 8. P- would mean
the planting of a Trojon Horse in the
C. 8. P. and wonld lead to its disrup-
tion, The Communists in India shoukl







Socialist Party Ad
men realised the need

harnessing their r
for. the natxona,l

face away from mass  struggle
now awakening of the mnk
took a socialist for :

Congress Socialism  thus rep
a socialist trend born out
na.tionai movement. 'The Paj

organic contact

class movement which had ‘develop

independently of the Congress.

not have therefore a

composition. P e b
During the last two @ years

Communists have, to some e




ative stage.

inly agitational.

mass Socialist
iass ~ Trade Unions
Unions  lin-
The working class
‘not. yet become an
i the driving force of
. the National movement. C€ommunists

no organie contact ‘with the Congress
Socialists.

The unrnedla,te step towards endmg
this mutual isolation of the national
and proletarian = movement (and
»therethh of Socialists and Commu-
msts) and towards Zoying the foundation
for a United Socialist Party must be the
‘unification of all Socialists and Commu-
nists within the framework of the
organisation. In the specific situation
of today, this means the Congress
‘Socialist Party itself must become the
form of Socialist unity, uniting - within
its framework all the Socialist forces
born out of and active on all Fronts—
Working class, Pea.sa,nt Student,
Gongless.

e apprehensxon that thereby the
homogenelty of the C.S.P.would be
destroyed is baseless. 'The C S. P.
because of its historic  origin,
could not have and has not today the
homogeneity of a one class party

,t e mnon-existent homogeneity would -

 linked up with the working class have-

: : anging
m iully dsve]oPea _ Marxist-Leni-
v&gue, Jg.w?.harlahst :

are present within the .C. S. P., today.
By dmwmg the Reds in the Party,

not be destroyed, but on the contrary
‘the foundation would be laid for :
achieving real homogeneity. - « %

Counterposmg united action to

- united Party is based on abstractions.

United action between Socialist and

~ Communist Parties of Hurope is, above

all, wunited proletarian action. Both
parties are mass proletarian parties.
The C.S. P.has yet to be given a
proletarian orientation. It must become a
mass proletarian party if it has to develop
as a Socialist Party. The first step
towards this must be the absorbing of
the ewisting  socialist  cadres in the
working class movement. The C.S.P.
today, inspite of haying within its
ranks, a number of Trade Union
leaders, has no roots in the working
class, no organic contacts with the
working class movement. Only a
proletarian socialist cadre can overcome
this isolation of the C.S.P. from the
working class. United action remains
an empty' slogan unless both parties
to the united front have active and
effective socialist cadres. In the chief
industrial centres where the Commu-
nists are active—Bombay, Sholapur,
Cawnpore ete. the C.S.P. has
practically no cadres, no rank and file

‘that can develop the United Front

movement, that can transform United
Front action into mass action. This
weakness of the C.S.P. is a result
and also a cause of the weakness of
the b

Socialist move,
country. The ogef Qg@%?" Qk&tuL

weakness is the #®
The fundanf dxﬁ'eter)c& “b& =\

a.gd Communists that
led to the splipyin \Europe and that
even today stand\a cles to unmity,
088 O8]




tasks, and lastly tha
struggle will have
after the overthrow o
the establishment of a S

On the charac
revolution and the unite
Front, on the character of
ship, there is thus a fundame
agreement. This agreement is suffi
cient today for Socialists ani
nists to unite in one organi
the national and proletaria:
sharpens, the issues will become
clearer and clearer and the existing
differences will be liquidated. ~But th
struggle cannot develop automaticall:
It requires a centralised, purposeful
lead and for giving this very lead,
developing the struggle and through
struggle resolving the - differences,
immediate unification is necessary..

The Socialists in India are faced
with gigantic tasks. The Right wing
leadership of the Congress is attempt-
ing to swerve the Congress from the
path of struggle. TIts drive against
the Kisan Sabhasand militant trade
unions threaten to disrupt the national
front. Its refusal to organise mass
resistance against the Federation is




 THE RUSSIAN RE

¢ Russia formed a
“minority e the peasants formed
the overwhelming  majority. The
peasantry as a whole supported the
proletariat when it captured power in
“November 1917. In the Soviet Con-
‘gress the peasants and soldiers who
were mostly peasants formed the
majority. These are facts in them-
selves; but are they sufficient to prove
that the November Revolution was
NOT a proletarian revolution and that
the state it created was NOT the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat? M. N. Roy
thinks that these things are quite
sufficient to prove his THESIS.

The November Revolution was
carried through with thesupport of the
peasantry as a whole, because ONE
of its chief aims was to complete the
bourgeois democratic revolution. The
peasantry as a whole supported the
revolution because they wanted land-
lords to go, because they wanted peace.
But the March revolution was also
carried out with the support of the
peasantry as a whole. Where then
lies the difference between the two ?
According to Roy the difference lies
in the replacement of the leadership
of the imbecile bourgeois democrat
Kerensky who failed to give land to
the peasants and stop war, by the
leadership of the “Jacobians’’ presuma-
bly the Bolsheviks plus left social
revolutionaries. In other words, Roy’s
‘thesis’ would amount to this: that
THE CHIEF AIM of the November
Revolution was the completion of the
bourgeois revolution and it was carried
through with the support of the pea-

- REVISIONIST ROY—III

By Bholanath Bhoumik)

santry as a whole and resulted in a
state which was the revolutionary
alliance of the workers and peasants

and mnot the dictatorship of one
class.

Not An Original Thesis

This “Thesis” of Roy is not an
original one. It appears to have been
put forward by some comrades in
Russia in 1917. Stalin has polemised
against this in an essay entitled ‘“Three
basic slogans on the peasant question”
(Leninism part I, American Edition)
Stalin tells us that the whole peasantry
supported the proletariat only inas-
much as it completed the bourgeois
revolution; but the November Revolu-
tion had other points on its agenda
which went beyond the confines of the
bourgeois revolution. That is why
Stalin raises the following questions.

“How can you assert that the Kulaks
(who of course are also peasants) could
support the overthrow of the bour-
geoisie and the transfer of power to the
proletariat? How can it be denied that
the decree on the nationalisation of
the land, the abolition of property in
land, the prohibition of the purchase
and sale jof land etc., in spite of the
fact that it cannot be regarded as a
socialist decree, was carried out by us
in struggle against the Kulaks, and not
in alliance with them? How can it be
asserted that the Kulaks (who are also
peasants) could support the decrees of
the Soviet power regarding the expro-
priation of :mills and factories, railways,
banks, etc. or the slogan- of the prole-
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The poor  peasantry has live
(family ties) with the indust 1

tariat in the city. In fact the

worker in the city today

peasant of  yesterday.

reason why this section of the peasa.n Ty
is capable of forming a homo;

class uniting with the proletariat;

is why this unity ean become the bas
of the dictatorship of the proletariat as
in Russia. The richer sections of the
peasantry (the Kulaks) though they
may sympathise with the sentiments
of the peasantry as a whole against’
the big land-lords, will always support
the bourgeoisie because they -
selyes are linked up with rural

The middle sections vacillate until the
decisive victory is won either by the
proletariat or by the bourgeoisie. But
the bourgeoisie will never be able to
guarantee security and a good standard -
of life to the middle peasants AS A




bou:gemsm neutra.hsed—for a
democratic re‘vo]utxon. =

~Was this also the sloga.n for the
second phase? No, it was not. In the
same place Lenin saysi—

“The p_roleta,na.t must accomplish
| the socialist revolution and in this
unite to itself the mass of semi-prole-
tarian elements of the population in
order to crush by foree the resistance
of the bourgeoisie and to paralyse the
instability of the peasantry and the
petty-bourgeoisie.” (Two Tactics 1902).

This very formula of Lenin appears
in a more concrete form when Russia
was actually on the eve of the third
revolution. Tn his April The31s, Lenin

“calls for the second stage in which the
power must pass “into the hands of the
-proletariat and the POOREST strata
of the peasantry.” In August 1937
again Lenin stressed this difference. Tn
" February and March 1917 “the fund-
amental statement of our class policy
was that only the proletariat and the
PEASANTRY can over throw the
monarchy...only the proletariat, lead-
ing the poorest peasantry (semi-prole-
tarians as our programme calls them)can
end the war with a democratic peace,
can heal its wounds, can begin to take
the absolutely necessary steps towards
‘socialism—this is the present statement
of our class policy” (quoted by Stalin.
Leninism Page 339.)

.&g'mnst the a.utocmcy, with

the Bourgeoule

Power to the Proletariat and the
POOREST pessantry Was the main

slogan which guided the Bolsheviks
* during the whole period betWeen April

and November. This little phrase of
the famous April thesis sums up a
period of  struggles—struggles which
the Bolshevik party carried out against
the vacillations of the middle peasants
within the Soviets and on the battle
fronts of the struggles against the
social-revolutionaries and the Menshe-
viks who were allying with the forces
of counter-reyolutions to isolate the
Bolsheviks. Without this struggle the
Party of the Proletariat would not
have been able to win over the
majority in the Soviets. Without this
struggle November itself would not
have been possible.

In the extremely unstable and hig-
hly revolutionary situation which
existed in Russia between April and
November, the bourgeoisie, the men-
sheviks and the social revolutionaries
were relying on a SECTION of the
peasantry to carry through their policy
of postponing the agrarian revolution,
in continuing the war. Number of
peasant Congresses were taking deci-
sions ‘‘to wait with the solution of the
agrarian question till the convocation of
the constituent Assembly.” This, Lenin
knew, was already a victory of the well-
to-do peasants who were leaning towards
the bourgeoisie. At the same time a
new phenomenon was developing and
that was ‘‘the 'deeper chasm between
the agricultural labourers and the

, poorest peasants on the one hand and

the peasant owners on the other.”
(Lenm) The peasants had already
begun to seize the land but the initia-
five in the actions was coming from
the semi proletarian sections of the
peasantry. Lenin mnot only grasped
the NEIW situation alrealy in April but
also conceived the NEW slogan which
was to transform it in favour of the
proletariat and against the bourgeoisie.




All this does n
articles. Roy, the or
not an ‘‘uncritical ad
‘Why should he fill
Tndependent journal wi
tion of the out-of-dat
Lenin? Instead he
vulgarisations. The re
gure of the land which W
after the fall of Kerensk
pares to the Jacobianism of Fre
revolution, but entirely suppresses f
new class character of this Jacobia-
nism. It was the initiative of the se:

proletarian strata of the peasantr
supported by the proletariat W
which was carrying through the pr
cess. He tells us that “the force
fighting for the ideal of socialism e
limited to a small part of the country,
while in the rest of the country the
revolution was of a predominantly
bourgeois democratic  character.” By
thig strange formulation he is sup-
pressing the tremendous activity deve-
loped by the Bolsheviks in the villages
amongst the agricultural workers and
among the poor sections of the peasan-
try- The November Revolution was
not a juxtaposition of a proletarian
revolution in the cities and an agrarian t
revolution in the countrgside as Roy at
attempts to vulgarise it. It was a pro-
cess unifying the both and the motive -
power behind it was the revolutionary
proletariat in alliance with the poorest
peasantry. It is only by ignoring this
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the socialist - revol,
consider them the
they see them as t
powerful friend, hely

All the consequences
national incitement have
The Armenians and the '
only encounters !
their hands, now live next
other and collaborate i
work. The “Jewish probl
longer a problem. Anti-semit;
sidered, using Stalin’s apt
being a survxva.l of cannibalism
is severely punished where it cceu
TInstinctively one has to think of
barbaric racial politics of Fascist G
many. But this comparison would
one-sided if we didnot at the same tim
mention that the German populwt

all the political and social advantages
of the socialist society, but have taken
over the cultivation of those national,
cultural treasures of which faseis: ¢
robbed the Reichs Glerman people. The -
works of the classical writers prohib
ted by Fascist Germany, as well as the
contemporary German  authors. a.nd
poets exiled from Germany, are ni
where studied and cultivated so zeal-
ously, nor on such a mass scaleasamong
the German population of the Soviet -
Union, especially in the schools (and
not only the German ones) of the
Soyiet Union. :
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- Nationalities that before the socialist
. revolution did not even hayeé th I
e possess  an
X V¢ ture are developing
~ their national culture, letting their
children study at the universities. The
nstr n in the elementary schools
1 in the . pupils mother tongue.
 The same applies to the universities in
same proportion asthe respective
" nationalities develop their own professor
cadres. :
Books,

Papers, Periodicals in the
native language. :
- It is well known what a devastating
. policy of Russification the Tsar pursued
among the non-Russian nationalities
who were only allowed to publish books
in exceptional cases, and then usunally
only on religious subjects.
~ A striking contrast to this is pro-
vided by the, 2,858 different books,
- 185 periodicals, and 1,969 newspapers
published in the Ukrainian language in
1935. In the same year 501-books, 9
periodicals, and 70 newspapers wWere
published in Germany.
Rise of National Art
The socialist revolution set free the
artistic talents of all the nations of the
Soviet Union. Literature, the - Art
and the Theatre reach the remotest
villages. The classics appear in
languages which hardly anyone could
* write a few yearsago. Instead of

uage. The part of Ophelia was played
with great success by the daughter of
an Usbekian agricultural labourer, the
actress Ischanturajewa.

We find an extremely rapid deve-

lopment in the spheres of economics,

culture, . social life, sport, ete.; the
mode of living, the style of living, of
the once oppressed nationalities
changed beyond all recognition.

The effects of National Emancipa-
~ tion on the Russian Nation

The rulers of the Fascist countries
attempt to persuade the people that
colonies, territorial conquests, the sub-
jogation of ‘lower’’ races and peoples
are essential, as their own people would
otherwise have no “Lebensraum” (room
to live), no raw materials, and insuffi-
cient markets for their trade. But
there are even doubts raised among
certain groups who think progressively
on other subjects in the democratic
countries, which include more or less
oppressed national minorities; is not
the emancipation, the bestowing of
complete equality of rights to the
previously oppressed nationalities too
great a sacrifice for the ruling nation ?
That is why they put the question: we
know that the emancipation of the
TUkrainian, Tschadik, Turkmentan and
other nationalities has given these
nationalities undisputable andwonder ful
achievements. But what effects has
this emancipation had on the fate of
the previously ruling Russian nation ?

We only need to 'glance at the
economic and cultural development of
the R.S.F.S.R., whose population is
mainly composed of Russians (c. 75
per cent.), at the same time basing our
argument on the complete general
statistics of the Soviet Union for 1935,
although present figures are 50—60Q
percent, higher, :
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and political prison-
some light on the
f hea.lth in Indian pnsons

bid n'reglon where the rule of Bri-
- tish® Imperialism is more autocratic,
{ more ruthless than it is outside these
- walls. Once a prisoner crosses the jail
gate, he is no longer looked upon by
the guards of British Imperialism ag
- a human being, either morally or phy-
sically. Tt is not at present possible to
narrate the gruesome story of the
veritable hells that are enclosed by the
high stone walls of the Indian prisons.
It is, however, possible to get some idea
from official data about the apalling
conditions of health which exist in the
prisons. For this purpose we have to
depend mainly upon sickness and
mortality - statistics of Indian prisons
published by the government, It
would be well to bear in mind that
although sickness and mortality are the
results of bad health, the latter may
not always lead to the former. Mcnal-
ly had aptly remarked in his brilliant
‘book Public 1li Health that “Health is
not so much a question of absence of
' disease; it is only when the balance of
the body is disturbed so far, and symp-
toms of this upset are so pronounced as
to be readily diagnosed, that there is
reached a state called by the name of a
particular-disease.”
Prison for Eight Lacs of People.

On an average about eight lacs of
people are sent to prisons every year.
About 90 per cent of them are below the
age of 40 and a majority of them come
from the cultivating and labouring

5

. classes. 60 per cent of the prisoners are

released within six months and 20 per
cent of them are released within one
year. The floating population of the
prisons is maintained at the daily
average strength of about a lac and a
half.
Prisons are Overcrowded.

The large population of prisons has
been the cause of serious overcrowding
for some years past. Of course, over-
crowding has always been a permanent
feature of Indian prisons, because the
accomodation authorised by the govern-
ment is far from being adequate even in
ordinary times. Within recent years, the
increase of crimes due to the economic
depression and the attempt of the
government to suppress the political
movement by throwing ever larger
number of people into prison have
been the chief causes of inflating the
number of jail inmates. The extent
of the oyercrowding can be judged
from the following figures for 1935:—
% excess over authorised accomodation

Province Daily Maximum on
average - = any ome day
- Punjab 46 71
Bengal =32 76
N.W.F.P. " 24 39
Assam 12 not available

Disease Infested Prisons.

The large number of prisoners who
fall sick every year isa fair index of
the bad prison conditions in India.
On an average 80 thousand sick prisoners
are admittedinto jail hospital every year.
This is more than half the number of
the daily average population of jails.
Moreover, nearly 8% thousand pri-



gives the annual nu
prisoners under these thre
Cause

Overcrowding

Bad food

Bad sanitation

Total ;

We have of course
the major diseases whic!
directly traced to the cam
given here. They account for 3
of the total number of si

spot with regard to effects of ove

ding and bad food. In 1935 Bé‘qgﬁl :

alone was responsible for 58% of th
_total influenza cases, 52% of the tc
diarrhoea cases and 819 of the total
dysentery cases in the Indian prisons.
The conditions are getting worse every
year in Bengal, as may be seen from
the following table of hospital admis-
sion rates per 1,000 of average daily
jail population of Bengal:— i

1932 1933 1934 1935  y;
Influenza 1065 107 CHAGEELLS

Dysentery & :
Diarrhoea 118 . 121~ 1297 139
The main cause of sickness in pri-
sons is malaria. Nearly 20 thousand
prisoners suffer from malaria every

mainly due t
éql'-»assisvta ce,




_‘ exa.mme this point
le. In 1984 the death

waan “the ages 16 and‘ﬁﬂ hen this
- death rate is double that of the general
population for six month This clearly
shows how adversely the prison condi-
‘tions affect the ordinary man as soon
as he is put be‘hmé bars.

number of pnsoners dza

; nia  and

" Let us compmre the pthisis deaths i m
_prisons with those in Bomba.y which
has got the worst experience of pthisis.
(i) Percentage of total deaths.

- Jails Bombay
~ Presidency
1933 15 4
11934 18 4
1935 19 4
(ii) Death rate per 1,000
Jails Bombay
City
1933 1-7 1-2
1934 29 14
19385 292, 10

Hardly any comment is necessary
on the apalling prison conditions which
can lead to such high incidence of
pth151s compared to the worst provmce

.in India. Hvery year about 800 pri.
soners suffer from pthisis and nearly
one third of the pthisis patients die

 within prison  walls. It is clear
from the above tables that the
condition in prisons is becoming worse
every year. It is no wonder that the
official report says in 1935 that “this
infectious disease (pthisis) must remain
a source of anxiety to jail medical
officers.” .

An almost similar story can be told
about pneumoma, and  dysentery:
Death rates in prisons due to these
causes are almost double the provincial
rates for the general population. In some
of the proyinces, including Bengal,

THE NEW AGE
Pneumonia morimlity is increasing,
while in jo'thers dysentery mortality is
increasing. Typhoid also takes, & hea-

“vier toll inside the pnsons than out-

Slde.

. With the above mentioned fatal dis-
eases playlng hayoe within the prison
walls, it is the very he1ght of hypocricy
for the authorities to sayin their report
that “medical administration (in pri-
sons) has been maintained at a satis-
factory level of efficiency”,

Insanity Manufactured in Prisons.

. The unnatural environment of
Indian prisons and the abnormal con-
ditions of living which they provide
are bound to drive prisoners mad in
large numbers, About 130 to 150
prisoners are transferred to mental hos-
pitals every year. A still larger number
suffer from various mental diseases.
The annual rate of admission to men-
tal hospitals 'is about 100 per lac of
jail population. Compare this ‘apalling
figure with the admission rate of the
general population, which is barely 2
per lac of ‘the total adult popnlation,
and we see the prison system under
British Imperialism in all its nakedness.
The prisons in India are lLiterally manu-
facturing insane peaple year after year.

Food not Fit for Beasts.

Tt is well known that the food given
to prisoners in Indian prisons is noto-
riously bad, 'We shall, howaever, try to
show the abominable state of affairs
that still exists with regard to the jail
diets. The following table gives the

per head cost of food of prisoners in

1982-35) estimated from the reports of
the Public Health Commissioner) of
bullocks used for cultivation in the
Punjab  (estimated from a recent
government enquiry) and of workers
of Ahmedabad (estimate of the Bombay
Labour Office from 1932-35 enquiry).

Annual cost of food per head.

Prisoner Rs. 32
Bullock Rs. 43
‘Worker Rs. 58



Per head an:
Ahmed bn.a

1926 Rs. 69
1933-35 Rs. 58
Decrease 1 6%

Thus the fall in price
utmost, explain a 169 fall
of the prison diet. But the majo: f:
of the remaining 27% means tha
is an actual reduction in the stand
of the prisoner’s diet-

Andamans-Heqveh‘ or Hell 7

The Andamans have been descri
by a staunch champion of British
Imperialism as “Heaven on earth.”
Let us glance at some of the official
figures which deseribe this “heaven®.
During the period 1930-34, the mean
rate of admissions to hospltals was 738
in the Andamans as against 586 in the
Indian prisons; the mean rate of
mortality ~was 29 per 1,000 in the
Andamans as against 12 per 1,000 in
the Indian prisons. - The percentage of
prisoners released in 1934 who had lost






The Chiness Worker
Revolutionary Qomm

spread among the Hunanese
because, big rewards were
my capture, dead or alive, as
Chu Teh and other Reds. . M
Hsiang T’an, the rent from whi
had used dutmg the Great Revolution
to organise peasant insurrections in
Hunan, was confiscated by
Kuomintang. My wife and sister,
as well as the wives of my two Brothe§

and my own son, were all arrested.

My wife and younger sister Were
executed. The others were
released.

The prestige of the Red Army
increased among the peasantry, far
and wide. It even extended to my
own village, Hsiang T’an ; for I heard
the tale that the local peasants believed
I would be soon returning to my
native home, and when one day an
airplane passed overhead they decided
it was I. They warned the man who
was then tilling my land thatT had
come back to look over my old farm
to see whether or not the trees had
been cut down. If the trees had been
cut, I would surely demand compen-
sation from Chiang Kai-Shek, they
said !

But the second attack on 'Changsha
proved to be a failure. Great reinforce-
ments had been sent to the city, and it
was heavily garrisoned; besides, new
troops were pouring into Hunan in

later

the 4

lieve that thxs Wo
possible except fo
achieved by the R
its commencems

our forces 1

mand ; the

Li Llsan line; and the
Party over the anti-B
and active counter-re ol
within the Red s,r’my
distriets. :

After a respite of only four
Nanking launched its sec
under the supreme commas

Ying-Ching, the ptesent






from behind forts, 3 )
advances, fully covered by air

In this period, we = mad
important errors. The first was the
failure to unite with Tsai Ting:
army in 1933, during the Fau
rebellion. The second was the adoptio
of the erroneous strategy of sim
defence, abandoning our former C
of manoeuver. It was a seriousm s
to meet the vastly superior Nankin,
forces in positional warfare, at which
the Red army was neither technical
nor spiritually at its best.

As g result of these mistakes,
the new tactics and strategy of Chiang’s
campaign, combined with the over-
whelming numerical and techmical
superiority of the Kuomintang forces,
the Red army was obliged in 1934, to
seek to change the conditions of its
existence in Kiangsi, which were
rapidly becoming more unfavourable.
The national political situation, also,
influenced the deeision to move the
scene of operations to the Northwest.
Following Japan’s invasion of Man-
churia and Shanghai, the (Chinese)
Soviet Government had, as early as
February, 1932, formally declared war
on Japan. This declaration, which
could not, of course, be made effective;
due to the blockade and encirclement .
of Soviet China by the Kuomintang ai




~ democratic government in China.

. imperialism,

is necessary
front, and it is also
establish a thorough .
- My
work and my objectives, like the work
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 Itis difficult fora book to be both
! yituperative and dull, yet Trotsky’s
" Iatest work (“The Revolution Betra-
e ‘g‘ed,]!’
Doran)has sacceeded in being both. One

_ plods through its pages with boredom
‘touched with exasperation.

~ become of the brilliance that once
made Trotsky’s pen a shining _dagger?

her - the . power nor knowledge.
cory has blunted his words and
his will, he knows it.

/ faces a difficult dilomma.
‘to admire the Soviet

(Anfm ].;ouise Strong)

by Leon Trotsky, Doubleday .

o will to destroy is still there, but.

n from 1917 to 1923, when

Red army, hereafter must be devoted
toward the achievement of this end.

The United Front has already been
‘achieved and the United ‘Chinese
Nationalist Army has taken the field
against the Japanese invaders. B.D.]

~ BOOK REVIEWS

s "Tﬁé,‘vkévolﬁtion( ;?etrayéd—-by Whom ?

———

he himself was part of it, he wishes
_mno less to denmounce its later phases.
e starts with a real revolution in
which workers had power and wiclded
it fearlessly and democratically. Then
he must explain how steadily through
a decade those fearless, democratic
‘Workers who overthrew a Tsar and
Jefeated the armies of the world,
meekly yielded their independence to
ithe faction, least rich in ideas and
most burdened with mistakes” till
politics became ‘“the monopoly of an
uncontrolled  bureameracy.” It s
difficult for him to explain this. It is,

in fact, impossible.




political facts in
debatable, Ever

in goﬁernmeut bé‘ﬂf Al
of taking part and in the
vanety of their particiy

Trotsky admits
a backward country im. %
successes unexampled in
These, he says, are due not to
ordinary leadership but to the

by the revolution.”
anyone care to deny him his litt
fling at Stalin as long as he ‘admits
the successes of socialist property
In a following chapter, however, hi
qualifies this admission. By definin
socialists as “Soviet” forms of property‘
on a basis of American technigue, he ¢
comes to the conclusion, or did he -
know it already?—that what exists
in the USSR is not socialism, since its
technique and productivity is mfenot
to that of America.

“The Soviet Union,” he sa.ys,
“is a contradictory society h&lfway
between capitalism and  socialism.”
The productive forcesin it are still
inadequate for socialism. ‘'‘The social
revolution, betrayed by the ruling
party, still exists in property relations
and in the consciousness of the masses.”
Where else, one wonders; should it
or could it exist? But if the workers
really want to go forward to socialism,
they will have to ‘overthrow” the
bureaucracy.” This, of course, is the
crux of the situation. Trotsky does



emost capitalist
 and living standard:
G g Molotov as proo!
| concludes that it wil}
|- historical epoch" a.nd

lism. Molotov
lea.ders deduce

at bureaucracy exists
.8.8.R.; Stalin says so too-
alin and the other Soviet leaders
‘the masses to take constant part
i exposnng and cleaning out bureau-
-crats; - Stalin praises the secret ballot
asa “whip in the hands of the _popula-
tion. a.gmnst organs of government that
work badly’’, Trotsky sneers at this
admission by Stalin that any govern-
'ment organs work ba.dly “A remark-
‘able confession! And in a socialist

. state,”” hejeers. Then he proceeds to
id‘en't_ify; the “‘bureancracy” with the
whole of the civil service and calls for

a revolution to overthrow it.

All of his criticism is designedly des-
tructive. His pringiple is: attack Stalin,
‘whatever he does. He attacks the Soviet
leaders for not imposing industrializa-

. ‘tion in 1923, when war-=ruined factories
“were not yet repaired; he attacks them
no less for adopting in. 1928 the rapid
_ industrialization of the Five Year Plan.
. He denounces Stalin for permitting the
" Kulak to live in 1933, when kulak
grain, furnished the city’s food; he
denounces him equally for the “blind,
- yiolent and gambling methods whereby
collectivization = was finally = carried
through in a later period when the
. time was ripe. He attacks the low
. productivity of labour which prevents
socialism from existing ; but he betrays
 even more the Stakhanovites who are
raising  production, as}li¢humiliating
measures of a backward capita.lism.”
. The purpose of the bookis, in fact,
unconcealed. Its goal is “to cause

doubts and eyoke distrust” of the pre-

‘the workers of the world,
_excerpts are being distribute

" their ideology and we are

sent leaaarshxp in the USSB. a.mong

 Already
d n free
pamphlets by fascists in Austria as “an

exposure of the social and moral

bankruptey  of Marxism.” Trotsky
knew that this use would be made of

. his book; he says so in  his final page.

Does one need then his characteriza-
tion of Kirov as¢‘a clever, unscrupulous
Leningrand dictator,” or his allusion
to the assassination as ‘‘an act of high
significance,”” a symptom which fore-

- tells the beginning of an open political

crisis” to underline Trotsky’s conscious
alliance with fascism in attacking the
USSR? °

“The National Front”

A~ Marxist Leninist ~ Weekly
Published from , Bombay (dnnual
Subscription. Bs 4[- Single copy: One
Anna) e

In the midst of a motley of
weeklies of all sorts itis gratifying to
have a really authoritative weekly
paper  voicing the opinion of the
Marxists in our country. The Editorial
board which consists of well known
communists in this country should
ensure the correct interprotation of all
events from the Marxist leninist angle.
‘We are sure that this weekly will be
able to remove the lot of misconception
and confusion that is prevalent in this
country abont the communists and
sure that
it will give an effective reply to the
slanders against the Soviet unicn which
are becoming g fashion amongst
certain socialist elements in this
country...According to the Editors
“The National Front is pledged to
work for the Unity of,.the ‘entire left,”
to develop the independent class organi-
sations of kae{‘s ‘and peasants and to
preserve the rumity of the National
Front and the National Congress is
the two fold task of the left today. In
the process of reahsmg this unity of
thought and &Ctloﬁ},ﬁﬂ united front will
have to be forged., lea&mg. itely.
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READ
THE NATIONAL FRONT.

A Mirx_is_g%Leninist Weekly Published at
(62, E. Girgaon Road) Bombay.
NATIONAL FRONT
tands to unite the popular forces’ of our
try in an uncompromsing mass struggle against
pctlall§m for INDEPENDENCE and for a truly
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