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Comintern and Communism in India: A Review

]. Comintern aıü tlu Peiodizaıbn of Coırıııuııist Movement in lııdia

In üe hisory of üe communist movement in India üıe Comintern occupies a place of crırcial importarıce. Since
is foundaıion, üe CommunistParty of India (CPD formulated is poliücal sraegies by closely intoacting wiıiı
üe Comintem. It would be naive, however, o auribute the floıırishing of commıuıist ideas in India and the
advancement of the CPI o mechanical ıEspoıüıes o the directives of the Third Interııational. The interaction, at
times quite complex, was largely üıe effect of nı,o facors. r) From is inception, üe colonial qınsüon and üıe
p,roblems of üe revolutiorıary moyement in India engaged üıe ateııtion of the comint€rıı in all is congıesses
and ECCI Plenums. 2) With üe establistımeııt of üe first contacts between the Comintern and üe indigenoıs
communist groups operating in India in the early twenıies, üıe keen inteıest eviııced by üıe lauer in the activiües
of the Third Interrıatioal fiırthgıed thğ liı,ks betıyeen üe CPI aııd Corııintern in the years thaı followed.

As we know, the Comintern witıessed maja stıifts in its perception of the colonial çıestion at differ€nt
poins of time, and a possible paiodization of üe communist moveınent in India vis-a-vis üese changes may
accoıdingly be made. Phaso one: the period of thc anü-impeıialisı unitpd front, l9|9-LY27. Phase two: the period
of left-sectarianism,lY28-|9Y. Ptıase tiıreg the period of the united frotıt, 1935-1940. Ptıass foıır: the period
of üe people's war, 1941-1943. This periodization, howeyer, requires a brief explanaıion.

In is early years, ıhe Comintern was bımdly guided in iıs understanding of üe colonial question by
Lenin's Colonial These§, which, with some minor modificaiions, had been adoıpted as üıe key document by üe
Second Congıess in 1920.I$in'§ apporch emphasized üe imporaııce of building ııp a united arıti-imperialist
front comprising natiorıalisa as well as çommıuıistş without, however, minimizing the necessity of building up
communist parties in üe colonies. It was primarily this straıegy which was carried on up to üe Fifth Congıess
in 1924,. The communisıs in India weıe accordineİy advised ıo build up üe bıoadest possible anti-iınperialis
front against British imperialisn, by associıing with the Indian Naıional Congrcss, the main poliücal foıce
repesenting Irıdian nationalisn. After lğin's decü and following the rise 6f §telin, left-sectgiaııism gradııally
begaıı o creep in üe Comintern's ıırıdcısıanding of üe colonial gııestiorı, and dııring üıe Sixüı Coıgress in 1928
a decisive stratogy change tmk place, the implication of which was that nationalism in the colonies had become
virnıally a şpent fgce and ıhaı üe anü-imperialist movement henceforü woııld have o be waged under üe
leaderstıip of üe party of üe pıoleariaı In the case of lııdia üis meaııt a break with the nationalist fgçes and
a drive oward revolutionary struggle ıındeı üe leaderstıip of üıe newly formed Commuııist Paıty. By 1935,
however, it became evident that the potentiality of nationalism had not been exhaıısted, nor had the CPI be€rı
able ıo esıablish itself as a hegemonic fgce in India ivIoreov€r, üe rise of fascism in Germany in üıe early
üiıties called for the unity of all aııti-fascist forces. Consequenüy, üe §evenü Congıess held in 1935 witnessed
a break wiüı the line thaı had been adopted aı the Siıü Congress and called for a united front srarcgy, which,
in regaıd to üe colonies, meanı a reversion o üe pre-Sixü Congıess perid. Fo the CPI this implied forging
a united front with the Congress as well as building up the mass base of üe Party by mobilizing üe wukers
and peasants in üe anti-British struggle. This stıategy, howev€tr, was again jolted in Iııdia as well as colonial
coımtries, afor the outbreak of the Second World War in 1939. The Comintern interpreted it as an imperialist
war. However, when Hiüer invaded the Soviet Union on 22lwıe 1941, the Comintern now stated thaı the
"imperialist war" had been raıısformed into a "p@ple's waı", üereby exhorting all communist parties to rise
up to ttıe defense of the USSR by lending supıpoıt to the arıti-Hitler coaliüon, i.e. imperialist counties of üıe
West togeüer wiü the Soviet Union. Fo üe Indiarı communists this meant viıtıal suşension of anti_imperialist
strugglas and lending support to the Briüsh war efforts. This strategy led to üe final break of the CPI wiü ttıe
Congress in |942, when, wiü the commencement of ıhe "Quit Lndia" movement launched by üe Congress, the
anti-British sruggle reached a new height. The CPI opposed üe movement on üıe plea üat üis would weaken
Briüsh war efforts.

2,Identifying tlıe Basic /ssues

This overview of üe Comintern's perception of üe colonial question raises certain basic issues relaüng to üıe
communist, movement in India vis-a-vis ıhe Third Intemational. These may be broadly identified as follows: l)
The Communist Party of India as we know, was iniüally formed by some emiEö revolutionaries led by

\

TÜ
ST

AV
 

TÜ
RK

İY
E 

SO
SY

AL
 T

AR
İH

 A
RA

ŞT
IR

M
A 

VA
K

FI



;

ı
}vlanabendra Nath Roy at Tashkent in lg?n, while in India, üe Party was formed at Kanpıır in 1925 by a number
of communist goups working inside the country. In the early twenties, Roy was thereby üe spokesman of üe
Comintern with regard to matters relating ıo lrıdı4 and he operated from abroad" The question is how he effected
the coordination between the indigerıous communist moyement in India and the Comintcrn. 2) Were üe shiffs
in üe Comintern's §trategy at differentperiods accepted mechanically and followed blindly by the CPI? 3) what
precisely were üe means of uııderground contact between üe Comintern and the CPI throughout? What role,
in this connection, was played by the Comintern emmissaries? 4) How was the conıact between Comintern and
the communist movement in India viewed by üe British Government? 5) Can it be argued that the Comintern's
contribution !o üe development of the communist movement in India was broadly positive, nonrithsOanding
negative aspects at c€rtain poins of time? When reviewing üe interaction between the Comintern uıd
communism in India over a pğiod of about two decades, üese questions demand carefrıl consideration.

3. A Note on Sources

For a reseaıcher interested in this subİrct, the most importaııt souıcıes are the original documeııts of the perioğ
an impessive collecüon of which is o be fouıd in the Central Party Aıchives, Ajoy Bhavan, Communist Party
of lrıdia New Delhi. Also importaııt is the very rich collcction of the Privato Papers of Pııran Chandra Joshi at
P.C. Joshi Aıchives, Jarııüarlal Nebnı University, New Delhl Extreınely valııable aıc üe tiırçe confidential
reports prepared by üe Briüsh intelligeııce aııiıqiüe.ş in Indıa, which have now been published. Ttpse reorts
were prepared at differenı times by Cecil IQy, David Petrie aıd Horace Williamson.ı Two ııolumes, contııining
selectiorıs from confıdenüal 6les of the Governmeııt of India reluing to communist acüvities dııring üis period,
are also quite useful.2 Almost invalııable arç üe recoıds of üe Meeruı Conşiracy Case,l which contain most
of the seized documens of the erly period-

The most systetrıatic collection of primary soıırce mat€rials of üıe period between 1919 and 1928 is now
available in a multivolume though incompletc series, edited on behalf of üe CPI by the late Gangadhar
Adhikari.' Two selectiorıs conaining documens relating o üe Comintern and CPI dııring the phase of üıe
"peoıple's war" are quite usefulJ

The official joıırnals of üıe Comintern and CPI consütute anothcr very importaııt §oıırce. The fıles of
Inprecor andCoırımuııisı Inıcrııoioıul aıe available at the Netıru Memorial Muscum and Lib,rry, New Delhi;
üis Library atso has üe holdingsof Vangııard,Advance Gııard,andMasses of lııdia,origjınlly pııblisiıedabrmd
by M.N. Roy, as well as Nabıul Front and Pcople's War, ühe orgaııs of the CPI in the thirties and foties,
reşectively. Also useful aıc üıe files of Labow MoııIıiy, published throughout this paiod by Rajani Patme Duu
London. They are available aı the School of Interııational Suıdies, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi.

For auıhentic infamation about üıis period it is dso helpfrıl o go throııgh the meınoin of sııch

ı Cecil [Caye, Commuııism h lıüia. Wilh Unpülislud Documents from the National Archives of India
(1919-24), ed. by Subodh Roy (Calcutia, 1971); David Petrie, Coııımunism in lııdia: 1924-27, ed. by
iviahadeçrasad Saha (Calcutta, 1972): Horu,e Williamson, India aııd Coııııruınism, ed. by lvtaiıadevprasad
(Calcutıa, 1976).

2 Subodh Roy (ed.), Coıınıııııişm in lııdia: ınpııblislwd docııments 1925-1934 (Calcutta, 1980), and
Communism in India: unpııblislwd docııments 1935-1945 (2nd edition, Calcutta, 198$.

3 Meerut..Sesşıons Court. Proceedings of thc Meerut Conspiracy Case, || vols. (MeeruL |929).

a The series is entitled G. Adhikari (et.), Docıanents of the History of the Communist Party of India,Yol
I: |9|'7-1922 §ew Delhi, 1971) [hereafter, Adhikari, DHCPI, t]; Vol. I|: |923-|925 (New Delhi, 1974)

[hereafter, Adhikari, DHCPI, [; Vol. III A: 1926 §ew Delhi, 1978); Vol. IIIB: |V27 §ew Delhi, 1979)

[hereafter, Adhikari, DHCPI,III B]; vol. I[ C: 1928 (New Dethi, 1982) [hereafter, Adhikari, DHCPI, n C].

'G. Adhikari (d.),FromPeace Fronı to People'sWar (2nü enlargededition, Bombay, 1944); P.
Bandhu and T.G. Jacob (eds.), War and National Liberation. CPI Documenıs: 1939-]945 O{ew Delhi, 1988).
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prcminent funcüonaries of the CPI as Mıızaffar Aiımad6 and Philip Spran7 The reminiscerpes of Michael
Carriu t a high-rarüing British civil servanı who maintained clandestine links between üe CPI and üıe Com-
munist Pany of Great Britain (CPGB) in üıe forties, are also useful in this regaıü

4. Cominıern aııd ılw Forınation of ılv Coırımıaıisı Party in ]920

Any mearıingful suıdy involving üe Cominterrı and üe gıowü of communist move,rnent in India should take
üe ecorıomic stanıs of India in üe nrenties as poinı of depaıtıre.g To be very pııcise, until the First World
War, lndia was exploited by Briain at a §oıırge of raw materials and a markeı for British gmds. India remaiııed
primarily a peasarıt-dominated eoonomy and the level of indusrialization was extremely low. However, as üe
war progıessed, üıeıe was a uaıısient shift in Britain's asirıdo ıowaıd the indısuializaıim of lııdia Prompted
by üıe considgation of war (Le., üe ncessity of step,ping up iııdustrial production in üıe Asian sector, üe
tempcary inabilıty of Briain b supply the Indian mtrket wiü manufactııred goods and the emergence of Japaıı
as a rival, etc.), the Briüsh Govtrnmenı in 1916 agıeed o the inroduction of a protectiye üariff systerı, aııd the
Indian induries temporarily goıa booster. The paıern of industialization was, however, quite sigıificanC only
a few workers werc Fgagcd in poduaiınoıicnıcd heavy inüısries (i.e., tranşoç meıallıırgy, building), while
the indıstiş ıhat really floıırisbd werc Eıtiic, coum and jua. In oüer woıdş the so<alled iııdusnialization
had not raıısformed üe basic chracter of India as a pıedomiıuııüy agrarian colony. Moreover, when aı the end
of üıe war an all-round crisis of Bıitish iıüı§try acurrç4 followed by the gıeaı Geırral Strike, ü led to
correşonding cıırtailmenı of whaıercr ıiulc indııstrializaıion had been encoııraged in lndia earüer. This was
evident in ıhe almost complete stoppage of the inflow of Briüsh capital to India and üe ğ,suing deflatiqı of
Indian currency, which now severely hiı üe Indian industries. ln oüıer words, üe Briti§ı policy of
indısrialization waıı e$ı€ntially tailccd o üe inteıeso of British capiıal, and India reınained a bacJcrvaıd,
peasaİıt{ominaıed econqny ıınder üe nırclage of Briüstı colorıial domination.

It was against üıis barigıoıınd, in üıe 1920s, that üe formation of üe coınrııuıist movement in India
took stıape uıd üe fir* coırts wiü üe Comintern were established- The vicory of the Ocober Revolution
in Rı,g§ia was üe main in§piratbn motivating a nıımber of rpvolutionaries o follow a new path in üeir efforts
to overıhıow Briüsh dominııion of India Their§ would be diffeıent from üe paths of conventional tornri§m,
or the nıtioııal rçfarıism ıııanifat in the idcobgy of the Congıess, which was üıe mo§t influcntial natiğıalist
paıty in üe counry. Meaııwhile, wiü ıhe formation of the Comintern in 1919 in a lvlaııifeso adıessed to üe
'holetariat of üıe wholc world", ıbe colonial qııestion highlighted wiü üe aıguncnt thaq with the natiorıal
liberation movement in ıhe cobnbs incıeasingly assuming a social ctıarrter aııd the advent of prcleıarian
dictaıorstıip in Eıırrye, the übeıatod colonies would soon get all assisance ft,oaı socialist Eıırqe.ıo

The emergeırce of lhc commımist movcmeııt in India was manifest in the rctivities of foıır principal
group§. The first gıoup compiscd naıioııalist revolutioııaries üke Vireııdranaüı Chauopadhyaya, Mohamınad
Barakaıullah, ivtaııduyam Praliwadi Bhayınlrır Tirııınal Achary4 Roy aııd Abaninath Mıüiıerji. Coming froııı
enlightened middle ç|6gs fanili€§, they were, in üeir early years, militant natimalists fired by a revolutioııary
zealıo overıhıow Briüsh inperialisn. In üe period of the First Wald War, üey went abroad, became deeply
influenced by üıe October Revolution, and came ıo espoııse communism. For intellecoals such as Chauo

6 Muzaffar Ahmad, Coırıınaııüt Party of lıüia. Years of Fortution: 1921-1933 (Calcutı& L959),Ttn
Communisı Parry of India aıü iıs Forıııaıion abroad (Calcuua |962), and Myself aııd ılu Communist Party
of lııdia: 1920-1n9 (Calcuua, 1970).

7 Philip Spratt,Biowing up India: Reminiscences and Reflecıions of aformer Cominıern Emissuy
(Calcuta, 1955).

8 Michael Carritt, A Mole in the Crown (Calcutta 1986).

9 For an exposition of üe problem, see üe secüon enıitled "India" in Communist Pany of Great Britain,
The Commuııisı Interıational between ılu Fifıh and Sixth World Congresses: ]924-1928 (London, 1928), pp.
4&4«.
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a
padhyaya, Barakatullah and Roy, perhap§ marxism had an added auracüon. The second gıoup consisted of men
like Mohammad Ali Sepassi, Abdul lvtajid uıd Shaııkaı Usmani, who were represenuıives of the Pan_Islamic
KhilSat arıd, more particularly, of. ttıe Hijraı movemenlıı These movements were boü primarily religious in
orientaı,ion, but differpd in one ıespecü while the Khilafat movement made common cauıe wittı üe Indian
Natiorıal Congıess o fıght Briüsh Rule, üe iiğiaı movement, dissatisfied wiü the Congress prograınme of non_
violent non-cooperation, gaye a call to Muslim youü o go to Ttııtey to join Kemal Pacha's army in its fight
agairst Briti§h imperialism. This appeal illicited a tremendous response from noı only dissatisfieğ landless
peasan§ aıd shopkeepers of üıe Pmjab, but a subsıaıııial group of Muslim intellecnıals as well The latter, when
they went abroad, became radicatized under the influence of the Russian Revolution. A third group emerged in
|922, when some of the natioıııliso of the erstrvhile Ghadar [Revolution] Party, revived in üe post-war period
by Rattan Singh and Santokiı SingtL established contrct with the Comintern. Finally, a number of communist
grcup§ emerged which, disillıısioned witiı Gaııdhi's poücy of non-violeııce and aware of the importaııce of
communist ideology ttırough experiuıce in organizing the workers' and peasans' struggle, also fcgcd lirüs wiü
the Comintern. They were Shripaı Amrit Dange in Bombay, Singaıavelu Cheaig in }fadras, Muzaffar Ahmad
in Calcuna arıdttrc Inqülzö lRevolution] gFoup in Iıiıoıe. The last gıoup, significanüy, had iıs roots enreııched
in the movemerıts of the oppıressed classes in differerıt regions of the country in the real seııse of the terırı. tn
L925 ılny will play a key role in foıınding üe Communist Party on Iııdian soil At üıe moment, however, Roy,
operating ftom üroad, was the pincipal coadiııaıg of üıe acüvities of üıese gıoııps aııd, eventııally, the primry
link betweeıı the comintern aıd the emb,rymic communist move,ment in India"

Alüough until 1922 thc commıınist gıoups operaıing in lndia had virtnlly no informaıion about üıe
Third Intemational, in lY20 ü the Comintcrn's Secqıd Congress, Roy had engaged himself in üıe well-tnown
debate with Leııin regaıding üe srategy of rovoluüoııary strtıgges in colonies such as Indie oıı üe basis of all
the original documeıııs ıpw aııailablgız thc fo[owing can be corıteııdeü lJnin, in his Draft Theses on üe
colonial quesüon, was pleading fc tip esablistıment of a united anti-imperialist ftğıt in üe colonies by bringing
witiıin is fold boıırgeois rıatig,atisı§ as well as communisr, who would peserve a distinct idenüty; Roy opposed
this lirıe in his Draft Supplcmenary Thescs, arnıing that nationalism, in colonies such as India where
indıısrialization had sufficiuıtly p,rogıessed" was a §pent foce, and that such countries were ıeady for a
proletarian revolution under ıhe leadership of üıe communi§t Frty. knin, while acluıowtedgng the importance
of building ııp the prty, contcsıed Roy's idca thal capitatism had developed in coıııties whcre peasans
domiııated. He emphasizıd the impctance of sreııgüıening non-party mass oganisations, i.e., soviets in the§o

countries.
Since üe Secgıd Congıess eveııuıally adated bottı the Theses with some modifications following

debates in the colonial comınission, it is commonly beüeved üat this indicated lınin's compromise wiü Roy.ı3
Howevef,, on üe basis of resegch ino üe archival materials of this period cğried out by üıe late Soviet scholar
A.B. Reznikot'1 it has now been established thaı this notion is rpt at all corr€cğ while l*ııin's Draft tıad been

accçted with some minor modifıcations, Roy'§ Dılaft in is original form had been drastically ameııded by lrnin
in üe colonial comınission, 8ııd ıhen suitably dter€d §o a§ ıo make it agıeeble with Lenin's Theses, aııd it was
this amended veniorı of üıe Draft which was adopted by the Congress along wiüı lJııin's daumenı The
aftermath of üıe Second Congress şritnessed the formation of a Communist Party of India" at Tastıkent in Soüet
Russia on 17 Ocıober 1920, on the initiative of Roy. It was constituted by seven emigr6 revolutiorıaries, notably
A. Mukherji, Mohammad Ali (Ahmed llasaıı), and Evelyn Trent-Roy, wiü MP.B.T. Achrya as Chairman and

|| The Khilafa, movement was originally inşired by the idea of the restoration of the Klaıfa (Sultanate)

of Turkey. Hirjat mearıs: going ino exile to escape reügioıs persecuüon.

|z lbid., pp. 178-194, 198-205.

" See, for instance, Sibrıarayan Roy (ed), Selecıed Works of MN. Roy, Vol. Iı |9L7-I922 (Delhi, 1987),
pp.20-12|.

ta The photostat copies of I*nin's alteration of Roy's Draft have been reproduced in Adhikari, DHCPI,L
pp. |13-177. For a detailed accounı, see A.B. Reznikov, "V.I.l,enin o problemakh na§ional'no-osvobodi-
tel'nogo i kommunisticheskogo dvizheniya na Vostoke", Narody Azii i Afriki, 6 (|974), pp. 45-56. For an ac-
count in English, see A. Reznikov, The Comiruern and tlu East. Strategy and Tactics in the Naıional
Liberation Movement (Moscow, 1984), pp. 6L-'72.
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a
M.N. Roy as Secretary.'s

5. Early Contacıs betwccn ılıc Cominurn aııd ıln Comıruınist Groups in lııdia

Following üıe formation of üe Communist Party in 1920, Roy now stepp€d up effors ıo establistı contıEt wiü
the commıuıist goııp§ operating in Indi& His objectives weıp !o kee,p üıe Comintern informed of the Indian
siıııation and to familiarize the Indian communists wiü Comintern guidelines. Deşite rescrııatioıu aboııı üe anti-
imperialist fronı srarcgy fgrııılated by Iınin at üıe Second Congress, Roy accepted it in principle, aııi broadly
popularized it wiü ıegğd to India in a series of articles publMed throughout l92l n Inprecor, Vaııgııard and
Advance. These weıe followed by a lvIanifeso addıessed o üıe thirty-sixü session of üe Indiarı National
Congress at Aiımedabad in Deccnber 1921 and §igp€d by Roy aıui Mukherji.ı6'Ihis, iııcidenally, was the first
document of Roy o have rcached India ti,ıoııgh Ndini Gupta, who had esabüsiı€d contact wiü Roy upon his
anival in Moscow in 192l wiüı a group of Indian revolutionairies. In ıhis lvtaııifesto, Roy urged the Congress
to radicalize its prograrıme ard step up contact wiüı the toiling ınas§es. This was followed by the adoption of
a Resolution on üe Orieııt Quesüonı7 by üe ECCI in 1922, signifrcaııt as oııe of the earüest directives of üe
Comintern o üıe Wesı Eııropean communig parties to extend suppğt o the naıional ıevolutionary movements
in üe colonial coııntrics, particıürly Indie and Eg:pı

While üe Thiıd Congıess in l92t did not discııss the colonial question as srıch, üıe eve of üıe
Comintern's Foıırü Coııgıess iı lY22 witness€d a sigıificaııt uıın in Roy's contact with üe commıınist gıoups
operating in India. Following thc d€ctine of the naıionıli§t struggle in India, which resulted from Gandhi's
wiüdrawal of üıe non+ooperatiıın movenı€nt, worting-class leaders liie Dange in Bombay and Cheaiar in
lviadıas had started ıo serioısly reconsider the fgmation of a genuiırc socialist party which woııld wort iııside
the Congress, aiming to ı€si,apo is prcgramne in a radical and mititant diıectio. In fact, since Augısı 1922,
Dange had started publishing Socialist, üe first }yirıi$ Furnal in India where this altcrnative peıspecüve was
outliıpd. Roy had dso beeıı thiııking almg this liııe, and they became close tiıroııgh quite exıerısive, yet s€cıEt,
correşondence. Roy was üle o esıablish direct conact with üe lead€rs of the foıır communist groııps operating
in lrdi4 rıarcly Dange in Bombay. Ahınad in Calcrır4 Cheaiar in iyiadıas arıd Hussain in Iıtıoe, thıough
Charlcs AshleiglL a British cgnmunisı tlc had secıetly been sent to tndis to invito üen to the fctiıcoming
Fourttı Comintcrn Congıcss.

Ttıe Ashleigh visiı failed" Aport from Roy, however, foıır lndian emigrğ revolutimaries did utend üe
Foıırth Congıess: Ranaı Singh, Sontokh Singh, Nalini Gupta aııd tvtasood Ali Sbah. The main docıınıent adopted
by ıhe Congıess was üe nThesos on üıe Eastcrn Question", which broadly ıeiorated üe straagic formulation
of the Second Congıess wiıh regaıd o üe colonial qrrcstion, while noting the weaiııess, vacilliations and
reformism of üe boıırgeois naıioııalist foıces in colmial counries.

The aformaüı of the Fourtiı Congıess is of special sigııifıcaııce in understanding the growing imporaııce
of the Comintem for commuııist movement in India. AdhiLri's stııdt'8 of police ı€cords and other documents
of üis period has rıow esıablished üe fact that Roy at ıhaı time agin apprmched üe foıır communist goups
in India, prqosing a joinı conf€r€ııce in Berlin under üe aıspices of üıe Comintern. The objecüves would be
to form a communisı party nırcleus o cmrdinate üeir ıespecıive activities and to set up a left-wing mass party
inside üe Congıess to radicalize the |auer. The lııdian communist gıoups corsideıed this idea o be
impracticable, and üe plan was droped.

Of üe foıır commıuıist lcadcrs in lıdi4 Ghulam Hussain of Latıore took üe initicivc in proposing a
conference in Locknow in June L923, tD form a left-wing mass party based on the ideas of Roy, Dange and
Chettiar. Significant is üat Roy sent a Memoraııdum on behalf 9f ülg Factern Bııreau of üe Comintern and a
letter of üe ECCI dated 14 June 1923 extending full support ıo what was described as the inaugrııal conference

15 For üe documents of the Tashkent Conference, see Adhikari, DHCPI,I, pp. 230-233.

'6 lbid., pp. 341_354.

|7 lbid,, p.424.

|8 lbid,, pp. 523-527.
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of üe Workers' and Peasarıts' Ebrty of India (WPD.ıg The conferenco uttimatety could not take p|ace, siırce
most of üe leaders were arrested by üe Briüsh Goverrıment in lvlay-June 1923 and impücated in üe Karıpııı
Bolshevik Conspiracy case. The lauer had osteısibly been launched on the grounds üu üe arrested leaders were
mainaining secreı contact with üe Cominterrı through Roy, and thaı the WPP was going o be formed with the
ultimate objecüve of overtiııowing Briüstı rule in order to furttıer üe cause of communi$n in Indi& As Adhikari
has pointed out, üıe importaııt point o be ııoted in ıhis context is üat it was üıe Comintem and is ünr§ wiü
the communi§t gloups in India which was üıe caııse of major concern to the British aıııiıoriües, not the idea of
the WPP which, in fact, had not yet been formed. This becomes particularly evident, if one considers the facts
presented as main evidence fc üıe alleged conşiracy: intercçted leners of Afunad, Dange and oüıers, and the
fact üat Nalini Gupta was the main tink betweeıı the communist groups in tndia aııd Roy.a

Alüough no communist paıty had yet been forma[y estabüshed in India, it is clear that the British
authorities were ıaking no chances wiıh ıegaıd o üıe poıential üıreat posed by gıoups mainaining clandestine
links wiü the comintern.

6. Cominlern aııd Coııanıııism in India between ılıc Fifıh aııd tlıc Siıh Congress

Meaııwhile üe Fifıh Comintern Congıess took ptace in the wake of Leııin's death, arıd Roy and Mohammad Ali
Sepassi, an emigıĞ revolutioııary, aüğnded üıe Congıess reprıeserıting India. In the Congress, üe Indian question
acquired a new dimension, as evidsnı in tiıe debate betwecıı Dimitri lr4anuilsky arıd Roy: while ivianuilsky
broadly reiterated the earlier line of the Comintcrı on the colonial question, emphasizing the releraııce of üıe
Second Congıess, Roy revertedwent brck to his earüer stand on indutializatiorı, contesting the rıecessity of
building up an anü-imperialisı front in Indiı oguher wiüı nationalist forces and §tressing the importaırce of a
working class-peasaııt alliance. Roy eşecial§ criticized a Congıess resolution on the ECCI rçort, which
highlighted the need fa the comintcrn to maintain dir€ct liııl§ with üıe nationalist fcces in the East which, Roy
contended, had become §ynoııymoı§ with the foces of betrayal.a

Very sigrıiiicant, howev€r, is iııformıtion now available through Reznikof that üe Fifttı Congress
everınıally coııld not adopt any ıesoluüon on thc Eastern Qııestion, preşıınaUlv becaıısc its draft had been seııt
to Stalin, who had ĞftıiE r€s€ryations in its ı€gaıü In a way Statin was somewhaı critical of the draft's ceııral
emphasis on the idea of an anti-imperialist ftıonL and his position was ratiıer close o Roy's ıınderstaııding, in
thaı Sıatin ş,as in favoıır of eınphasizing üe comprıomising role of the mtioııalist bourgeoisie in üıe colonies,
notwithstanding is general oeeosiiim to impcrialism. He also snongly favoııred the idca of raising the issue of
prolearian hegemony in üıe libeıaıion struggle of the colonies. Thaı Stalin's position was raıtıer differenr ftom
that of the Comintern becomes particularly evident, if oııe contrasts the stand takuı by üıe Fifth Plenum of üıe
ECCI (held in rvDıch-April,1925' on India wiıh üe observations made by Sulin on India aıd the colonial
question immediaıely ıtıerçafter. The ECCI at thaı time broadly underscoed üıe strategy of fighting imperialism
by asking the commuııisns in India to build up }\ıPh as the mechanisuı for stengüeııing the anü_imperidist
front and effecting the radicalizaıion of üıe Congıess. It simultaneoıısly emphasiz«l simultaııeously the im_
portance of uniting all commımist gıoııps inıo a disciptined commıınist party. Shcply differeııt was the terıor of
Stalin's reference to lııdia in his Report o the fourteenth confererıce of üe RC"(B) on iviay 9, lY25, followed
immediately by a speech thaı he delivered ıo snıdeııts aı üe Communist University of the Toilas of üe East,
on lvtay 18, 1925. In these şeeches, Stalin puı forward the idea üıaı amoıg the nationalist boıırgeoisie in üe
colonies a şpüt tıad uken place betrveen üıe rerctioııary and revolutioııary wings. Alüough this position was not
identical to üat of Roy, who had virtually wriuen off üe role of ttıe nationaliss as a whole, it was certainly a

ı9 Adhikari, DHCPI, tr, p,p. 140_156.

n lbid., p. 285.

2ı For üis part of Roy's speech, see Sibnarayan Roy (eü), Selected Worl<s of MN. Roy, Vol. II: 1923-
1927 (Delhi, 1988), pp. 291-3M.

22 A.B. Reznikov, "The Strategy and Tacücs of the Communist International in üıe National and Colonial
Question", in R.A. Ulyanovsky (ed.), The Comintern and ıhe Eası, The Snuggle for the Leninist Sırategy and
Tacrics in National Liberation Movemenıs QVloscow, 1979), pp. 169-170.
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deparnıre from üe erstwhile straıegy pursııed by the Comintern in regaıd to üe colonies. In fact, üis new
undersunding marked üe beginrıing of üe slow dıift towards lefçsecıarianism ıhat culminaıed in üe position
adopted by üıe §ixth Congıess in 1928.

Meaııwhile, on üe initiaıive of Satyatıhakta a naıionalisı-mirıded communist who was raüıer sceptical
of fuging aııy link between üıe embryonic commıuıist moy€ment in India and the CominErn, a confereıpe was
organized in Kanpıır in Decembcr, Lg?S, to form a Communist Paıty of India by coordinating a number of
communist groups which had by this time emerged in different parts of üıe country. This conference was a
turning point in the hisory of comınunism in india, in üe sense that here on26-?3 Decemb€r 1925 the CPI was
formed on üıe lııdian soil.8 Iıs fust cenral executive commiuee was formed by repıesentaıives of all the groups
in üe country, including anong oıh€rs. Chettiar (}vladras), Mıızaffar Ahmad (Calcuna), Abdul iy{ajid (tıiıorç),
Ghate (Bombay), arıd llazrat Mohani (United Provinces). Satyabhakıa however, soon developed differeırces wittı
üe re.st of the members and left the Prty. Thi§ is how üe activities of all communist gıoups operating in India
were first cocdinaıed ard the foııııdation laid for üe beginning of CPI mass activities.

This confererıce was sigııificanı for more ıhan one realnn. To begin with, total paıgy membership could
for the first time be ascırtained and ,ıvas reported by Satyabhakta o be about 250 persons.z Al§o important
on this occasion was the adoption of a Coıstiuıtion in which üıe oganizational structııre of üe Paıty was
ouıliııed" It, was based oıı üıe principle ıhaı erch highcr commiree wotıld be electcd by ıhe rcpıe§entaüves of
üe immediately precediıg lower commi[ee, and envisaged the following paie]n: (a) cenaat executive; @)
provincial commiuees; (c) disricı commiuees; (d) oıher woking class unions as might be affiliated to it from
time to time.5

In ıhis connection ıwo quesions arise ıbaı require careful consideration. Fi§L how did the Comintern
reacı to üis sudden formaüon of üıe CPI, since a Comınıınist Party formed by Roy in 1920 had alıeady been
functioning from abrgd? Second, how did the Comintem üew the CPI in relation o üe WPPs, which it had
encouıaged as part of is strarcgy of buildig up anti-imperialist united front in lrıdia? As regards the first issue,
Adhikari, who studied the poüce records,'informs us'6 üaı Roy got rgpcts of the Karıpıır corıfeıence thıough
Jarıaki hasad Bageriıaiüı one of üe general secreıaries elected at üe meeting. In a letter to Bagerhata üted
20 }vtar§h 1926, Roy obserııed ıhat üe newly formed Eıecutive Committee of the CPI could be regarded as a
basis for interaction wiü the Comint€rıı, üıough the CPI's formal affiliation ıvith üe Cominıem could not be
effected t'ıll the convaaıigı of the next Congıess. Roy fıırther propced that the Communist Party which had
beeıı frıııctioning fruıı abıoad would rct as üıe Fceign Bıııeaıı üroııgh which the newly fcıııed CPI woııld
herpeforth rnaintain ilş tinkq wiü üıe Thiıd Int€rnational" this Foreign Bııreau comprising Roy, Sepassi and
Cleınens Dutı Irı fact, it has ııoır been established thaı in l9?/l, aitç,t üe Fifth Congıtss, üe Comintem had seııt
Sepassi to India to set up secrcı contıct wiıh Raın Charatı Iıl Sturrıa, a fugitive from üıe lQnpıır Corıspirrcy
case, and Ajodhya Prasa( a seunaıı. Attempts o seıd Clemers Duc o India in 1925 weıe not successfrıl. The
appeciatiorı of these gestıııEs by the newly fcmed CPI ,ras evident in the new Constituüon adopted by the
Cenral Executive Committee 8 LY27, in which üe idea of üıe Foeign Bııreaıı was accepted in pninciple uıd
a resolution passed ıo look up !o üe Comintem fo leaderstıip and guidarıce.' Also effected by the new
Consütutiorı were chaııges of the aguıizational §truçtıüp of the Party.il It was now envisaged that üe affairs
of üe Party when not in session would be regıılated aııd administeıed by an Executive Coııırcil, which would
be elected on üe principle of cenralization, aııd rıot territoriality. It would be elected from ıhe floor of üe entire
paıty membership. Furtiıermorc, a new executive organ called the Presidium was formed, which would be elected
and entrusted wiü the overall reşonsibiüty of sıpervising and organizing parry wok.

Let ıs now corısider the second issııe, involving üıe re|ation of üe CPI and üe WPPs, o see why üıe

a The documens of üe Kanpur conference are given in Adhikari, DHCPI,II, pp. 630-670.

Z Satyabhakta, "The Futuıe Programme of the Indian Communist Pany", in Adhikari, DHCPI,II, p. 630.

5 "Consütution of üe Communist Paıty of Inrlia", in Adhikari, DHCPI, iI, pp. 662-654.

' Adhikari, DHCPI,II, pp. 625-627 .

'Adhikari, DH.PI,III B, p. 211.

a "The Constitution of üıe Communist Party of India", ibid., pp, 207-2IL.
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o
standpoint of üıe Indian commımists, who were actually working inside the WPR, differed from thaı of Roy.
By 1927 the WPPs şread rapidly ıhroughoııt ıhe @untry, mairıly due o üe cganizational effgts of such leaders
as Dange, Kqshab NNitkantha Joglekar, and BagerhaEa, and, consequenüy, major working*lass strikes were
organized, notably in Bombay. These helped o put considerable pressuıe on üe Congıess to end its poücy of
reformism, compromise aııd vacillation. The lrıdian communists considered the WPPs as radical fracüons within
the Congıess which could raise thc uıti-imperiatist struggle ıo new heighs ıhıough tip coordiııated efforş of
all left nuionalists aıd radicals, but üey never coısideıpd them o be alternatives !o the Congıess. At üıe same
time, by 1927, following üe massive aııest§ of the communists in the Kaııpıır Conspiracy case, it was becoming
evident üat the CPI would requiıe a 'legal covern in order o wiüsand such re,pression, aııd it accodingly
corısidered üe WPPs. This may app€ar a bit coftısing, beçanse the CPI, althoııgh fcrrıed orı the Indian soil in
1925, had not yet been formally declaıed illegal by üıe British auüorities. Past experience, howev€tr, had shown
that the Govermeııt would not be he§itanı o round ııp individııal communists and effectively heak their
organizations on the FeExı thaı ıhey were rcting as agents of the Comintern, aiming üo overthıow British nıle
of lndia. The CPI, althoııgh tpt banned, woırted in seıni-undergıouııd conditions o avoid rtpression. Hence üe
Party favouıed the idea of worting inside more hoad-based and ideologically like-minded parties (i.e., üe
}VPP$ §o aı !o conceal üe identity of is members and maintain its organizatioııal nııcleus. Roy, on the otipr
haııd, favoured the idca of uüliziıg tho WPPs crclıısivcğ as a 'legal cover" for üıe communists. Hc was rather
sceptical of using üem as an iıuıınımeııı for puaing pre*§ııre orı üe Congıess, since, in his opinion, the Cuıgıess
had become a spent fqce in India In§tead, he preferrei the idea of forming an altemative peqle's pğty ğ a
natiorıal-revolutionary party as a süstiıııu fa üe Congıcss. This was evident in a letter of Roy, dated December
30,|9n, addıessed to the lndian Communigs.'g Despite üis differeııcc exprassed by Roy, the Cominterıı,
however, endorsed the paıticipaüon of the Indian communists in the WPPs till the time of üe Siıüı Congıass.

7. India and ılu Siıh Congress of Cominten

With regard to üe colonial quesüon, the Sixü Congress has gone down in hisory as one üateffected a &fiııio
br€ak wiüı ıhe earücr positioı of üıe Comintern To be morc exact, üıe Congıess largely eııdoned Stalin's
position of 1925 arıd pıı acrx§ the formıılıion thıt whib the refgrrıisı section of the ııationalis boıırgeoisic
in the colonies had virtully absııdored üe frght for naüonal libeıation, üıe oüer wing would play 8n effective
role if üe Communist Party could esablish is hegemony in the national scene. For tndi4 this implied a critique
of Gandhi and his folloıvcrs in ıııromp,romising ıenns. ftrowev€r, dcspito üıis staırcc, üc Dnft Theses on üıe
colonial question, as pescııted by Oao Kuıısineu were criticized from a fr-left angle by a number of
representatives of the CPCİB aıd lııdia, who weıe in faıoın of chracterizing üıe role of the entire indian boıır-
geoisie as vinııally coımter-ıevolutioııary. Roy, who could rntparticipaıe in üıe Congıess, came out with a'Draft
Resolution on the Indian Question"İ expoıınding thğ idea he had been developing for yers in his ıııritings on
Indie thaı indusrializaıio on an ef,teıı!ıive §cale had made pogıess in lııdia gving rise o akind of compıomise
between British imperialism and üıe nıionalist boıırgeoisie, which theıcby opoıcd up üe p,rospoct of dccoloniza-
üon of India througü the graııt of Dgninion stans by Britain. This, Roy stated, called for a strategy of
countering üe bourgeoisie by stepping up class struggle, implying that a social revolution under proletarian
leadenhip wüı on the agenda

Alüıough the Britistı and Indian delegates did not agıee wiü Roy's framework of analysis - indeed, he
was severely criticized u the Congress for expoımding üe theory of decolonizsaüon - in effect üey, too, broadly
endorsed the indusrializaıion üeses and the criücism of tiıe role of üıe Indian bourgeoisie as a spent force. In
a way üıis posiüon had alıeady been advocated by the well-known leader of üe CPGB R.P. DuC in his wok,
Modern India (|926). The Draft Theses, however, did not agree with eiüer üe ıırgrıment in Ğfense of
indusrialization or üe extreme left position favouring a complete rejecüon of nationalism.3ı Reznikov's

29 Adhikari, DHCPI, [I C, pp. 225-243.

30 For üe text of üis hithero unpublished document, see ibid., pp. 572-606.

" For an exhaustive account of üe debate between kuusinen and üe critics of üe Draft Theses, see

Sobhanlal Datta Gupta, Comintern,India and ıhe Colonial Question: 1920-37 (CalcuUa, 1980), ch. 4.
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?
findings now give us üe addiüonal informaıion3z thaı in üe Draft the "left" position. althoııgh evident, was not
very much p,ronourrced Afıer qüte heated, debates a commission for editing ttıe Draft was formed, including
some delegates who had criticized the document from far-left posiüons. In üe finally adopted document üese
positions were presumably partly accoııımodated, thereby explaining üıe left-secıarian orienüation of üe Sixth
Congıess.

A suıdy of this period §ugge,sts ıhat several factgs contributed to üıe sffi in üe Comintenı's percepüon
of the colonial quesıiorı. First, there was ıhe imperıding crisis of world capiıalism, gıving rise o a feeling of
optimism thaı üe breakdown of capialism aııd the vicory of üe working c|ass were perhaps imminenı Second,
in many countries rıatiorıalist sruggles tmk a back§ear, in the sense that in lndia, for insıance, the Gandhian
leadership of üe Congıess adopt€d a possive attiııde lowards a series of working clasş srikes in Calcuua,
lvladıas, Kaııpıır, Sholapıır and Aiımedabad which rocked the country. Mceover, at the Calcutta session of üe
Congıess in 1928, üıe demand for compleo independence was shelved aıd replaced by üe idea of "Dominion
Staiıs", confırming üıe feeling that the Congress tud become a force of berayal Thirü üıe experience of üe
collapse of the ıınited front benrcen üıe Communist Party of China and the Kııominung |n Lgn, followed by
the massive repression of the communisB in China, prompted the Sixth Congıess to assert üe need for
§trerıgüening the Communist Paıty, establish üe hegemony of üe proletariat and decry the forçes of national
reformism.

8. Cominıern aü tlu Coıınıuııisı Movemenı in lıüio ğcr ılw Siıh Congress

The early üirtie.s witıessed the beginning of a period when the communist movement in India made itself almost
totally loyal to the diıecüves of üıe Cornintern, some dissenting voices notwiüsanding. Since the erıd of üe
Sixüı Congress üe siuıation in üıe country was maıted by ceıain distinct feaaııes. First, most of üıe leading
meınbers of the CPI weıe arıested aııd implicaıed in the Meerııt Corışiracy case launched by the Briüsh
Goverrımerıt ır |Y29, one of the majo contentions being that they were erıgaged in carrying out the plans of the
Comintern in Iııdia- This again shows ıhe Briıish Govemmeııt ısing an old rick to effecüvely break tip Prty's
organizaüon, while noı yet formally declaring it illegal (iı was of8cially banned orıly in 1934). They simply
rounded up tiıe mosı important rctivists of ıhe Party on ıhe pretexı ıhat üıey were acting u the insunce of üıe
Comintern o overtlııow Briüsh n b in lııdia The arıests shatıeıed üıe Fcty organizationally, aııd üıe communist
movement became intensely faction-ridden thereafter. Second, in üis period a series of moıuıting wcking class
and peasarıt stnıggl€s ccıırıod thıoughout üe coııntry, primarily as a result of üıe Gıeal Depıession which
rocked üıe capiıalist world and had a devastaıing imprct on colonie.§ like India Thir( üıe comp,romising strategy
of üe Iııdian National Congıess reached a new trcight in this perioğ as the natiqıalist lead€rs were desperaıely
looking for a poliıical setılement with üıe Britistı Governmerıı orı ıhe issue of Dominion Süanıs, followed by the
raüıer disquieting Gandhi-Inrin agıeecıent, is subsequent endorsement at the lQrachi session of the Congıess
in 193 l, and the decision o join üe Round Table C.orıference in Loııdon with the pıırpose of discııssing a fuuıre
consünıtion for India

The Cominıern aııached greaıimportance o üese events arıd came down heavily on üe compromising
policies of üıe Congıess. Meanwhile, Roy had been expelled from the Comintern becaıse of his association with
üe Brandler gıoup of üe Communist Party of Gerrnarıy, and henceforü it was üe CPGB, represented by such
leaders as R.P. Duc, which became üe main lirü benveen üe Comintern aııd CPI. In a series of articles
pubüshed ın Inprecor arıd Coırııruııist InterıatioıaJ, üe CPI was now exhorted o provide organizaüonal
leadership to the $owing tide of ınas{ı movements in India by exposing and removing the Congıess leadership.
This miütant sEaıegy was particularly supported by üe decisions of the Ninth, Tenü and Elevenü Plenums of
üe ECCI taken between L929 and 193l. These were largely güded by the understanding üıat just as European
social democracy had beuayed üe people by ıaking a passive atritude owaıds fascism, similarly in üe colonie.s
not only üe reformist wing but also the petty bıugeois, so-called raücal elements representing the left wing
of nationalism constituted a serioıs ıhıeat to üe advancement of üe liberation struggle. Hence, iı was argued,
that üe whole naüonalist boıugeoisie of India would have to become the target of CPI attack. This certainly was
a reworking of Stalin's original formulation and a further shift towaıds leftism.

For the CPI, üe implicaıions of this fall-out of üe Sixth Congress were two-fold. On üe one hand,
henceforth not only Gandhi but even Jawaharlal Nehru and Subhas Chanüa Bose, who were broadly known as

32 Reznikov, The Comintern and üıe EasL p.255.
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J
repr€sentetives of the more radical wing wiüıin üıe Congıess, would have to be aracked. On the oüıer harıd, it
was now envisaged thaı only üıe CPI could proüde real leadenhip o üıe liberaıion struggle of üıe Indian
masses, and this, it was believed, wa§ ıhe way to proletarian hegemony. Any association of ıhe CPI with non-
communist, yet radical, peuy boıırgeois and lefçnaıionalist elements was hencefgttı posiüvely discoııraged. As
a coruıequence, üe CPI severed iıs relation with the WPPs on üe gıound üaı these were basically wo-class par-
ties, comprising primarity non-communist elements aııd, üerefore, cerıainly üfferent ftom a communisı party
modelled on the ideology of the proleıaıiaı The Comintern directive in this regüd was unambiguously clear.
In a letter dated Decernfu 2,1928, which the ECCI sent to the All India Conference of WPPs this was also
quite suongly evidenl3t These were followed by a meeting of the Cental Executive Commitee of üıe CPI in
Calcutıa benveen 27-29 M,embr;t |929, of which üe available minutes fuıdicate thaı it tok note of üe Colonial
Theses of the Sixth Congıess and pıoposed o work out the Party's strategy rccordingly.I [n December 1930,
this eventııally culminaıed in üe CPI's adqtion af a document called the "Draft Plaforırı of Acüon", which now
fully reflected üıe extreme left-sectuian positions of üe ECCI.

According o üe infomıaıim given by Philip Spı,aE, a leading Comintern emi§sary of this period, üıe
decision o wind up üe WPPs rcached the CPI ttırough Gangadhar Adhikari, who arrived in India from Berlin
in Deceınber 1928. Adhikari, who zubsequenüy became a leading figuıe in üıe CPI, brought üıe materials of the
Sixth Congıess with him, and the Comintem's line was broadly endcsed by the Party.'s It is also significaııt,
a!ı a veteran associaıe of the CPI tells us, ıhaıLeııin's Colonial The.ses were notLnowıı to the Indian communists
at that time, while üe üescs of ıhe Siıü Congıess were published in various Indian languages, pre,paring ıhe
grourıd for the acceptance of the Cominoın position as wholly c<ııect.36

9, The Sevenıh Congress aııd ılu CPI

The smrcgic line formulated by üe Siıüı Congıess, howev€tr, Eoved to be raüer ineffecüve. Ttıe rising wave
of fascism in Europe, noıably in Germany, made it an imperative for ıhe Comintern to build up a united front
against fascism by closing üe gap wiıh social dunocracy. As regards India Oe disastroııs impact of left-
sectariaııisrı, which grew out of the Cominıem's Third Period, was sonn felt. In üe fııst place, üıe CPI's idea
of esablisiıing prolearian begemcıy by aırcking üıe natioııalist forces, its break with the WPh, and üe Meerııt
ıırıesıs which followed left thc Party isolarcıl and prrtically crippled. Secondly, ıhe failııre of üe Round Table
talks benveen Gandhi uıd üe British Goverııment led o a militant resumption of the Civil Disobedience
movementr the ban on ttp Congıass in 1932, and the conseqrcnt rçpıEssiorı of the natioııalist foıces in differçııt
paru of üe counry. The CPI, which was şlit ino frctions afıer the arı€sıs aııd virnıally withouı any cennal
leadership, found itself confronted with a sitııation which was rather baffling.

Contemporary intelligeıre ıepatfl indicate that üe Comintern sent aı leası üıee emissaries to India
at the time: Wi[iam Nathan Kweit, Ilarry Somers and Henry G. t-ynğ who got in ouch wiüı the undergıound
nucleus of the CPI operating in Bombay so a§ to be informed of the sitıation in India" Available evidence
sugges§ that üe Party lead€r§hip was divided on üe issue of continı,atiorı of üe left-sectarian line: while orıe
faction led by s.v. Destıpaııdc stood behiıd iq aınüıg faction un&r the leaderstıip of Bhalchan&a Trimbok
Ranadive preferred a moderate strategy. Among the Meerut prisoneıTı, ıoo, üere was indirect disapproval, üough
wiüıin üe framework of üe Sixth Congress, of some of tiıe extreme left posiüors of üe Tenü Plenum of the
EccI conceming üıe situation in India sp,rac informs ut't that Dange uıd especially Joshi were raüer scepücal

33 Adhikari, DHCPI, III C, pp. 757-765.

Y lbid,,p.454.

" Spratr, Blowing up lııdia,pp.4243.

3u K. Damodaran, "Memoiı of an Indian Communist", New Left Review,93 (1975), p. 38.

]7 This accoıınt is based on Williamsorı,Iııdia and Communisz, pp. 169-I'74.

38 Spratı, Blowing up India, p. 54.
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of üe wisdom of the Cominterı's poücy. In facL üe statement of üıe accused in the }vieenıı case39 suggests
üat üere was definite ıeseıvuion among üem ıegaıding üe immediate feasibility of a §oviet-type revolution
in India under proletariaıı leaderstıip as uıvisaged in the "Draft Platform of Action". Furttıermore, it appears üaı
before 1933 two self*ritical ıeports rcpged by üc }vtoerııt prisoners regarding üe erroneous fuııctioning of üe
CPI had reached üıe Comintern thıough Jobn }v1" Cla*s atd Wittiam B€nrpğ, two r€pr€sontııtiy€.§ of the Red
Internatioııal Laboıır Union who had already vi§ited India These reports containeğ aınong oüıer terms, two
vially imporant suggestions o the Comintern for reınamping üıe CPI: 1) üat henceforth the Comintem should
not make assessment of the lrdian siOıatim through urıigrĞ represeııtatives; this should be done by eiüıer sending
the comintern's own emissaries to India c thıough visits of cpl repesentatives to }doscow; and 2) ıhat the
Comintern should issue a series of "Op€n I*tteı§" suggesting modifications of the CPI's self{efeating
snarcgyf

Thıs üıe primry initiatiye for revising the left-sectaian line of the CPI wa!ı ıaken, not by üe
Cominteru but by üe Party itsetf ıhmugh clandestine contact ıuiü the Thiıd Intemational in extemely diffrculı
corıdiüons. The results weıE ıxxın ovident in üc pülicaıio of two "Open fJüeı§", one issued by üc Communist
Parties of China, Great Britain and Gcrmany in lııprccor,19 May 1932, and üe other singly by üe Communist
Party of Chinı in lııprccor, Z Noıember 1933. Alüough ıhe suggestioıu contained in üese leuers and in a
series of üticles in Iııprccor dü not Qt for any ıınited front strategy, their main thnıst was b nate thc CPI
awaıe of its aganlzatonal isolaıio and of the impğtarce of prticipation in r€fğmist mass organizatios with
a view to bııilding up a ınass puty. This was followed by üe pülicatim of tbıee cnıcid drcıımen§ of the CPI,
namely, "Dnft of üıe Pııovisional Sanırcs of ıhe CP. of India" , Iııprccor, l1 lviay 1934, "Dnft Political Theses',
Iııprecor,20 July 1934, 8nd "hoblems of üe ı\nti-Imperialis Struggle ıı|ııdi{ ,Iııprccor, 9 iviaıçh 1935. While
the last nııo documeng were programmatic in naüre, wiüı aıgııments broadly in fıvou of wort wiüin the irıdian
Natioııal Congress, theıeby rclmowledging the misakes of the left-sectaiaıı line, üc first document wa§ eyen
mce significanl As we have secn" the sçlf-criücal }vle€rut docııments (cited above) had aheady stes§€d the
importaııce of revamping re cganlzational strırciııp of the hrty. A srnall but important moye had been rıade
in üıis dirçcıion, wheıı, following the ıelease of the firsı gıoup of Meerut prisoners in mid-Aııgu§ı 1933, a pıovi-
sional Cenaal Commiuee was fgmed in ecly 1934 wiüı AdtıiLri as üe tanporary §ecıetary. This attenpt ıo
recganize ıhe Party, howev€r, did noı e§cape üe atıentim of üe Briüsh aııthcities, who to* no time in
thwuting ıbe move, a§ the cpl was officially banned inmediately thereafter in July 1934. To meet ıhe challenge
of fighting British imperialism in diffioılı ıındergıoıııd conditions, it was now pıopoaed by üe afğEsaid
provisioııal Central Comnitee thı üıe organizatiın of thç Party be thoroughly r€strtıcnır€d. Acccıding§, a draft
was pülished in üe form of üe first docıımcnt Thi§ nsw ğg;anizational set-up, which was approved with a few
minor ameııdmerı§ by the govisioıl C€Dtral Committee in a secret meeting held in Bombay atthe end of 1934,
continued to guide the CPI üıring üe renaining period uııder suıdy. eccgOlng to coıt€ıııpcary Briüsh
inıelligence, it was reputed in this meeting thaı prty membership had incrcasod from a score or so aı üıe
beginning of 1934 to about l50 and ıhaı a hıındrcd ğ moıg candidates werç ıwaiting munbenhip. The Party,
it was frırther stat€ğ was primrily ıooted in tbı€e main ıailways, the entiıe tcxtüg industry in Bengıl and üe
couon indıstry in Kaııpıır,'ı whic,h sııggcss ıhaı üe CPI drew is support pıimarily &om üe inüıstrial worting
class in the aganized sectolı tocaıd in ıırban arcas.

Coming now ıo the issır of ıhe reorganization of the Party, üıe "hıovisional Statutes" fo the fırst time
emphasized cprain prınciples which weıe noı mentioned in the earlier Constinıtions of üıe CPI (le., in L{25 and
1927). First, it was stated that üıe ıırıdergroıınd organization would be guided by üe principles of democratic
cerıtralism, which mearıu (a) all the leadirıg orgaıuı of the Party, froırı top o bonom would be elected; O) ttıe
Party organs would periodically r€port !o üeir paay organizations; (c) strictest party discipline and subordination
of he mirıoriry to üıe majority; (d) decisioıs of üe Comintern uıd higher party ğgaııs would be unqııestionably
obligaıory for lower orgıu§ and all members of üe Paıty. Second, departing from üe 1927 Constitution which
had is emphasis on centralization and not ıerritoriality, it was now proposed üıat the Party be built on the

39 The general süatement of üe accused in üe Meerut Conşiracy Case dealt wiü this problem. See
Muzaffar Ahmad (Intıod.), Cotıımunists challenge Imperialism fıom the Dock (Calcutt4 1967), pp. 82-94,
103-107.

0 This account is based on Williamson,Iıüia and Communisız, pp. 176-180.

oı Williamson, India and Communism, p.20L.
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tenibrial-indusrial principle. Accudingly, üe following organizaüonal stııctııre was proposed:

(a) Teniory of India All tndia Party Congress which would elect the Cenral Committee and form a
politbureau for current work.

O) Province: Provincial Prty Conference and hovincial Party Commiüec, which rvould work on üe
territory included in ıhe adminisrative boundary of a province.

(c) Town (or Localiğ): Town (I-ocal) Conference arıd Town Commiuee o be formed with confirmation
of üe provincial committee.

(d) Factcy or Village: Geııeral meeting of cell or bııreau. The cell woıld be the basic ıırrit cunpising
no less tiıarı ttıree Party members, and üe cells would be confirmed by üe lıcaUTown committee. It was furttıer
stated thaı in all mass organizatioıu outsidc the Party (i.e., trade unions) with no le.ss than tiıı€e Party memb6s,
Party fractions woııld have to be oganized- These would frırıction under the completc control of üıe
corresponding Party committee (i.e., cenral committee, p,rovincial committee, owıy'local comminee, cell). It goas
without §ayıng ıhat this new organizational machincry,, broadly corresponded to the Bolshevik nonıuı such as
communist parties generally ııpheld dııring üıe Comintern perioa

It was aı üıis time, in July 1935, that üıe Sevenü Congıess of üıe Comintem commenceğ dııring which
Georg Dimitrov, in his main report, and Wang Ming in a speech "The Revolutionry Moveınerıt in the Colonial
Countriesn, put forwaıd üe stnatcgy of building ııp a ıınited frorıt şıiü a üeş, to eıparıding the mass base of the
communist parties in ıhe sruggle qgainst fasci§n as well as irıperialism in üıe colonies. This was ıhe final br€ak
wiü üe tiııe of the Siıüı Congress" The Sevenıh Congress was ıDw anempting o combiııe the strategy of a
united ftıont from above with thatfrom beloıv bycnphasizing üıe imporarıce of aont-buildingandparty-building
simulaneoıısly. This is pgticıılarly importaııı, bccaııso thcro ge opinions which cmsider tho line d the Scvenü
Congıess aı one ıhat advaaıed ıailisrn in üe name of a united frorıt wiü the boıırgeoisie, neglecting the ıole
of tiıe Erty.12 That üe Cominıern was serioısly concerned about tndia is evideııt in the adoption of a
Resolution entitled 'Prıoşects on the Indiaıı Qııestion" by üe C.omintern Secrçtariaı in Febrııary, l936jı H€re
the CPI's front wiü üe Congıcss in India wa!ı v€ry clearly given üe sıampof aproval. This was üeıı followed
by a well-known aıticle by Buı Bradley uıd R-P. Dutr in Inprecor,29 Febrııry 1936, on the instructioıs of the
Comintem, written !o enooıırage the commıuıi§ı§ in India o whole-heartedly adopt üıis neşı line.

A§ the meınoirs of Micbel cğrir, a high ranking Briüstı ot[rcial who had secıeı and very close
contrcts with the CPI in India, ıcveal{ it was ıhıoııgh him that the matcrials of the Sevenü Congıess ıeched
the CPI leadership in üe summcr of 1936. Subse4ırntly, Jo§tıi, who had now become the Cren€ral Sccıetary of
the Party, toot the initiative in implcmenting this line, deşite reservations exprcssed by a feıy of üıe leading
groupf The forging of sırch a ıuıitcd front was particularly frciliated by ıhe formation of üıe Congıcss
Socialisı Party (CSP), a goup formed by radical Congıessmen üke Jayap,rakash Naralaıı, who professed left_
socialist view§, which freely allowed the Communiss to operatc within is fold. The §tratğgy of the CPI was also
helped by üe LucJğıow session of üe Congress in 1936 where Nehru, in hi§ Presidentid Adfrcss, expressed
deep sympaıhy for'Iıft" and "Saialistn elemen§, sharply criticized the Congress fo is growing isolıatiuı from
üe masses, and paid rich ributas o üe Soviet Union for is supıport to anti_iınperialist strııgge§. Fiııally, ü
should also be noıed at üıis point thaı with ıhe eit of Roy, it was üe CPGB, represented by l{aıry Polliu, Bcn
Bradley and RP. Duu, which now became üe primary liıü betweerı tndia ard üe Comintern, and this was
evident in a series of aıticles rııritten by them on India in Inprecor arıd Laboıır Monthly during this perioö

la. The CPI and ılıe "People's War"

The newly forged united front between the CPI and Congıess, however, started cracking as üe Second World

a2 Jainus Banaji, "The Comintern and Indian Nationalism", in KN. Panikkar (ed.), Naıional arıd Left
MovementE in India (New Delhi, 1980), pp. 2&26l-.

a3 Reznikov, Tlu Cominıern and the East, pp. 157-158.

4 Gaıritt, A Mole in the Crown,p.I29.

a5 For details of these inner-paıty differences, see Daua Grpta Comintern,India and the Colonial
Question, pp.225-226.
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War dıew near. Britain's wargeprations andthe involvementof Indiain the wc were interpreted in alogeüer
different perşectives by ıhc Congıess and üe CPI. The Congress poticy wa§ maıted by pa*sivity and hesiıancy:
while not suppcting ıhe British policy of dragging India ino üıe war, it did rpt resolutely oppose ü either. The
CP[, on üıe cotııary, was firmly opposed to the waı righı ftom üe beginning and eümed the Congıcss to come
out wiıh a moıE militant line. Thi§ gradııılly led o mounting tensioru inside üe ııniıpd ftonÇ alüougb üıe
aıticles published n Naıiorul Fronı (ıhe organ of üe CPD clearly indicate that üe CPI was cautious about
voicing iıs diffeıçnce wiü ıie Congıess, not wanting to endanger the ftont's existence. Süll, üe goşring
miliuncy of he CPI in regaıd to iı§ 8ğirıdc @wards ıbe War did not find favoıır şriü a number of coıuerrıuive
Congıess leaders sııch as ChaLravıi R4iagoeolrhğt and some inilııential memberş within the CSP also were
becoming increasingly critical of the CPI's psrticipadon in üıe united fronı

Ind€eğ a study of üe docıımenu of üe CPI in üıis p€riod very clearly suggesı§ üaı it coısideıed üe
outbreak of war and üe conse$ığnı cdsis in Briııin as an opporrmity o mobilize the masses to oyerthıow
British rule in India by umed ingırıçction Tho Wr was üııs rçgaıded by thc CFI as aıı 'imperialiS wrn which
would havc to bc covcrtpd ino a wu of thc Indian masscs agıinst fuili5fu impcrialism. This smagy was clccly
evidenı, aı ıOc€nt rcseach indicaığ§, in thğ id.ologicıl docıımenis brought out in üis period by üe unOersound
CPi. Wc aı€ ııow d§o infğm€d now of rc higlly sıgnificaııl frt ıhat in 194l üıe CPI circulaıe4 thıough its
und€rgıoud EtwaL aı articlğ by Ossb Plaııltsky, who aı the Thirteenü Plenıım of the ECCI bad do8tt with
the organizaıioml $ncipbs o bo folbwcd by üo conmıınisı prüag in the war pgıioü The gtbb explained
the relevancc of thcsc orsanizadonal prirciplcs fc India6

With Hitler's in/a§io of tbc Soviıt Unbn on 22 Jııre l94l, the wr changed i§ face, sincc üc anti-
Hiüer coalition which was now farcd conelıcO üe ersnıhile ideological o[Don€n§, namcly, the USSR and
the Alliedpowers, the defeaıof fı§cisn hıving becre ıbe $nary consideratim- wiü üis nırıı in the wr, the
comınıuıist parties rcw considcıtd thc dofcnso of üo sovict union as üeir ünary rcsponsibiüty, üereby
implyıng, all-out §uppğt b th§ stıpııgüening of üe anti-Hitler coalition. For the Indian coırımııniss this meaııt
a reversal of iıs carüer line in thaı iı nw woııld have ıo cxtğnd sııpport o Briüıin's wu effortq since siıe was
a parğEr in üıis coalition. Fc the CPI, üo 'imperialis watrn,after 2,hıııe l94l, had become a "p@plc'§ w8",
in ıvhich ttıe fcces of peace, frecdom and pogıess r€pcsent€d by üe USSR were pited againS fascism. The
defeııse of üıe Soviet Union was mw üıc mı impgaııı aslç and all help o the anti-Hitler c@tition üerpfqe
jıı§tified"

This very impconıepisode in ıhehi$cyof thecmmımisı,moyementin Indiarai§es §vo controvEnıial
yeı ma}r qııestionı l) Whai was ıhc ıolc of üc Comintcrn in shrying ıhe CPI's adoptim of the "people's warn

İlııel Zİ wnaı cxacıly was ıhe ı€spoosc of ıb Mian Connıniss İo such a diıpctive, if any? In frcq many
scholars bavc been beüered to shaır ıbc opinion thü in making tlus choicc the cpl actcd virnıally as a §toogc

of Comintern and ıhe Soviet Cmmıınist hrty, ttıcıeby betraying the frcedom struggle in India.17

Although many of the documens of üıis period ıerıain as yet unpıülished, r€cent stıdieslt have
dişroved üıesc raüer oversimplifred interprctations. Iı can now be contendCId that while there was no official
Comintern resolution ıegrding the adeıion of the "people's war" smEgy, initially üıere we[E two gticles, one
publistıed in Laboıır Moulüy n Aueııst l94l by Qııastcr and üe other in Wora Ncws aıü Vieyıs m 10 October
194l, presııınably by R-P. DutL which called fc a ciange of line rvith the eııtry of ıhe Soviet Union in the wr.
These were followed by a CPGB resolution on india, published ın World Neı,s aıü Vieı,s on l8 Ocober l94l
which furtiıer endased ıhis positioı It is now cvident that üe CPI, in its ıınderstanding of the war, was
pıimarily guidd by üe opinbns of ıhe CPGB, which, as mentioned erarlier, had beeıı the main link between
üe Cominterı and the CPI sirce üe bcginning of the ıhirtbs" This is corroborated by üe fact that üe CPI gave
wide publicity to üıese opinions n Parry Leııer, iıs urıdergıound mouüıpiece, immediarcly üereafter, arıd
evennıally üe Poütbııreaıı of üe Party adopted a resolution advocating üe change of line in December, 1941.

It would be, boıııev€r, iıporıect to suggest ıhaı the shift in ıhe CPI's strategy was entirely due o üe
CPGB advice on behalf of Comintern. This was a period when a number of Indian communists wcre languishing

* Utpal Ghosh, "The Communist Party of India and lndia's Freedom Sruggle: |937-|947" @h.D. üesis,
University of Burdwan, 1991), p. 208.

n' M.R. Masani, The Communisı Parry of India. A Slıort Hisıory (London, 1954), p. 87; Anın Shouri,
"The Great Betrayai (t)", Tlıe lllııstrated Weekly of India, 18 March 1984, p. 8.

ot Ghosh, "The CPI aııd Inrliı's Freedom Struggle", pp.2a8-250,
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in üıe Deoli jaii Daııge, Muzaffa Ahmad, Rarıadive, Shantaram §awlaram MiraJtar, Ghate aııd Ajoy Ghosh.
Primarily on üıe initiaıive of Dange arıd Ranaüve üıey prepaıed a document "A Note from Jail Comıades"
(popularly lnown as üe "Jail Dcument') which whole-heartedty advocated üe change of srarcgy and imFcssed
upon ıhe CPI leadenhip o swirch over to üıe "people's war" line. We aıe now also infgrrıed now that at this
time Actüar Singh Chhina, a political prisoner, went !o Moscow following his release from a hınjab jail and,
on his renırn !o India, passed on a message from Moscow o üe Deoli prisoners before December, 1941. This
also may have iniluenced üıe line advocaıed in üe "Jail Dcument". This documenı, sent from the Deoli jail,
was ultimately decisive in effecting the shift to üe "people's warn strategy in December, l!Xl, since üe
Communist leaders outside ü,e j"il, narıely Joshi, Adhikari, Puchalapalli Sundarayya, Somnath lahki, and
Ennakulam }vtarıakkle Saııkaraıı Narıbodiri@, were apı to consider the uıti_imperialist struggle as mğe
imporıanı In oüer word§, ııntil the official adoptiorı of üıe new line, the CPI leadenhip was cenainly divided
on the issue, despiıe exhortatioıu tom üe Comintern through the CFGB.49

This reversal of tiırc virtully amounted ıo CPI stpport for üe British war efforts, so ıhat wherı üe
"Quit India' movemerıt was laıırched qı a massive scale under the auşices of the Congıess Eı |942, ıhe Party
set itself against iı The CPi's argument was simple: hosülity owards Britain would weaken the fight against
fascism aııd, therefore, sıışension of the anti-imperialist struggle in Iııdia waı nooessary. Consequently, the CPI
voted againsı üe resolution of üıe All Iııdiı Congıess Comitree, an event which sigııalled the healr-ııp of üe
united front between üe CPI and Congıess. Ttıis was Eeceded by üe lifting of üe ban on the CPI in July 1942,
ending eight years of clandestine existeırce since 1934. While the chaııge of line certainly led o üe hrty's
isolation from üıe mainstrean of üıe freedorı §trııgglo, it woul( however, be incorroct to say üaı the CPI
therefore betrayed the caııse of ftçedom by following üıe Comintern's iıstnrctigıs.

In fact, it is quite a significanı fact ıhaı despiıe the Party's relaüve poliücal isolation, the CPI expaıded
quite rapidly afırr |942. We ge now informed that at the time of the first congıess of the Party, held in Bombay
from 23 May ıo 1 June in 1943, party membership stood at 15563'- a ıemaıirable feaı coısidering üıe long
priod of illegality o which üe Party had been subjected. Now thaı it could function openly, the Party also
rapıdly built up is organisuioııal base dl over the country.Fc example, the All India Trade Union Congıess
(iıs trade union fronQ had 3 million members in 1943. The All Indian Kislan Sabla (is peasaııtfront), al§o had
a membership of 3 million in 1943, which rose ıo 5,530,000 in 1944 and 8250,100 in l%5. The wom€n's
organization of tirc Farty had eıırolled 41,000 menbers by 19435ı aııd, orı the culnıral front, the Indian People's
Theaue Association was erccted, reviving many popular art-forms and bringing wiüin the fold of üıe Party a
number of,cxremely ıalcııtcd culnıral worters. Fıırüıermore, siıdbs of üıe British Governmerıt's assessment of
üe role of üe CPI afıg 1942 vuy clearly show ıhaı üe Party, while suporting the British war efforts as a
tetical mea§ure, remainedessenüatly uıti-British in is orientation, and üis attinıde persisted throughoutthe war
period."

11. Comiruern: A success or failııre

The above review of üe Comintern's activities vis-a-vis üe development of communist movement in India
makes il amply clear thaı it would be somewhat naive !o evaluato the Third Internaıional's role in shade-s of
either black or white. For a long time, however, üıis has been üe predominant paiern in assessing the
performance of üe Cominterrı. While non-lvtanrist hisoriography has broadly rçgaıded it as an instrııment of
soviet Realpoütik, the official soviet vieupoint has always considered its role in glowing terms. Now thaı üıe

49 T his accoıınt is based on Ghosiı, "The CPI and lndia's Freedom Struggle", pp.252-262 and Shashi
Bairathi, Communism and Naıionalism in India, A stııdy in Inıerrelaıionship: 1919-1947 @elhi, 1987), pp.
182-183.

50 Communist Party of Inüa, Güdelines of the History of tlu Communist Parry of India (New Delhi,
|974}, p. &.

5| Ibid., p. 66.

52 Ghosh, "The CPI and India's Freedom Struggle", pp. 275-28O and Bairaüi, Communism aııd
Nationalism in India, pp.225-226.
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grey areas are slowly emerging, following üe opening up of üe Comintgıı archives, a more dişassionaıe
undentanding is becoming possible as well as necessary.

As far as India is concerrıed, it is ıuıdeniable üat üe Comintern's assistance o üe embryonic
communist movement was essential o is gıowü in üe early twendes. The relation between Roy's Foreign
Bıııeau abroad and üıe CPI, however, reınaiııed somewhat tense, mainly because of certain direcüves which did
not work in Indian condiıions. Despite üese difficulües, üe way India's problems were highlighted and
corsideıed wiü deep sympaıhy ttııoııghout by ıhe Comintern leadership, certainly heightened the prestige of
India arıd, moreoverı conributed gıeatly to ıhe srengüening of mass movemen§ within the country. This is
evident if one takes a look at the following figurcdl rehted o working class strites which rrcked the country
at üfferenı times under üıe legdership of communist<ontrolled trade unions. lvtassive iextile strikes were
organized in 1928 and L929 involving 506,851 and 532,016 workers respectively. In 1934, even when the CPI
was shattered orgarıizaıionally afor üıe Meerut ürests, üe strike figıııe stmd at 2,200,808, consisting primarily
of textile workers. ln Ocober 1939 üe communists organized a massive anü-war strike in Bombay in which
90,000 workers participated This was followed by a snike of 1,750,0CI textile workers in Bombay in il[arch
1940 which continııed for forty days, and all sections of workers, numbering 3,500,000 alOgether, went on a
one-day soüdarity strite on l0 tviarch 1%0. This was followed by a wave of srikes all over the country
including 20,0ü) texüle wo*ers in Karıpıır aııd 20.000 municipal workers in Calcuua It is also an indişuable
fact üıat in üe üinies, ıhe suggestioıu given by üe Cominorn afor ttp Seveııth Congress also helped üıe CPI
tıo come out of üıe blind alley of left-secuıianism. Thi§, in a way, was a reflection of üıe stong boıds that
existed benreen the comintem arıd ıhe Indian communists.

Despito üıese posiüvu gains, the CPI also suffered because of the atncpheıe which gripped üe
Comintern after Lenin's deaıh. tt is now acknowledged by the offrcials in charge of the Comintern archives in
Moscow that wiü Stalin's rise to powa the discussions, debates, criticisms and self-criticisms which maıted
üe Lenin era now increasingly became resolved by isolating ttpse who Clsageed wiü Stalin 

g 
which

ultimately, dııring ıhe thirties, traıısformed üıe ıçlations benııeen üıe RCP(B) and oüıer communist parties ino
relations between üose issuing orders and üose following üem. This caused immense dammage to ınany com-
munist parties.ss Indeed, iı is noable thaı as orp lndian scholar has correcıly observed, il was precisely at this
stage in ttıe history of üe Comint€rn that most of üıe early leaders of üe CPI established arıy signifrcarıt political
conüıc§ wiüı it While earüer, üe mediation had beerı effected by Roy, üıe leadenhip ıhat now emerged in üıe
thirtie.s "had no conception of what üe Cornintern had been like in the days of lrnin, no conception of its
glcious revolutionary past, of is heroic early years, when the whole political outlmk and intellecuıal level of
üe organizaıion were radically differeııt [...]".'This. in facı, largely explains üıe CPI'ş almost toal loyalty to
üe Comintern in üe thirties and forties, some dissenting voices in üe Party notwithsunding. Consequently, üıe
Communist movement in India süfered a gr€at deal, çeraıing as it did in the given objecüvities of a hisorical
sinıaıion which, iıonically enough, was largely manipulated by üe subjective con§deratiors of üe cult of
Stalinism.

53 The figures have been taken fuom Güdelines, pp. 20,43, 55.

5o Fridıiküı Finov, "What üe Cominıern's archives wiil reveal", Problems o1'Peace and Socialism, I

(1989), p. 55.

55 Sung Hungxun, "The Comintern: Achievemens and Mistakes", Problems of Peace and Socialism, 1

(1990), p. 82.

56 Banaji, "The Comintern and Indian Nationalism", p,263.
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