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SUCI(C) congratulates people for
making Bharat Bandh on
27 September a total success

Let us collectively take vow
to struggle hard to fulfil dreams of
Comrade Shibdas Ghosh

Comrade Provash Ghosh, General Secretary, SUCI(C), issued the following
statement on 27 September 2021:

Total success of Bharat Bandh today again proves that the
working class, peasants, students-youths and the entire democratic
minded people of the country have rejected the three Black Farm
Acts and atrocious Electricity (Amendment) Bill 2021 imposed to
serve the monopoly capitalists by the BJP-led Central government.
It is evidently clear that more the present fascist autocratic BJP
government would remain adamant in its attitude, not only the
peasants but all section of the toiling masses will continue their
struggle with more determination and intensification.
We congratulate the people of India for wholeheartedly
responding to the call of SKM for observing Bharat Bandh.

Success of Bharat Bandh proves cementing
unity among all sections of toiling masses is
vital to fight for just cause; AIKKMS
Comrades Satyawan, President and Shankar Ghosh, General Secretary
respectively of AIKKMS in statement issued on 27 September said:

‘‘We congratulate the working people of India–the peasants,
workers, students-youths-women, intelligentsia and all the
democratic minded people for all out successful Bharat Bandh
called by SKM, in spite of the heinous oppression of the BJP led
central and state governments and complete blackout of the news
of Bandh call by the mainstream media. It is a glaring proof of the
whole hearted support of Indian people towards the heroic ten
month long peasant’s movement going on in the country.
This successful ‘Bharat Bandh’ proves beyond doubt that
realization of the people that the ongoing peasant movement is not
only the movement of the peasants but also a movement of all the
sections of the toiling population to save their lives and livelihood
from the attacks of the big capitalists and multinationals, both
domestic and foreign. This successful ‘Bharat Bandh’ again
proves that a new type of struggling unity among the different
sections of the toiling people at large has become a reality. And
this unity will go in hand in hand to resist the attacks of the
corporates in future. We are confident that this movement will
advance with tremendous force and we have conviction to defeat
the corporates and their lackeys. Victory is sure.
We shall fight, we will win.’’

Provash Ghosh
[The speech delivered in English online by Comrade Provash Ghosh,
General Secretary, SUCI(C), on 13 August 2021 on the occasion of
observance of 45th Memorial Day of Comrade Shibdas Ghosh, Founder
General Secretary of SUCI (C), our leader, teacher and guide and an
outstanding Marxist thinker of the era, is being published in instalments.
This is the first instalment.]
Comrade President, Comrades and Friends,
On this occasion, I will begin with
reading a few words from a speech of
our great Leader Comrade Shibdas
Ghosh. ‘‘...When this Party was in
the formative stage, we had
nothing- no money, no hands, no
place to stay. Nobody knew us.
How old were we at that time? I was
then quite a young man, a person
of very young age- and I was
telling that there was no genuine
revolutionary party in India. Such a
party was needed here. After
hearing our logic, some people
said: ‘Yes, such a party should be
built up. Your logic is correct. But
only a mad man can think of this. Is
it easy to build up a Party? So many
big parties are there. They are
failing to keep their parties intact.
Those are breaking up. So many
things are occurring within them. In
such a situation, you - who are
completely unknown, have no
experienced persons with you, no
famous leader with you, no
publicity is there in favour of you - how would you do such a thing?’
Whenever we talked of building a
genuine communist party, people
used to taunt us. They laughed at

us, calling our thinking as utopian. I
did not also go for arguments with
them. Rather I used to put questions
before them. ‘Okay, I accept your
point that nothing could be done. I
would not be able to do anything;
then you suggest, what am I to do?
Should I be a servant of this system;
be a bootlicker of this system?
Should I sell my conscience? Shall I
act, going against my conscience? I
cannot do that.’ My words to my
colleagues were: 'Those of you who
are ready to struggle along with me
can stay, but those who cannot fight
like that are free to leave me. If I go
without food and die on the streets, I
shall die but die with honour, die
raising my head high. When I shall
die on the street from hunger, then
too, I shall be able to protest against
any injustice. I can be killed with
bullets, but I cannot be bought. But
the truth I have understood is that if
a new revolutionary Party is not
built, whatever sacrifices and
bloodshed be there in course of
traversing along the wrong path, all
would go in vain. Emancipation of
the masses would not come by. So a
Contd. on page 2
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At every turning point of social development, a new great leader
emerges responding to the historical necessity to emancipate
humanity from shackles of old obsolete order
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real or true ideology and genuine
revolutionary party are necessary.
Now I have two paths before me
to choose from.
Even after
knowing all these, I can remain
silent, and do nothing and thereby
sell my conscience, degrade
myself, give up fighting, fail to
jump into struggle. Whether I
shall win or face defeat, I do not
know. Only history would tell
that.’’ These words are from a
valuable speech of our departed
great leader and teacher, Comrade
Shibdas Ghosh. The speech is yet to
be published.

Arduous struggle of
Comrade Shibdas Ghosh
during Party building
Comrades, these were the
feelings and words of Comrade
Shibdas Ghosh in the years of 1944,
1945, 1946, 1947 and 1948. That
was a period of historic struggle to
build up this Party. Now, today, we
can claim with pride that history has
answered correctly. Today, in about
28 States of India–– thousands and
thousands of Party members,
supporters and sympathizers are
paying their homage to this great
Marxist thinker, Comrade Shibdas
Ghosh.
History
has
indeed
answered.
Comrades, we know from
history that in every epoch, at every
critical hour, at every turning point
of social development, when
necessity arises for emancipating
humanity from the yoke of old
obsolete order, a new great leader
emerges responding to the historical
necessity, and with a great
revolutionary
ideology.
That
happened in the case of Comrade
Shibdas Ghosh also. He is a product
of a historical necessity and based
on scientific revolutionary philosophy
of
Marxism-Leninism,
he
determined the path to change
history too. Most of you know that
Comrade Shibdas Ghosh joined the
freedom struggle at a most turbulent
period of our country when waves
after waves of movements were
rising and then receding, again rising
and again subsiding. At that time, as
a teen-aged school student, he
joined the freedom struggle. He
joined a revolutionary group which
was known as Anushilan Samiti.
There had been some groups of
revolutionaries in India, like
Anushilan
Samiti,
Jugantar,

Hindustan Socialist Republican
Association, erstwhile Gadar Party
and many others. From the very
beginning, Comrade Shibdas Ghosh
had a mind, a keen desire, a thirst to
know truth, to acquire knowledge,
and to know the life struggles of all
the great men of history. Learning
from their teachings and life
struggles, he used to determine his
own future course of struggle. From
the very beginning, he was very
truthful. Whatever he had found as
truth, he was determined to pursue
that in his life struggle. He never
vacillated, never compromised. And
he studied the life struggles and
teachings of the pioneers of Indian
renaissance, leaders of the freedom
struggle, particularly struggles of the
revolutionary leaders, struggles of all
martyrs. Deriving lessons from
those life struggles, he began his
struggling life. While he was active
in Anushilan Samiti, he came in
contact with the revolutionary
ideology of Marxism-Leninism. It
attracted him very much.
He came from a very poor
lower middle class family. And as
the eldest son, he was the only
future hope of that family. But his
unbound love and profound feeling
for the common people, particularly
for the poor oppressed people,
touched and roused his conscience,
and he decided to leave family life
to join the freedom struggle in the
later part of his school days. He said
that, when he left his family, he even
prepared his mind that one day he
might find his parents begging in the
streets. He asked himself what then
would he do? And he himself
answered that when 'thousands and
thousands of fathers and mothers
are begging in the streets, crying in
the streets. I owe my responsibility
to them as their son. So, I cannot go
back'. In later life, when his parents
were in the midst of much suffering,
one of his earlier colleagues of the
Anushilan Samiti, provided monetary
help to Comrade Shibdas Ghosh's
family without informing him. And
he said to his parents that the money
had been sent by Comrade Shibdas
Ghosh. Otherwise his parents would
not have accepted it. Comrade
Shibdas Ghosh was not aware of it.
When he came to know of this, he
told his friend: ‘You must not help in
this way. With me there are some
other comrades, who have also left
their family. Can you also undertake
the responsibility of all those

families? If you can, only then, you
can help my parents. Otherwise you
must not.’ His friend became angry
and told him: ‘You are an unusual
person. You are a cruel person.’ But
we know that he had profound
feeling for all the parents of the poor
people of this country and also
world over. We know, he said:
‘‘Revolutionary politics calls for
nobler feelings of heart’’ meaning
revolutionary politics is a higher
emotional cult. And his life struggle
reflected it in the best way. When
he was imprisoned and discussed
about formation of this party, many
political prisoners called him a mad
man. During that time, his age was
hardly between 19 and 22. He had
no formal education beyond school
level. In the jail, there used to be
group readings on Lenin’s works. A
professor used to translate from
English to Bengali. Comrade Shibdas
Ghosh had always a very keen and
critical mind. One respected
Comrade Shashadhar Ghosh, who
was older than Comrade Shibdas
Ghosh, was in that group study. He
told me that sometimes Comrade
Shibdas Ghosh used to raise some
points and asked the Professor:
‘‘You again translate it. Because I
feel that Lenin would not say like
that.’’ And they were astonished to
find that Comrade Shibdas Ghosh
was correct.
There was another incident in
his jail life. There was an old
prisoner, who was a scholar of
Vedanta philosophy. He loved
Comrade Shibdas Ghosh very much.
Comrade Shibdas Ghosh was not
acquainted with Vedanta philosophy
at that time. And that professor of
Vedanta philosophy, knowing that
Comrade Shibdas Ghosh had joined
Marxist movement, tried to convince
him about the Vedanta. Comrade
Shibdas Ghosh requested that
scholar
to
explain Vedanta
philosophy to him. He did it.
Listening to his points of Vedanta
philosophy, Comrade Shibdas Ghosh
placed his arguments to prove
where the Vedanta was wrong. The
professor could not answer him. But
as he believed in the Vedanta and
existence of omnipotent Brahma, he
amazingly tried to prove that
Brahma indeed existed by telling
Comrade Shibdas Ghosh: ‘‘You are
the proof that Brahma does exist.
Because without the power of
Brahma, you could not argue in such
a perfect way.’’
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There was another interesting
incident. Some non-communist
people said that communists do not
and cannot know music and such
other things. Comrade Ghosh
differed. And he learnt to play Sitar
instrument without the knowledge of
many in the prison. When some
prisoners were to be released, he
said ‘‘I will play the Sitar in their
farewell function.’’ Everybody
became astonished. He played, and
he played well, only to prove that
Communists can do everything. That
was the first and the last time. He
never touched that instrument again.
So it was an all-embracing struggle
on his part. In jail, there were
prisoners of different political
parties. Most of them were older
than him. He respected them,
discussed and argued with them.

Comrade Shibdas Ghosh’s
analysis of CPI proved correct
But how could he conclude that
the united Communist Party of India
(CPI) was not a real communist
party? Why was there a necessity to
develop a real communist party on
the Indian soil? He critically studied
Marxism-Leninism and applying his
understanding of Marxism-Leninism,
he examined the history of the CPI.
You know that great Stalin,
considering the CPI as a real
communist party, had told its leaders
in 1925,: ‘‘The fundamental and
new feature of the conditions of
life of colonies like India is not
only that the national bourgeoisie
has split up into a revolutionary
party and a compromising party,
but
primarily
that
the
compromising section of this
bourgeoisie has already managed,
in the main, to strike a deal with
imperialism. Fearing revolution
more than it fears imperialism and
concerned more about its moneybags than about the interests of its
own country, this section of the
bourgeoisie, the richest and most
influential section, is going over
entirely to the camp of the
irreconcilable enemies of the
revolution, it is forming a bloc
with imperialism against the
workers and peasants of its own
country. The victory of the
revolution cannot be achieved
unless this bloc is smashed. But in
order to smash this bloc, fire must
be
concentrated
on
the
compromising
national
bourgeoisie,
its
treachery
exposed, the toiling masses freed
from its influence, and the
conditions necessary for the
hegemony of the proletariat
systematically prepared. In other
Contd. on page 3
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CPI ignored Stalin’s guideline of steering
freedom movement in right direction
Contd. from page 2

words, in colonies like India…
The Communist Party can and
must enter into an open bloc with
the revolutionary wing of the
bourgeoisie in order,
after
isolating
the
compromising
national bourgeoisie, to lead the
vast masses of the urban and
rural petty bourgeoisie in the
struggle against imperialism.’’
(The political tasks of the university
of the people of the East, 1925)
This was a very important
guidance on the part of Comrade
Stalin. You see, he said that the
national bourgeoisie was divided into
two sections-compromising and
uncompromising. At that time,
Indian capitalism had developed so
much–not
the
comprador
bourgeoisie, but the national
bourgeoisie itself and they were
compromising with imperialism to
get the state power. And they were
against revolution. Stalin advised the
Indian Communists to isolate the
compromising national bourgeois
leadership from the freedom
movement, form a bloc with the
uncompromising section– that is, the
petty bourgeois revolutionaries. And
who represented petty bourgeois
revolutionary line? All the scattered
revolutionary groups and Netaji
Subhash Chandra Bose.
What is the history of undivided
CPI at that time? They could not
understand and hence did not follow
this guideline of Stalin. Instead of
forging
unity
with
these
uncompromising
forces,
they
developed
unity
with
the
compromising forces. They did it
when a serious struggle between
the compromising forces led by
Gandhiji and the uncompromising
forces led by Netaji Subhash had
ensued. The Congress, at that time,
was a platform, not a homogeneous
party. The Socialists, those who
believed in socialism, communism,
revolution, the forces who believed
in non-violence, forces for violenceall were there within the Congress.
At the Presidential election at
Haripura conference, Subhash Bose
was elected as Congress President
uncontested. At that time, the
aspirant Indian national bourgeoisie
could sense the danger for them in
Subhash Bose. After being elected
as President, Subhash Bose hailed
Soviet Union as a friend of Indian
freedom struggle. Subhash Bose
asked the workers and peasants to

join the freedom struggle. Subhash
Bose raised the slogan of ending
Zamindari system. All these
frightened the national bourgeoisie,
British imperialism and the
compromising section of the
Congress. So in the next presidential
election of the Congress party,
Gandhiji had put up Pattabhi
Sitaramaiya as his candidate against
Subhash
Bose.
But,
all
uncompromising forces of India,
particularly the revolutionary youths
had unitedly supported Subhash
Bose. So, Subhash Bose defeated
Pattabhi Sitaramaiya. At that time,
Gandhiji said: ‘Pattabhi’s defeat is
my defeat.’
Then a conspiracy was hatched
to weaken the newly elected
President, Subhash Bose. Govind
Ballav Panth, a Gandhite, moved a
resolution that henceforth the
Congress President would take any
decision only with the approval of
Gandhiji. Earlier, according to the
Congress Constitution, the President
would have nominated the Working
Committee. But the new resolution
suggested an amendment to that
clause. As per the suggested
amendment, the Working Committee
would be nominated only with the
approval of Gandhiji. This resolution
was drafted to weaken the hands of
Subhash Bose and strengthen the
hands of Gandhiji and his followers.
The CPI and others opposed
Subhash Bose by supporting the
resolution,
which was
then
accepted. Afterwards, Gandhiji also
did not cooperate with Subhash
Bose. A stalemate was created to
compel Subhash Bose to resign. So,
Subhash Bose had to resign from
Congress Presidentship prematurely.
After that, Subhash Bose had given
call for a movement against British
imperialism. But the Congress
Working Committee took a decision
that since Subhash Bose had called
upon the people for a movement
against British imperialism without
the permission of the Committee, a
disciplinary action was to be taken
against him. Subhash Bose was
suspended from the Congress. In
the language of Subhash Bose– ‘it
was not a suspension, it was an
expulsion’. Then, Subhash Bose
tried to unite all the left forces of
India, to develop an alternate
leadership. He invited the CPI to
join Ramgarh Conference with that
objective. And he told the CPI: ‘If
this left consolidation can be done, it

will pave the way to prepare the
ground for the development of
Communist movement in India’. But
the CPI did not join. They sided with
Gandhiji.
Next, there was an uprising in
1942. In that uprising, Comrade
Shibdas Ghosh was also a
participant. He was imprisoned at
that time. The Second World War
had then broken out and the Soviet
Union had to align with Great
Britain, against fascist axis of
Germany, Italy and Japan. Without
understanding the implication of this
alliance in that given context, the
CPI blindly opposed 1942 uprising
and supported British imperialism.
This caused a misunderstanding in
our country as if this opposition was
according to the advice of Stalin.
But Stalin never advised the CPI to
do this. Rather in 1951, when a
delegation of the CPI went to meet
Stalin, he asked them: ‘What did you
at the time of the War?’ They
answered:
‘We
supported
Britishers.’ Stalin rebuked them for
that. That was the stand of Stalin.
So, this stand too of the CPI was
non-Marxist.
Netaji Subhash Bose organized
the INA utilizing the contradiction
among the world forces in the
Second World War. Actually, after
secretly leaving India, he first sought
help from Soviet Union. And Soviet
Union told him that, at that point of
time, such a help or support to him
was not possible for them since it
was in alliance with the British
against the fascist axis. Then he
went to Germany, from Germany to
Japan, and took help from Japan ––
surely not to allow Japan to occupy
India. He was a patriot. This was a
tactical line. Whether this tactical
line was right or wrong might be a
point of argument. But then the CPI
openly branded Subhash Bose as an
agent of Japan, a quisling (traitor).
In this way, the CPI maligned
Subhash Bose and the INA's
struggle for India's freedom.
The CPI also supported
formation of India and Pakistan
through partition of the country
based on religion. They advocated a
queer theory - the Hindus represent
one nation, and the Muslims
represent another nation. By
observing and studying all these
things, Comrade Shibdas Ghosh
came to the conclusion that from the
very beginning the CPI did not
reflect Marxist-Leninist outlook. It
was and is not at all a Marxist Party.
He said: ‘Those who founded the
CPI were honest and dedicated.
They had made many sacrifices. I
respect them. But they could not
understand Marxism. Like Kautsky

PAGE THREE
and other leaders of the Second
International, they only studied the
works of Marx and Engels but did
not assimilate the essence of it.
Plekhanov had studied the works of
Marx and Engels. Once, Plekhanov
was even the teacher of Great
Lenin. But in applying the teachings
of Marxism-Leninism in real life,
they proved themselves to be nonMarxist. They failed to apply
Marxism-Leninism
correctly
because they studied Marxism just
like scholars or pedants but not as a
living theory.
Knowing the
postulates of a theory or ideology
and applying that ideology in life and
action are totally different things.
And here, they failed. They could
not accept Marxism as a philosophy
of life and hence failed to apply
Marxism in all aspects of life.’

Lenin’s teaching on
Party formation
Here I shall quote some of the
important teachings of Lenin to
prove how Comrade Shibdas Ghosh
had applied those teachings
creatively. And in course of that, he
even further elaborated and
enriched them. Regarding formation
of a Party, Lenin said: ‘‘To establish
and consolidate the Party means
establishing and consolidating
unity among all Russian Social
Democrats’’. (Declaration of the
Editorial Board of Iskra) When
Lenin
said
Russian
Social
Democrats, he meant Communists
and ‘‘and for the reasons
indicated above, such unity
cannot be brought about by a
decree. It cannot be brought
about by, let us say, a meeting of
representatives,
passing
a
resolution’’. (ibid) Note this!
According to Lenin, unity to form a
Party cannot be done only by a
decree, or by passing a resolution in
a gathering of representatives.
‘‘Before we can unite and in order
that you may unite, we must first
of all firmly and definitely draw
the lines of demarcation.’’ (ibid)
Among those who are there to form
the Party, where there are
differences,
those
lines
of
demarcation must be drawn.
‘‘Otherwise our unity will be a
merely fictitious unity which will
conceal the prevailing confusion
and
prevent
its
complete
elimination.’’ (ibid) Then he said:
‘‘Without a revolutionary theory,
there can be no revolutionary
movement.’’ (What is to be done)
And Comrade Shibdas Ghosh
understood it. How was this CPI
formed? Merely some selfproclaimed communists, or at best I
Contd. on page 4

PAGE FOUR

OCTOBER 1, 2021

Comrade Provash Ghosh’s speech

Netaji Subash’s call for left consolidation was rejected by
CPI who, instead, supported rightist Congress leadership
Contd. from page 3

can say, communist-minded people, some such
persons, some such groups, staying in different
parts of the country, contacted with each other,
gathered together, and formed the party. Just like
a representative passing a resolution and bringing
out a decree, they founded their party. They did
not follow Lenin’s teachings at all.

Comrade Shibdas Ghosh developed and
enriched Leninist concept of party building
Here, regarding ‘revolutionary theory’ of
Lenin, Comrade Ghosh said, while elaborating it
further: ‘‘By revolutionary theory, Lenin did not
mean just the political programme and policies
of a Party.’’ (Why SUCI(C) is the only genuine
communist party in India) Note this point. Not
only programme and policy of the Party. Here is
the elaboration made by Comrade Shibdas
Ghosh– ‘‘He actually meant a complete
epistemological category developed by the
Central leadership of the Party by
dialectically coordinating the understanding
and experiences of different branches of
knowledge, including science and covering all
aspects of life. …Only through correct
application of the fundamental principles of
Marxism-Leninism, in concrete conditions, and
thereby
continuously
elaborating,
concretizing, developing and enriching its
revolutionary theory, can revolution be really
organized and be victorious in different
countries.’’ (ibid)
So, following Lenin’s teachings, Comrade
Shibdas Ghosh elaborated: ‘‘What are those
primary conditions essential for the formation
of a Communist Party? First, those who have
taken the lead in forming the Party would
have to lay the foundation of ideological
centralism.’’ Lenin said unity of ideas. Comrade
Shibdas Ghosh’s expression is ideological
centralism. I am continuing to read from Comrade
Ghosh’s works: (they) ‘‘...would have to lay the
foundation of ideological centralism - first
among themselves through a socialist
movement, based on dialectical materialism,
covering all aspects of life including the
minutest details of their personal lives....
Secondly, unless ideological centralism-that is
to say - one process of thinking, uniformity of
thinking, oneness in approach and singleness
of purpose has been developed, the concrete
conception and personified expression of
collective leadership within the Party cannot
be made possible at all and unless this
condition is fulfilled, it is to be understood that
the time has not yet come to give a final
organizational shape to the Party.’’ (ibid) This
is the elaboration of Comrade Shibdas Ghosh of
Leninist teachings. He further added :‘‘Thirdly,
through a relentless and painstaking struggle,
a band of professional revolutionaries are to
be developed from among the leaders and
cadres - who have taken up the cause of
formation of a revolutionary working class
party. Professional revolutionaries are those
who constitute the most advanced section of

the militant and conscious proletariat, who,
through a Socialist movement, not merely in
economic political fields, but in all aspects of
life had been able to embrace Marxism
Leninism, that is a revolutionary ideology as
the proletariat, in such a manner that they are
capable of engaging themselves constantly in
the very many complex battles of the
revolutionary life gladly, unwaveringly and
without any reservation, rising above all their
personal consideration, needs and difficulties
and who can unhesitatingly and happily,
submit everything personal to the Party in the
interest of the revolution. If the leadership of
the Party at different levels is constituted from
among such professional revolutionaries, then
only, can a Party acquire the character of a
real communist Party. Only when all these
three conditions are fulfilled, can the formal
Constitutional shape be given to a real
communist party through a Congress.’’ (ibid)
Next, Comrade Shibdas Ghosh said: ‘‘In the
present era, by eliminating individualism and
individual leadership, from the internal
democratic life of the Party, collective
leadership can be established only when the
collective knowledge of the leaders and
members of the whole Party derived through
struggles and interaction of ideas, knowledge
and experiences, has been personified and
concretized in the best manner in a leader of
the party.’’ (ibid) Regarding the three conditions,
these are the elaborations provided by Comrade
Shibdas Ghosh of Leninist teachings. So, following
Lenin’s guideline, Comrade Shibdas Ghosh
enriched and elaborated it further, and in that
course, he founded our Party.

Marxism is a guide to action
in a concrete situation
Again I quote Lenin. He said: ‘‘We think that
an independent elaboration of the Marxist
theory is especially essential for Russian
Socialist- for this theory provides only general
guiding principles, which in particular are
applied in England differently from France, in
France, differently from Germany. In Germany,
differently from Russia.’’ (‘Our Programme’,
SW, Vol. II) There is a general international
guideline. But the situation differs from country to
country. So Marxism-Leninism is to be
concretized in the concrete situation of a country.
It was the teaching of Lenin. It was not followed
by the CPI. They blindly copied either Moscow
or Beijing leadership without caring for
concretization of Marxism-Leninism in Indian
condition and thus went against the advice of
Lenin. But Comrade Shibdas Ghosh concretized
the philosophy of Marxism-Leninism on Indian soil
and also concretized the general guideline of
revolution in the concrete condition of India. Here
also, Comrade Shibdas Ghosh correctly applied
Lenin’s teachings, whereas the founders of the
CPI failed. Comrade Shibdas Ghosh also
highlighted another thing very much. He said:
‘‘Marxism is a noble revolutionary ideology.
Consequently, the essence, the kernel of this
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noblest revolutionary ideology too lies
ingrained in its cultural and ethical standard.’’
[Why SUCI(C), SW, Vol. II ] Then, Comrade
Ghosh said, ‘‘Without acquiring the proletarian
culture, which is much superior to, and nobler
than bourgeois humanist culture, one can
neither have the ability to grasp a
revolutionary theory properly, nor apply it
correctly.’’ (ibid) In this regard also, the CPI
leaders failed. They could not believe that there
is a necessity of proletarian culture, which is
completely different from bourgeois humanist
culture. First, the necessity of proletarian culture
is to be felt. Then it is to be developed and
acquired. This struggle is necessary. This is also
an important elaboration and contribution of
Comrade Shibdas Ghosh.

Some valuable teachings of
Comrade Shibdas Ghosh
In this way, this Party was built up as a real
communist party in our country. There was an
arduous struggle on his part to build this Party. I
have already read out from his works on this
struggle in the beginning. There was a notable
incident. In Anushilan Samity, he had a respected
leader named Charu Roy whom he and others
obeyed strongly. When he heard about the
formation of a new party by Comrade Shibdas
Ghosh, he vehemently opposed it. He warned
Comrade Ghosh, ‘Do you know if you disobey
me, what will be the consequences’? Comrade
Shibdas Ghosh answered smilingly ‘Charuda, you
have taught us even to face death for truth.’ That
leader became silent. And how adverse a
situation was faced in those days of Party
formation. I myself witnessed it when I joined the
Party towards the end of 1950. Though most of
the comrades know this saying of Comrade
Ghosh, still I am repeating it to rouse our
conscience. ‘‘I can still recollect those early
days when we started building up the party
there were very few people to support us; we
could not even arrange a room as shelter and,
day after day, in our fierce battle to build up
a new party in the midst of severe obstacles
and a completely adverse situation, we had to
strive hard even without food, but we had no
grievance for all this. For years together we
shared a grass-mat only, and so many winters
we passed like that. Our old friends will bear
it out even today. They will relate that never
could they trace any lack of composure in us.
How many days we went without food, but we
felt ashamed to tell about it! That we could not
arrange our provisions, we could not collect
even the minimum was considered to be our
own failing. What was there to be proud of?
How could it be the height of ‘sacrifice’? Even
to spell it out was a matter of shame to us.’’
(ibid)
‘‘When I started this Party with just a
handful of compatriots, everybody laughed at
us. Then, the CPI, then an undivided Party,
ridiculed us. They taunted us saying that we
have sprouted like a mushroom. They derided
us by saying that ‘if SUCI is a Party, then a
bat also is a bird. How is it that they too would
sit with us.’ The Forward Bloc, RSP, RCPI––
every party said that the SUCI was not a party
at all- it was just a club. Even sitting with us’’
Contd. on page 6
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Political crisis worsening in Haiti
Haiti, a sovereign Latin American country,
located on the island of Hispaniola in the Greater
Antilles archipelago of the Caribbean Sea, to the
east of Cuba, is once again in a political crisis. Its
President Juvenal Moïse was assassinated in last
July and the event plunged the already
impoverished, violence-stricken nation deeper into
chaos. Needless to say that the political instability
and economic distress of this country are
attributed to the cruel imperialist machination of
the US imperialists and their associates. Back in
2004, the US imperialists in one more
demonstration of their brazen overlordism and
brigandage, forced a change of regime in
sovereign Haiti through direct military intervention
preceded by worst political trickery and economic
strangulation. On the night of 28 February 2004,
US marines landed at the capital of Haiti, stormed
into the official residence of the then
democratically elected president Bertrand
Aristide, abducted him and took him to an
unknown destination. Aristide spent seven years
in exile in South Africa before returning in2011.
Haiti became first independent state of the
colonial era in Latin America and the Caribbeans
and the first Black-led republic when it threw off
French rule in the 19th century. But it suffered
from cycles of violence, invasion and repression
for most of its subsequent history, including the
US-backed dynastic Duvalier dictatorship. In
1990, Bertrand Aristide registered a thunderous
victory in Presidential election following a mass
movement that swept all the debris left over from
decades of foreign interference and US-backed
terror. The US imperialist rulers tried to rig the
election and have one of their stooges in power.
But they failed. Despite a 1991 military coup
orchestrated by the US to oust him that cost over
5000 lives and all sorts of CIA skulduggery,
popular support for Aristide remained strong
which was also testified in his winning the 2000
elections as well. But Aristide had been under
constant pressure of being ousted from
presidency as he declined to resign and hand over
power to a US sponsored opposition leader who
represented the monied class, transnational banks
and multinational corporations thereby subverting

Haitian democracy and getting his country
reduced to the role of a bootlicker of US
imperialism.
Failing to bully Aristide to submission, the
US government imposed economic sanction on
Haiti. A loan of 500 million US dollars was
frozen in 1994. But Haiti government had to pay
interest on that till to date. An aid embargo was
imposed in 2001, humanitarian aids were cut off,
basic humanitarian services related to water,
housing and medicare were undermined. The
people of Haiti, were kept in wrenching poverty.
They are now semi-starved, made to sleep in
shifts and walk several miles to fetch drinking
water. Former US Attorney General Ashcroft
made a statement in 2004 that Haitian refugees
in US pose a ‘‘national threat’’ to US. Yet the
Haitian people refused to budge. So, the
Pentagon rulers with the backing of European
Union particularly the French imperialists,
started financing and patronizing all reactionary
forces to engineer an uprising against the
popularly elected constitutionally formed
government. Former US Secretary of State
Colin Powell, even threatened the Latin
American countries of dire consequences unless
they endorsed the US policy on Haiti. Since
then, over the past three decades, US
imperialists have been fostering
political
instability in Haiti and have engaged despots and
autocrats to keep a lid on anti-US
demonstrations. Previously, the US had put
assassinated President Moïse’s mentor, Michel
Martelly and his Haiti Tèt Kale Party into the
presidency.
Series of protests seething against
corruption and poverty and triggered by food
shortages, a cholera outbreak and then rigged
elections to install US-backed Martelly regimes,
gave birth to frequent anti-government protests
which surged forth. A 65-year-old construction
worker in Port-au-Prince is reported to have
remarked, ‘‘The country is in the hands of a small
group of people. A small clique lives well while
the rest lives in misery.’’ Protestors demanded
resignation of Martelly. Then, Jovenel Moise, a
banana exporter turned politician, was declared
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winner of the 2016 presidential election. Then US
President Trump and later his successor Biden
made it clear, they firmly supported Moïse. With
U.S. support, Moïse had hollowed out the Haitian
government by refusing to hold elections. As a
result, Moïse ruled by decree while almost every
other Haitian officials- except for 10 senators lost their mandate to govern. Both Claude Joseph,
appointed prime minister by Moïse in April, and
Ariel Henry, slated by Moïse to replace him, are
reported to have close ties with the US rulers.
Joseph has been acting as interim president since
the assassination of Moïse. Amidst this turmoil,
former President Jean-Bertrand Aristide returned
to Haiti in mid-July last after a nearly a month in
Cuba, thrilling hundreds of supporters who
gathered at the airport at a time of tensions over
the recent assassination of Moïse. The main
political question facing Haiti now is how new
elections are going to be organized and who
would run the country until elections take place.
It is thus clear from Haiti experience how
the US imperialists work. In absence of a
worldwide well-coordinated anti-imperialist
movement which alone, in the unipolar world
following dismantling of the mighty socialist camp,
the US imperialists are unbriddled in pursuit of
their agenda of overlordism and brigandage not
only in the Middle East and other parts of the
world but long since in Latin America. Here they
are trying to subvert the sovereignty of various
countries, engineering coup d'état and nakedly
intervening in the internal affairs of other lands to
establish their client regimes there.
Haiti besides its geopolitical location suitable
for US surveillance on socialist Cuba is also
having rich natural resources loke wood, and
mineral deposits like bauxite, copper, gold, and
lignite which the US multi-nationals and other
giant corporations want to plunder recklessly.
Only these have made this small land a centre of
aggression, subversion, intrigue, oppression and
conspiracy. While appealing to the toiling people
of the world to stand by struggling Haitian
citizens and support their stubborn anti-imperialist
role, we call upon the courageous Haitian people
to strive for establishing a genuine revolutionary
leadership on their movements to take those to
their logical conclusion and thereby enable the
Haitians end their long-continued ordeal.

BANDH on 27 September

Hyderabad, Telangana

Rail Roko, Sonipat, Haryana

Guna, MP

Delhi
Patna Bihar

Delhi

Vadodara, Gujarat
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Comrade Provash Ghosh’s speech

History has proved how correct was Comrade Shibdas
Ghosh in his analysis of Indian condition and
concretization of Marxism-Leninism on this soil
Contd. from page 4

- means with the SUCI, ‘‘could not be
contemplated. I endured all this silently. I
ignored all these ridicules, and just proceeded
along with firm resolve to build up the Party.’’
(Mass Movement in India and Tasks of the
Youth) How did he feel at this phase of struggle?
‘‘A real revolutionary has sacrificed nothing.
On the contrary, in place of what he has left
behind–a house, a car, some money and
means, property and wealth, comfort and
luxury, he has achieved something a million
times greater; he has regained dignity. The
wants and privations, thousands of sufferings
and oppressions which the revolutionaries
have to put up with may seem very painful to
common people, but the peace and happiness
which the revolutionaries enjoy, even being in
the midst of an apparently painful and
constantly struggling life, cannot be fathomed
by those who live in comfort and security.’’
(ibid) That was the feeling of Comrade Shibdas
Ghosh at that time.

It is an honour to be a member of
SUCI(C) today
But today, there are many comrades, many
new comrades, students and youths who are in
the Party. And when they are joining the Party,
they are finding that it is comparatively a big
Party, having organization in many states. There
are mass and class fronts, many forums. But
think of those days - how Comrade Shibdas
Ghosh, with firm determination, indomitable spirit,
undaunted in pursuit of objective and, what will I
say, boundless emotion for the oppressed people,
firm commitment to revolutionary cause and
unwavering conviction in Marxism-Leninism
conducted a firm determined struggle– a struggle
of life and death to lay the foundation of the
Party. That it was a struggle of life and death
was evident from his own words: 'I can even
die'. With perseverance, patience and all out
struggle, he built up this Party. Today, being a
member of this Party, today being a leader of this
Party, makes one an honourable person among
people. But we must recall those hard days when
our great leader faced so many obstacles to
found the Party.

Objective situations of Soviet and
Chinese revolutions were different from
Indian condition
We know great Lenin and Mao Zedong also
faced hurdles while they were engaged in
founding the revolutionary parties in their
respective countries. But the nature of obstacles
were different owing to difference in objective
conditions of their countries with all their
respective particularities and peculiarities. When
great Lenin differed with Plekhanov and
Kautsky whom he once considered as his
teachers, they were no more Marxists. Lenin
correctly understood that they had deviated from
Marxism. He differed with the Second
International. He differed with the other RSDLP

leaders and conducted relentless struggle for 12
long years to form a new Bolshevik Party. At
that time he also started with a handful of his
associates. So, that was a great struggle on the
part of Lenin. That is also an example before us.
But the situation was different for Lenin. That
was a unique struggle, no doubt. But Lenin built
up the Bolshevik Party at a time when he was
himself a leader of the RSDLP (Russian Social
Democratic Labour Party). He also got some
leaders of RSDLP who joined him in the
formation of the Bolshevik Party. But, at that
time, bourgeois propaganda posed a tremendous
obstacle before organizing the first Socialist
Revolution. There was a very powerful
propaganda that Marxism was wrong, utopian,
unrealistic, and there could never be any
Socialist Revolution. So to organize a Socialist
Revolution in those circumstances was a very
difficult task. But historically Lenin proved that
Marxism was correct and Socialist Revolution
was also possible.
Lenin himself said that the First World War
situation had created a favourable ground for
revolution, because Russian people were
exhausted in the War. They were opposed to
continuation of war and wanted immediate end
of war and establishment of peace. Famine had
broken out. People asked for bread and the
peasants demanded land. People also wanted
liberty. These slogans were very popular at that
time, which made the call for revolution popular.
The bourgeoisie who came to power through
February revolution in 1917, did not fulfil these
aspirations of the people. So the people
supported the Bolshevik Party in November1917.
Moreover, the imperialists were at
loggerheads with each other during the war and
so they could not unite against revolution. And
also at that time capitalism was not much
developed in Russia. In agriculture, feudalism was
dominant. Some industries were developing here
and there. But that was not the dominant feature.
And the Czarist rule was a most oppressive
feudal rule. But capitalism was developing.
Revolt of 1905 was a bourgeois democratic
revolt. February revolution of 1917 was a
bourgeois democratic revolution. So, in that
situation, bourgeois humanism and bourgeois
humanist culture had a relative progressive role.

AIBUF strongly
condemned setting up
of a Bad Bank
All India Bank Employees' Union (AIBUF),
in a statement dated 17 September 2021, strongly
condemned the deceptive step of the BJP-led
Central Government to save corporate houses
through establishment of Bad Bank or National
Asset
Reconstruction Company Limited
(NARCL) where NPAs with banks would be
transferred and thereby bank books will be
cleaned of defaulted loans by large corporates and
bailing them out.
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It also helped the revolution, just like it helped our
freedom struggle. The usual answer of the
freedom fighters at that time was– first, the
interest of the freedom struggle, second, the
interest of my family. Family interest was there,
but that was secondary. This was the humanistic
culture at the time of our freedom movement. In
Russia also, that was the slogan. This relative
progressive role of bourgeois individualism also
helped Comrade Lenin. In pre-revolutionary
Russia, there was no existence of full scale
parliamentary democracy. Duma was there, but
only for a brief period. Trade union movement
was developing mostly with a militant character
and was not much corrupted by economism,
legalism and opportunism. So Lenin did not face
that powerful parliamentary illusion among the
people, corruption among the workers. Degraded
Second International also could not pose that
much obstruction to Lenin. After the successful
revolution in Russia, Lenin established the Third
International in 1919. Success of revolution helped
to establish Lenin’s ideological leadership in the
international arena as well. In China, which was
a most backward and illiterate country having no
communication system, it was a gigantic task to
organize revolution. You know about the historic
Long March. Great Mao Zedong himself had to
travel 12,500 kms, either on foot or riding on
horse or by a boat. He had to travel in this way.
So it was also a very difficult task. But China
was, at that time, in the midst of bourgeois
democratic revolution. People’s Democratic
Revolution means Bourgeois Democratic
Revolution led by the proletariat according to
Mao Zedong’s words.
It was very difficult to educate, to impart the
scientific thoughts of Marxism-Leninism to the
Chinese peasants and workers who were mostly
illiterate. He also had to face differences with the
leaders who fell victim to both left and right
deviations. His leadership was ultimately
established after 13 years of struggle. He had to
lead a few decades long civil war, not only
against Kou-Min-Tang regime but also against
both Japanese and US imperialism. He had a
good number of leaders with him. He did not face
parliamentary illusion among the people as there
was no parliament. Trade union movement was
in incipient phase. He enjoyed full support of the
international leadership excepting few months.
Moreover, bourgeois individualism also had
relative progressive role as China was in the
phase of bourgeois democratic revolution. But
here, in our country, the conditions and difficulties
were altogether different.
(To be continued)

AIUTUC congratulates
working people for
successful Bharat Bandh
on 27 September
Comrade Shankar Dasgupta, General
Secretary, AIUTUC, in a statement dated 27
September
2021
extended
heartfelt
congratulations and warm greetings to the
working people of the country for making
Bharat Bandh a success total success.
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AIKKMS strongly condemned killing of two peasants in Assam
by the state BJP government
Staccato sounds of gunfire
broke the fragile peace of Sipajhar
in Assam's Darrang district on 23
September as police opened fire on
protesting peasants who were
protesting their forced eviction from
their home and hearth where they
were residing for decades. Two
protesting peasants were dead in
police firing and around 20 injured.
The police brutality that followed
after Hoque fell to the ground is
inexplicable. The numbing sight of a
photographer stomping on a
motionless Maynal Hoque has been
horrific.
Just
before
the
photographer indulged in his diabolic
act, some of the policemen can be
seen surrounding the wounded and
fallen Hoque and raining nearly 20
baton blows on him. One policeman
took deliberate steps towards the
motionless Hoque, lifted his baton
high above his head and landed a
blow with all his might. It has
overshadowed another feature of
the video: the manner in which
uniformed men were firing at
civilians with the stated objective of
restoring public order. Clearly, action
of the police smacked of communal
hatred against the poor peasants

belonging to minority community.
The content of the video has not
been disputed yet. The way the
police opened fire has been
vehemently condemned by all rightthinking conscientious quarters,
particularly when ‘‘encounter’’
deaths have clocked a spurt in
Assam
since
the
BJP-led
government began its second term in
May. There was a spontaneous
bandh in the Darrang district in
protest against this incident.
The
Darrang
district
administration has so far forcibly
grabbed 602.40 hectares of land by
displacing around 900 families since
17 September , and demolished four
'illegally' constructed religious
structures at Sipajhar defying
Gauhati High Court's directive
against eviction during the pandemic
situation. The public protest had
erupted over the demand for
rehabilitation of nearly 900 families
forcibly evicted from the land by the
BJP-led
state
government.
Customarily, Darrang Superintendent
of Police Sushanta Biswa Sarma, a
younger brother of the BJP Chief
Minister Himanta Biswa Sarma,
claimed that the protesters, armed

with sharp weapons, pelted stones at once again unmasked the antithe police personnel and hence police peasant anti-poor communal face of
opened fire in retaliation.
the ruling BJP and that too on the
The poor peasants in the area eve of a countrywide Bharat Bandh
have been subjected to
repeated harassment
by
the
BJP
government since it
came to power in 2016
since they belong to
minority community.
The BJP chief minister
SUCI (C) workers protesting
is reported to have made communal- call on 27 September given by
chauvinist comment to justify this the Sanjukta Kisan Morcha (SKM)
eviction drive in a minority-dominated against the three Black Farm laws
settlement. In fact, it is also alleged and Electricity (Amendment) Bill
that communal riot was being 2021.AIKKMS, a constituent of
instigated by the ruling power to evict SKM , strongly protested this
these poor peasants from their home savage act of the fascist BJP
and hearth. This sad incident has government.

BANDH ON 27 SEPTEMBER

Raipur, Chhattisgarh
Urmed,
Nagpur,
Maharashtra

Dharwad,
Karnataka

Thiruvananthapuram, Kerala

Jamshedpur, Jharkhand

Pratapgarh, UP

Madurai, Tamilnadu

Pilani, Rajasthan

Anantapur, Andhra Pradesh

Dehradun, Uttrakhand

Mumbai

Gurudaspur, Punjab
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New State Secretary of Odisha
In a meeting of Odisha state Committee, SUCI(C), held on 8
September last, Comrade Shankar Dasgupta, member, Central
Committee, SUCI(C) and General Secretary, AIUTUC, has been
unanimously elected Odisha State Secretary of the Party. Comrade
Shankar Dasgupta has stepped into the shoes of Comrade Dhurjati Das,
former Central committee member and Odisha State Secretary, who
passed away on 24 June last. The Central Committee has approved the
decision of the Odisha State Committee.

SUCI (Communist) expresses deep
indignation at refusal of the government
to disclose details of ‘PM Cares Fund’
Comrade Provash Ghosh, General Secretary, SUCI (Communist), issued the
following statement on 24 September 2021:

We are astonished to find
that the BJP government in an
affidavit submitted in Delhi High
Court by an undersecretary at the
Prime Minister's Office (PMO),
has stated that the "The Prime
Minister's Citizen Assistance and
Relief in Emergency Situations" or
PM Cares fund, set up in endMarch 2020
with the stated
objective of being a "dedicated
national fund" to deal with "any
kind of emergency or distress
situation" in the aftermath of the
coronavirus pandemic, is not a
government Fund and hence is not
covered under the Right to
Information (RTI) Act or subject to
audit by Comptroller and Auditor
General of India (CAG). But the
advertisement released inviting
donations under the Fund had used
the government's emblem and the
PM's face. The government is also
yet to give a satisfactory reply as
to why a separate fund was
needed when India already had the
Prime Minister's National Relief
Fund (PMNRF) with a corpus of
Rs 3,800 crores for all such
exigencies. Unofficial claim in
media presumes the size of the
fund to have crossed Rs 50,000
crores. Though the government
claims that the Fund is not a 'public
authority'
and
receiving
contributions from private sources,
the fact is that of the initial receipt
of Rs 9,678 crore, Rs 4,308 crore
was donated by government
agencies and staff, of which at
least Rs 439 crore was deducted
as one-day's salary of government
employees. The various ministries,
Public Sector Units and Banks had
also donated to the Fund. Obvious
question
is
whether
this
munificence was voluntary or
covertly mandatory? Also a
sizeable amount has been
contributed by the monopoly

houses and corporate sector.
Since, the BJP government had
made the donations to PM Cares
Fund tax free by an ordinance, it is
obvious that it has been a preferred
conduit to park a part of huge
unaccounted money and then
derive tax relief as well by the
quarters of vested interest . There
is absolutely no transparency about
utilization of the funds as well.
Why was it named 'PM
Cares' and not 'Narendra Modi
Cares'? Why three big cabinet
ministers are in the official position
in
that
Trust?
Why
an
undersecretary from PMO
is
overseeing the fund 'honorarily'?
Why the Fund is having its official
address as the "Prime Minister's
Office, South Block, New Delhi"?
Is it not a clear instance of abusing
the chair of Prime Minister for
mobilizing huge money with
complete opaqueness and that too
taking advantage of outbreak of a
deadly pandemic and then pretend
no accountability to disclose details
of either mobilization or utilization
of the Fund? Should it not be
viewed as corruption at the highest
level?
It is obvious that for all the
reasons stated above, it is
government money and hence the
Fund ought to be managed and
audited according to government
regulations and the details must be
in public domain.
While
expressing
deep
indignation at such palpable
squandering of money with a
camouflage of charity, we call
upon the people to take due note
of how the BJP and its Prime
Minister, subservient to the class
interest of the ruling monopolists,
are misusing official positions to
commit such offences and raise
their united voice to foil such foul
play.

RNI No. 13932/67
P. R. No. KOL / RMS / 145 / 2019-2021

SUCI(C) vehemently oppose 100% FDI
in Telecom sector and moratorium on
pending tax from them
Comrade Provash Ghosh, General Secretary, SUCI(C), issued
the following statement on 16 September 2021:
We vehemently oppose the decision of the BJP-led central
government to allow 100% FDI in telecom via the automatic route which
means that foreign investors would not need any prior approval from the
government but would only notify the Reserve Bank of India (RBI) after
the investment is made. We also note with consternation that when the
government is imposing hefty indirect tax on the progressively pauperized
common people and made BSNL, a government organization sick by
design, it has granted a four year moratorium on payment of due taxes to
the extent of Rs 50,399.63 crore to Vodafone, a British telecom company,
as well as payments for airwaves aimed at helping private sector telecom
giants Bharti Airtel, Reliance Jio and Vodafone Idea, on the pretext of
"deep and broad" reform.
This move of total opening of telecom sector to private monopolists,
both domestic and foreign, would entail steep rise in telephone tariff
which would be borne again by the common people. We once again call
upon the suffering countrymen to rise up against such anti-people procorporate policies of the BJP government and launch a powerful
movement to prevent such continuous fiscal assault on them.

Mysore workers on path of struggle
are looking up to AIUTUC
Nanjangud Textile workers’
movement
Having formed a union
affiliated to AIUTUC, workers at a
textile manufacturing company in
the prominent Nanjangud Industrial
Area in Karnataka are on the path
of a determined movement.
After change in ownership, the
company was found to be bankrupt.
In March 2021, when the workers
were disillusioned at the role of the
existing Trade Union leadership,
they, overcoming all resistance from
the management,
sought the
guidance of AIUTUC. In the
election, the union leadership was
changed with AIUTUC Mysore
district secretary as the President.
But six newly elected leaders were
barred from joining and served
termination notice. Since then a
fierce battle ensued between the
workers and the management. The
management played all sorts of dirty
tricks like blocking the registration
of the new union to pressurise the
workers.
Under pressure of movement,
the illegal and unethical suspension
orders had to be withdrawn. But
terminated leaders are yet to be
taken back. Clearly, they preferred
a union ready to cooperate and
compromise with them and are
afraid of affiliation to revolutionary
trade union like AIUTUC. and even
suggested workers to opt for the
affiliation to one of them which
makes the workers even more

confident about AIUTUC. The
workers are continuing their
movement with AIUTUC leading
them on.

Asian Paints Land Losers’
Victory Movement.
One of the biggest units was
started by paint manufacturing giant
Asian Paints(AP) near Nanjangud.
Later, the AP did not honour the
resettlement agreement that had
been made with the land losers who
were advised to join work at a
subsidiary sanitiser producing unit, 40
KM's away from their village. So
last year, a movement was launched
at the initiative of AIUTUC wherein
KRRS,(independent
farmers'
organisation), Dalit Sangharsh
Samiti, Swaraj Abhiyan and others
joined with struggling farmers.
As the Company was still
adamant, after 50 days of
‘‘Dharna’’, agitating farmers blocked
all gates of the Company; production
as well as transportation stopped. At
the end, AP management had to bow
down and give jobs to the landlosers.

AT & S Trainees’ movement
Seventy Two Trainees and
Fixed Term employees (FTE) of AT
&
S
Trainees-an
electronic
manufacturing multinational have
been on an indefinite ‘‘Dharna’’, for
the last 180 days. These employees
even after working for 10 years
have not been regularized. So they
took the path of movement and
approached AIUTUC for guidance.
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