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PREFACE

This volume is meant to be history presented
in raw materials, so to say. The history of
India’s relation to the war is still to be written.
For the moment, nothing much more could be
done than o preserve the materials in a more or
less sysiercatised and co-ordinated form. The
documents contained in this volume are meant
to trace primarily the attitude of the Radical
Democratic Party towards the war. But inciden-
tally, the relation of India as a whole with the
war has been gererally described. This volume
is published on the occasion of the Conference of
the Radical Democratic Party, On the same
occasion, several other books are also being
published. They all deal with India’s relation to
the war and the repercussion of the international
events of the last three years on the political and
economic life of India. Therefore, this should
be read together with other volumes. All of
them together describe and otherwise deal with
the developments of the different aspects of the
public life of Tndia which are bound to determine
the future of the country. This volume can
therefore be said to be a chapter of the history of
India in the making.

Dehra Dun, .
December 28, 1942. } M. N. ROY
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INTRCDUCTION

Great Britian declared war against Germany
on September 3, 1939, In reply to requests
from left-wing Congressmen to call a conference
for discussing the situation and deciding what
India should do, I issued a statement to the press
on September 6. In that statement, I wrote:

“All treedom-loving people will conzratulate
the British Government on the decision, even
though much belated, to put an end to Hitlerism,
which it has been encouraging all the time. Had
the decision been taken earlier, the freedom of
many Huropean countries would have been
saved.”

The Working Committee of the Congress met
at Wardha on September 14. On the eve of its
meeting, | addressed a letter to the Congress
President. In the letter, 1 wrote:

“Holding fast to the principle that war is not
the civilised method for settling controversial
international issuss, and firm in its determination
not to allow the Indian people to be dragged into
other people’s quarrels, the Congress cannot but
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sympathise with the victims of Fascist aggression
and be willing to co-operate in freeing the world
from that standing menace. Such an attitude
would be in complete harmony with the object of
the Congress, which is to secure the liberation
of the Indian people. Nor would it in any way
amount to co-operation with Imperialism if the
opportunity is availed for asserting India’s right
of self-determination. The guiding principle of
the Congress attitude at this juncture has been
correctly formulated by Pandit Jawahar Lal
Nehru. In a press interview at Chungking,
Panditji said that India must have democracy if
she is to fight for democracy. The question,
however, is: How is this principle to be put into
practice as the condition for the Congress
agreeing to co-operate in freeing the world from
the menace of Fascism.

“The first step towards national independence
and the establishment of democratic freedom
will be made upon the introduction of the fol-
lowing measures: 1. Adult franchise for the
Central as well as Provincial Legislatures;
2. Abolition of the Upper Chambers; 3. Full
right of citizenship for the States peoples whose
representatives to the Federal Legislature to be

2
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elected also by adult franchise;4. Constitutional
guarantee for the freedom of press, speech and
association; 5. Enlargement of the functions of
local self-government to the extent of zcri-cllizg
the police and creation of local militias.
“Pending the making by a Constituent
Assembly of the Constitution of the Democratic
State of Free India, the present constitution is to
be forthwith amended by the newly elected
Central Legislature, and endorsed by the Provin-
cial Legislative Assemblies, on the above lines.”
On September 14, the Congress Working
Committee issued the lengthy statement request-
ing the British Government to declare its war
aims, Commenting on that document, I wrote:
“As far as the British Government is con-
cerned, it has most authoritatively declared that
the object of the present war is to end Hitlerism.
The Congress has declared its sympathy with
this object. Undoubtedly, it is an object worth
sympathy and active support. But our leaders
have chosen not to take that straightforward
attitude against the wise advice sof Gandhiji. It
might not be altogether out of place to ask the
British Government how it proposes to deal with
the Indian problem in case of India joining in

3
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the fight against Hitlerism. But the scope of the
question put in the Working Committee’s state-
ment is so wide as to include not only relevant
issues, but to appear positively utopian...... Im-
perialism is invited to commit suicide as the
condition for its deserving Congress support in
the war against Fascism. It is really difficult to
understand why the Working Committee found
it necessary to indulge in utopian speculations,
when it was called upon to perform a very
definite task, namely, toc formulate terms on
which it is admittedly prepared to favour India’s
participation in the war so long as it is a war
against Fascism- Throughout the statement, co-
operation is offered. It is also said time and
again that co-operation cannot be unconditional,
although Gandhiji was of a different opinion,
That being the case, the statement cannot be
said to be altogether iree from ‘spirit of bargain-
ing’. Why should it be? Indeed, it is not a
matter of bargaining. The Congress isin a po
sition to dictate terms, and its leaders should
have done that. Instead they failed to take the
initiative, which is left to the other side. This
may be considered to be good manners, but it
is bad leadership.
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“Why all this beating about the bush? Why
not mention the terms acceptable, and ask the
other party either to take it or leave it?
Eventually, it will come to that. Only, the initia-
tive will be from the other side; the Congress
will be asked to take or leave whatever is offered,
That will not be a very dignified position,
unless our leaders have made up their wmind to decide
in favour of resistance, in case the offer from the
other side will fall short of what they consider
to be “the largest possible extent.”

“That possibility, however, can scarcely be
contemuplated, given the decisive opinion of
Gandhiji that the country is not ready for a
large-scale struggle. One may or may not agree
with that opinion; but the point is that it will
determine the final attitude of our leaders. The
attitude being thus predetermined, the statement
of the Working Committee is only a face-saving
device.

“Wholesale resistance being excluded for the
time being, our offer to co-operate in the fight
against Fascism, being voluntarily given, the
immediate objective is to capture the largest
possible measure of political power, which will
enable us to conquer freedom and establish

5
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democrary, irrespective of what others may
desire. The object must be formulated in
concrete terms., We recommend for their consi-
deration the measures suggested in the letter
addressed to the Congress President on the eve
of the last meeting of the Working Committee.

‘““Let there be no more suspension and indeci-
sion. Let the minimum demands of the nation
be formulated. If we want to advance on the
road to democracy and freedom, while helping
the destruction of Fascism, let us avail of this
opportune moment to occupy strategic positions
which will guarantee our ultimate victory.”*

It should be noted that the Radicals were at
that time members of the Congress. Many of
us were members of Congress Committees up to
the A. 1. C. C. We also held offices in the Con-
gress organisation throughout the country. Al-
though from the very first moment, the Radicals
adopted an attitude towards the war fundamentally
different from that of the Congress leaders, as
Congressmen they had to adjust their views to
the official policy of the Congress, and try to
influence the policy step by step. The method
adopted was to raise concrete issues and compel

*Editorial in ‘'Independent India’, September 24, 1939.
6
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the Congress leaders to tackle them positively
instead of pursuing a negative policy of shirking
responsibility.

Immediately after the meeting of the Con-
gress Working Committee, leading Radical Con-
gressmen met to discuss the line of action
practical under the given situation. In a state-
ment of policy, issued after the meeting, my letter
to the Congress President was endorsed. The
following are extracts from the Statement of
Radical Policy: '

““No resolution of the Congress commits it
irrevocably to resistance to India’s participation
in any war. Therefore, when the war came, and
India as a part of the British Empire was auto-
matically involved in it, there was only one thing
for the Congress leadership to do. It was
to formulate the terms of co-operation... ...

“It is more dignified to go with the eyes open
than to be led by the nose. The central fact of
the situation is that the leaders of the Congrees
have declared their readiness to support Britian
in the present war, if India will be allowed to do
so as a free nation. Apart from the obvious
illusion on the part of those who formulate such
a demand, it is pertinent to ask them to formulate

7
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it in concrete terms. Assuming that Britian will
accept the demand; for the moment she cannot
be expected to do more than make a declaration
to that effect. Will that satisfy our leaders?
Presumably not. On the other hand, again as-
suming that Britian will readily grant that, no
radical change in the political status of India
could take place from to-day to tomorrow. But
India is already involved in the war. As regards
the support for the war, that will net wait until
ourtleaders have made up their mind. As a part
of the British Empire, India is obliged to give
that, Therefore, in order to avoid the indignity
of the failure or reluctance to act according
to the Congress resolutions, our leaders should
forthwith formulate the conditions of support
according to those resolutions. The Working
Committee’s statement does not contain any such
demands. The only thing it appears to suggest
is that Imperialism should commit suicide. That
is utopian. Barring a wholesale resistance, which
the present leadership of the Congress cannot
certainly have in view, given Gandhiji’s decisive
opinion that the country is not prepared for it,
what can be attempted under the given conditions
is pre-determind. There must be an interim

8
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arrangement. The pseudo-ethical disdain for the
spirit of bargaining may be an expression of
ill-<conceived indealism, but it certainly has no
place in political strategy. Just now we cannot
have all we want. We do not possess the requisite
crgznised power. We cannot have it for the
asking. Therefore, let us try to secure the utmost
possible, so as to occupy some positions of vant-
age wherefrom we shall be able to fight for all we
want. This state of mind is inherent in the
present policy of the Congress. Why then do
not our leaders act in a s‘raigh:forward way?
That would be more dignified as well as prac-
tical.” . .

The All-India Congress Committee met at
Wardha on October 9 to endorse the statement of
the Working Committee. In an appeal to the
members of the A. I. C. C., I wrote:

“Itself engaged in the struggle for freedom
and democracy, the Indian National Congress
welcomed the decision of the British Government
to fight Hitlerism which it had encouraged per-
sistently over a number of years. The end of
Hitlerism is an object which can count upon the
fullest sympathv and active support of the Indian
National Congress, which has always been

9
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opposed to Fascism and vehemently condemned
its successive acts of aggression.”

Having analysed the European situation creat=
ed by military moves on the part of the U. S S.
R., I drew the conclusion ‘‘that the present
European war has become comrtletely unneces-
sary. Althcugh the British Government contri-
buted nothing to it, the object of defeating
Hitlerism has been attained to a very large extent.
Therefore, the question of India’s participation
in the war for international considerations has
disappeared. The problem must be approached
exclusively from the point of view of the exigen-
cies of the national situation.

“The question is: Can India remain aloof if
leading European countries are involved in a
first class military conflict? Politically, she will
be involved against her will. Asa part of the
British Empire, she will be in war automatically,
unless she outgrows that status of dependency
not by any grace of Imperizlism, but by her own
might, Economically also, she will be involved,
neither with any grief, nor with any reluctance.

“Under the given situation, the Congress
policy should be a direct approach to the British
people with the appeal to prevail upon their

10
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Government to put an end to this useless
war. The British Government should be made
to understand that the Congress will not be a
party to a war which has ceased to have any
international justification. Most probably the
war in Europe will stop before long. Therefore,
let us not be stampeded into any commitment.
If the Congress Ministries could protect our
elementary civil liberties, we should go ahead
with our own tasks of organisation and political
preparation, completely indifferent to the sense-
less military operations in Europe. The guestion
of active resistance does not arise. There can-
not be any objection to legitimate commercial
and industrial activities which may be helptul
to military purposes. The war can affect India
injuriously, for the time being, only in two ways:
firstly, through the restriction of the freedom of
press, speech and other civil liberties; and second-
ly, through increased economic burdens upon
the masses resulting from profiteering. Let the
Congress Ministries prove their mettle by pro-
tecting popular welfare on both these scores.
Measures for fixing prices should be introduced
and effectively administered. Congress Minis-
tries should refuse to adminser Ordinances

11
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restricting the elementary democratic rights of the:
people. Thus, it will be for Imperialism to
decide whether it wishes to precipitate a conflict.
On its part, the Congress should be prepared for
all emergencies.”

The change in our policy from voluntary
support, given under conditions, which would
make it most effective, to indifference, was deter-
mined by the change in the war situation. We
welcomed the British declaration of war against
Fascist Germany.. But the war did not actually
break out, nor there appeared to be any indica-
tion that military operations against Nazi Ger-
many wouid be undertaken by the Western
Powers, As a matter of fact, there were thick
rumours about an early peace. The danger was
that the war would develop into a crusade against
the U. S. S. R., which, for the great services it
rendered to the anti-aggression cause, became
the object of the most malicious propaganda in
all the countries, including India. As a war
against the U, S. S. R., waged either by all the
European Powers or by Nazi Germany alone,
backed up by the Western Powers, would im-
mensely strengthensFascism,instead of destroying
it, we came to the conclusion that a desperate

12
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effort should be made to avert that possible ca-
tastrophe. Hitler had received a serious setback
in his design of aggression eastwards. On the
other hand, the Western Powers did not show
any intention of undertaking serious military
operations. The war had evidently become a
useless and senseless affair. Therefore, we be-
lieved that it could end, marking the first stage
of the process of checking Fascist aggression.

On October 17, the Viceroy issued a s:ate-
ment in answer to the Congress request for a
clear declaration of Britain’s war aims. [he
Central Executive Committee of the League of
Radical Congressmen was in session. [t discus-
sed the Vicerov’s declaration and decided to
address a letter to the Congress President making
concrete suggestions regarding the policy to be
adopted at this juncture Meanwhile, the fol-
lowing was said in a short statement issued to
the press :

The Viceroy’s declaration and Mr. Chamber-
lain’s latest speech manifest a deplorable change
in the British Government’s war and peace aims.
The Caongress had expressed sympathy with the
object of ending Hitlerism and was prepared to
render help for the attainment of that object on

13
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certain conditions regzrding India’s own status
being fulfilled- Britain’s ostensible war aims
having been dropped, the Congress must with-
draw the previous offer and conduct - energeti-
cally India’s struggle for ireedom, completely
indifferent to other peoples’ quarrels. While the
Western Powers contributed nothing in that
respect, the Soviet Union has decisively checked
Nazi aggression. As far as the Congress is con-
cerned, the plausible object of the war has been
largely attained. The Congress should appeal
for an early termination of the armed conflict,
which is bound to cause incalculable injuries to
all peoples concerned.”

In the letter to the Congress President, dated
October 19,1 wrote : “True to its ideals of
freedom and democracy, the Congress always
condemned the violence and the aggressiveness
of the Fascist Powers. No freedom-loving Indian
could ever approve of the British foreign policy
during the last years, which aided 'and abetted
the destruction of freedom of weak and small
nations. When finally the British Government
abandoned the policy of connivance with Fas-
cism, the Congress naturally expressed its sym-
pathy for the object and offered its readiness to

14
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help the attainment of the laudable object of
freeing Europe and the world from the greatest
menace of our time,

“India was concerned with the conflict in
Europe because it was precipitated ostensibly
with the noble object of destroying the Fascist
menace. Now the war and peace aims of the
British Government, as declared by the Viceroy,
and previously by the British Prime Minister, are
such as will involve Europe in a large-scale and
protracted war, which will be a great calamity in
every respect, The war and peace aims of the
British Government seem to be to restore the
unstable status created by the vindictive, ill-con-
ceived and inequitous Treaty of Versailles...
Having itself, over a period of years, connived
at the practical repudiation of the Versailles
Treaty, the British Government to-day wants to
plunge Europe into another orgy of death and
destruction for restoring that broken down
status quo.

“Although the British Government contribu
ted little to the attainment of its object professed
~ originally, Fascism as an international 'force, and
German Nazism, in particular, have suffered a
heavy defeat at the hands of the Soviet Union.

15
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‘The Nazis have been compelled to abandon their
long cherished plan of expansion eastwards at
the cost of the East-European peoples and finally
of the Soviet Union- The Hitler regime could
command the support of a considerable section
of the German people on account of diplomatic
triumphs and the glory of successtul military
feats. Thanks to the recent actions of the
Soviet Union, it has been deprived of any credit
on both the fronts. The inevitable consequence
will be a serious weakening of the moral and
emotional foundations of the Nazi regime, which
can be expected to be overthrown in due course
of time by the action of the German people,
provided that it will not be reinforced by those
very Powers which have been, by an accident,
involved in a war with it. However, the plau-
sible object of checking Hitlerism having been
attained 1o a large extent, the war in Europe has
become completely useless and cannot be ot any
concern for India.

“In this situation, the immediate thing for the
Congress to do is to throw its influence on the
side of peace. A ferveat appeal should be forth-
with made to the peoples of Europe;, and
particularly of England and France, to demand

16
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immediate termination of armed hostilities and
such a peaceful solution of the cutstanding pro-
blems as would spare Europe the cataclysm of a
large-scale war. The Nazi aggressiveness, which
precipitated the present armed conflict, has been
checked. The guarantee against any revival of
the danger will be found in the recognition of
the most salient fact of the present European
situation; that guarantee can be afforded only by
the Soviet Union. The latter would willingly
co-operate in any honest effort to keep Nazism
at bay, and to help the German people to set their
house in order. The zuggested action on the part
of the Congress will be the most valuable con
tribution to the solution of the European crisis, and
consequently will win for India the credit of giving
the tormented world a courageous lead

“The appeal for an early termination of the
war is sure to find a widespread response,
Nevertheless, even in the “democratic” countries,
democracy may not be able to assert its sove-
reignty. In that case, India shall have no other
alternative but to leave Europe to its fate and
turn her attention exclusively to her immediate
task of winning freedom. The Congress should
take up an attitude of neutrality. Asa part of

17
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the British Empire, India has been involved in
the war. But that alone does not guarantee
willing cooperation of the Indian people. Let the
British Government carry on its war, if our
counsel will not prevail.

“When the Congress will be obliged to fall
back on the alternative policy, we shall have to
proceed with great caution and circumspection.
While declaring its neutrality, the Congress
should not withdraw its representives in office. The
Congress Ministries in the given situation should
be actuated by an entirely different motive.
The primary task of the Congress Ministries
should be to protect civil liberties, particularly
the freedom of press, platform and movement.”

The Congress Working Committee also met
to consider the Viceroy's declaration. But unfort-
unately, the positive policy suggested by us was not
accepted. [Its reaction was entirely different. It
still pursued the policy of sitting on the fence as
far as the international situation was concerned,
but at the same time resolved to withdraw Cong-
ressmen from office. The resolution declared:—

“The Viceroy’s statement is an unequivocal
reiteration of the old imperialist policy. The
Committee must therefore regard the Viceroy's

18
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statement as in every way unfortunate. In the
.circumstances, it cannot possibly give any support
to Great Britain, for it would amount to an
endorsement of the imperialist policy which the
Congress has always sought to end. As a first
step in this direction, the Committee calls upon the
‘Congress Ministries to tender their resignation.

“The Committee warns Congressmen against
-any hasty action in the shape of civil disobedience,
political strike and the like. The Committee
will watch the situation and the activites of the
British Government in India, and will not hesitate
to guide the country and take farther steps when-
ever the necessity arises.” '

It is evident that our policy was not just to
-support any war. We supported it unhesitatingly
when it was declared against Nazi Germany.
But as soon as the original object was pushed to
the back-ground and the war threatened to become
an anti-Soviet war, we could not possibly con-
tinue our policy of unreserved support. But at
the same time, we were of the opinion that the
Congress Working Committee resolution shirked
an international responsibility and failed to grasp
the possibilities of the Indian situation. Parti-
ccularly, we considered the resignation = of

19
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Congress Ministries to be a grave mistake.
Therefore, on October 24, I issued the fcllowing
statement in this connection:—

“There is no sense in the resignation of the
Ministries except as the beginning of a campaign
of civil disobedience. Experience should occasion
grave doubts in the eflicacy of that form of
struggle. The best result possible willbe another
Delhi Pact and another Round Table Conference.
I apprehend ruinous consequences if prestige and
emotionalism would be allowed to overwhelm
realistic political considerations., The occasion
requires the highest skill in political strategy.
The tone of finality in the Working Committee
resolution may be apparent Therefore, I hope
that the far-reaching implications of the resolution
will be dispassionately considered before imple-
menting it. Itis time to realise the futility of
cheap martyrdom. It is unnecessary to risk
repression for another round in the vicious circle,
That will not bring the country anywhere near
freedom. The fight for real freedom is not so
easy. It requires foresight, cold calculation,
patience, determination and self-confidence,
‘The leadership is put to the supreme test.”

While changing our war attitude from active

20
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support to neutrality, we still were opposed to
any war resistance. We disapproved of the
Working Committee resolution to withdraw
Congressmen from office, because that heralded
war resistance. On November 5, I wrote:—
“Themselves having been of the opinon that
the country is not prepared for a fight, it is the
height of irresponsibility on the part of the
leaders of the Congress to have prectipitated the
present crisis. The only thing that can be said
in their defence is that they did not want the
crisis. That defence is even more damaging.
What sort of a leadership is that which can be
s0 easily driven to a position it wanted to avoid ¢
“Supposing that all the Congress Ministries
will resign, there arises the question: What next ?
Unless the decision to withdraw from office has
heen taken with the sneaking expectation that
presently the Congress Ministries will be called
back, the next step is predetermined. If the
present policy is pursued with the expectation
that before long the Congress Ministries will be
called back, why then all this fuss ? For once
the leaders of the Congress tried to be cleverer
than their conscience-keeper and acted against his
advice. The result is that they have made a mess

21
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of things. Had they rightaway adopted the policy
of unconditional co-operation recommended
by Gandhiji, they would not find themselves
in the present dilemma. INot having the courage
to take a realistic view of the situation, they
prefer to appear more courageous in a romantic
way. The reality of the situation is that India is
a part of the British Empire and therefore cannot
stay out of the war except by severing that rela-
tion. The Congress leaders issued a dignified
call for Imperialism to liquidate itself. They
received a snubbing which naturally pricked their
vanity and sent them in search of face-saving
devices. The mostimposing deviceis Satyagraha,
which, under the present conditions of the coun-
try, will be political harakiri.”*

By that time, the war entered its ‘“phony
stage”. Apart from the dangerous possibilities
in Europe, it was completely out of the picture as
far as India was concerned. Consequently, the
controversy about India’s relation to the war
practically ceased for the time being. Having
withdrawn Congressmen from office, the Congress
Working Committee kept the anti-imperialist
- struggle in suspense and invented an organised

&Editorial in Independent India’s, Nov. 6, 1939.
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offensive for destroying democracy inside the
Congress On the pretext of preparing for the
“coming struggle’’, elected Congress Committees
were superceded by sc-called Satyagraha Com-
mittees and the Congress “Independence Pledge”
was so radically changed as to make it devoid of
any political content.

Soon after the war was declared in September
1939, leading Radical Congressmen met and
discussed at length and in detail all the implica-
tions and possibilities of the international situ-
ation. The theoretical foundation of the Radical
war policy was laid down in the Thesis adopted
on that occasion. Inthat fundamental document,
alternative developments of the international
situation were visualised. During the first
months of the war, the development tended to
be in the dangerous direction apprehended in the
Thesis. During that period, the Radical policy,
therefore, was a reaction to that immediate situ-
ation. England having during that period failed
to wage war against Neazi Germany, a general
conclusion of armed hostilities at that point
would have fortified the position of the anti-
fascist forces. On the one hand, France might
not have fallen and, on the other hand, the Soviet

23
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Union would have had the time for preparing
for the eventual show-down. If that respite was
available, perhaps the war against Fascism, when
it eventually did break out, might have been
much shorter. The Radical policy during the
period of ‘phony war” was carefully calculated
on the basis of all these considerations.

But before long, the war actually broke out,
Hitler again precipitated the situation. The
reluctance of the Western Powers to take any
initiative, even when the Nazi army was heavily
engaged on the East, was interpreted by Hitler
as a sign of their weakness. He, therefore, went
over to the offensive. Having swept Norway
and the Netherlands with lighting speed, he at-
tacked France, the fall of which had already
been prepared by traitors and the Fascist Fifth
Column. The international situation became
crystal clear. The issues at stake were evident.
Having sat on the fence during the period of
uncertainty, the Congress at last, just at that
juncture, clearly began its move towards war
resistance. The new line was skeiched in the
Working Committee resolution which was to be
endorsed by the Ramgarh Session of the Congress.
That resolution declared:

24
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“The Congress considers the declaration by
the British Government of India as a belligerent
country, without any reference to the people of
India, and excloitation of India’s resources in
this war, as an affront to them, which no self-
respecting and freedom-loving people can accept
or tolerate The recent pronouncements made
on behalf of the British Government in regard
to India demonstrate that Great Britian is carry-
ing on the war fundamentally for imperialist
ends and for the preservation and strengthening
of her Empire, which is based on the exploita-
tion of the people of India as well as of other
Asiatic and African countries. Under these
circumstances, it is clear that the Congress can-
not in any way, directly or indirectly, be party
to the war. The Congress, therefore, strongly
disapproves of Indian troops being made to fight
for Great Britain and of the drain from India of
men and material for the purposes of the war.
Congressmen and those under Congress influence
cannot help in the prosecution of the war with
men, money or material-

“The Congress withdrew the Ministries in
order to dissociate India from the war. This
preliminary step must naturally be followed by

25



INDIA AND WAR

civil disobedience, to which the Congress will
unhesitatingly resort as soon as the Congress
organisation 1s considered fit enough for the
purpose, or in case circumstances so shape them-
selves as to precipitate a crisis.”

That was clearly the initation of the policy of
non-~cooperation, which was logically bound to
lead to active war resistance. The threat was
clear enough, and to back it up, preparations for
the “coming struggle” began with all earnestness.

Fascist hordes overran Norway and Denmark
hardly a month after the above resolution was
passed. The Congress was not disturbed by
that alarming development. On the contrary,
soon afterwards, on April 18, the Working
Committee confirmed the threat of civil disobe-
dience contained in the Ramgarh Resolution.

Hitler’s war machine rolled on mercilessly.
The Low Countries were gone. Even then, the
Congress held on to the theory of imperialist
war and went ahead with the preparations for
resisting India’s participation in it. Then France
fell, and Britain was threatened with an invasion
by the triumphant hordes of Hitler. How did
the Congress react to those nerve-wrecking
events? It met on June 17 and deliberated for
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nearly a week, finally to adopt a resolution which
declared :—

“The Working Committee has been deeply
moved by the tragic events that have taken place
in Europe in startling succession, and in parti-
cular by the misfortune that has befallen the peo-
ple of France. These events have already had far-
reaching consequences, and they are likely to be
followed by other happenings, which will lead to
novel situations and complex pro- blems”

But even then, the Congress maintained the
opinion that “the war in Europe resulting from a
desire for imperialist domination over other
peoples and countries and a suicidal race in
armaments, has led to human sorrows and
miseries on a scale hitherto unknown, and came
to the following conclusion:

“The critical situation that faces the world to-
day requires vigilant attention and action when-
ever needed for this purpose. The Working
Committee will meet at frequent intervals and
all members must keep in readiness to obey
urgent summons.”

It is quite clear what was expected. The
resolution was obviously based on the expectation
that Great Britain would fall under a Fascist
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invasion before long. But in any case, the most
remarkable thing was that, when the drama of
the war was unfolding so very rapidly, the Con-
gress leaders did not have a word to say against
those who precipitated the conflict, and still clung
to the theory thatthe war was caused by the
imperialist designs of Britain, The designs
presumably were against Nazi Germany. Conse-
quently, the conclusion of the Congress theory
about the cause of the war was obvious. It was
that Nazi Germany, having been a victim of
British imperialist designs, deserved sympathy.
Before long, that logical conclusion determined
political events in India.

During the fateful summer months of 1940,
the Congress Working Committee remained
practically in permanent session. The All-India
Congress Committee also met twice. Believing
that Britian was done for, the Congress leaders
felt that they could dictate terms. The demand
for a National Government was cu: forth. There
was nothing wrong in that, But what was
remarkable was their complete indifference for
the dreadful fact of the whole of Europe coming
under the iron heels of triumphant Fascism. To
witness the downfall of British Imperialism
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might have been a natural and legitimatz desire
on the part of Congressmen. But they should
have shown some concern for the British people
who were then in the danger of coming under
the domination of triumphant Fascism.

France fell two weeks before the anniversary
of the Great Revolution. The Congress Working
Committee met on July 7. I wrote to the Con-
gress President, suggesting that an All-India
demonstration should be organised on the day
of the anniversary of the French Revolution to
express India’s sympathy for the French people
in distress. I was simply dumb-founded to
receive the President’s reply saying that no useful
purpose would be servedby the Congress holding
such a demonstration at that moment. He
went even farther and remarked that the moment
for such a demonstation was inopportune, Pre-
sumably, the Congress leaders did not favour the
demonstration which, at that juncture, was bound
to be an anti-fascist demonstration, and a demons-
tration of the Indian people’s will to participate
in the war in crder to destroy the force which
was annihilating the freedom of one European
country after another.

Finally, the A. I. C. C. met in the historic
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session at Poona. It was to formulate the de-
‘mand for a National Government, which was to
be presented te the Viceroy by the Mahatma,
It was maintained that the National Government
was to be formed so that India could participate
in the war more effectively. | submitted the
following resolution to the meeting of the
A. L. C.C. atPoona.

“Seriously alarmed by the recent events in
Eurcpe, and having regard for the fact that the
‘Congress has always condemned the acts of
Fascist aggression, this meeting of the All-India
Congress Committee declares that the fight for
Indian freedom cannot be isolated from the
larger fight for the defence of human liberty
and modern civilisation against the fierce on-
slaught of Fascism. The All-India Congress
Committee believes that active participation in
that larger fight will enable the fighters for
Indian freedom to attain their goal in the near
future. To grant or withhold India’s right of
self-determination is not the prerogative of the
British Government The right belongs to the
people of India and must be conquered by ail
available means. Therefore, India’s participation
-in the struggle for world freedom need not be
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conditional upon any declaration on the part of
the British Government.

“Moreover, under the given relation of forces,
India’s participation in the war cannot be preven-
ted. Neither from the point of view of the
international situation, nor in the interest of
Indian freedom, is it necessary to do that, Nor
is it possible to do that in view of the fact that the
great bulk of the Indian people stand to be bene-
fitted immediately, more or less, as a result of
India’s participation in the war. If the situation
was favourable, India could make her contribu-
tion to the solution of the international problem
by striking a decisive blow for her own freedom.
Unfortunately, that is not yet the case. The
task of the moment is to preserve the popuiar
forces and prepare them tor decisive action on a
more favourable occasion, which may come
before long.

“Therefore, the All-Indiu Congress Commit-
tee resolves that the people of India should
actively participate in the struggle against Fas-
cism in every way available to them. That will
not be helping imperialism, because the co-ope-
ration of India will strengthen the position of
the genuinely anti-fascist elements in England
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and enable the masses of the British people to
prevent the liquidation of the struggle against
Fascism under the influence of the more reac-
tionary forces who still wield considerable power
in the British ruling circles.”

At the Poona session of the All-India Con-
gress Committee, the Congress leaders spoke as
the ‘“potential and immediate rulers of the
country.” Taking note of the fact that Britain
was in great difficulty in Europe, they were
confident of ousting the British from power in
this country. Although they spoke of “helping
the British”, the real mind of the Congress
leaders was expressed by Vallabhbhai Patel, who
declared that the war would not last more than
another two or three months, and if Britain con-
ceded their demand, that would be good; but even
if Britain did not, the Congress would be free to
choose its own course, and would do so.

In reply to the Poona Resolution offering to
“help the British”, came the offer made by the
Viceroy on behalf of the British Government on
August 8, 1940. The offer was to invite repre-
sentative Indians forthwith to join the Viceray’s
Executive Council without insisting on the con-
dition that the major political parties should
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come to an agreement as regards provincial
matters, :

The Congress President refused to see the
Viceroy to discuss the offer, so sure were the
‘Congress leaders that the days of British power
were counted. The Working Committee met on
August 22 and emphatically denounced the offer.
Although the refusal even to consider my
tesolution submitted to the A. 1. C. C. meeting
at Poona revealed that the Congress leaders bad
no intention of partizizating in the fight against
Fascism, and they were only waiting for an
invasion of Britain, I still took them on their
words, and issued a statement advising the accep-
tance of the Viceroy’s offer. I wrote:

“The Viceroy’s declaration once for all proves
that the Congress leaders have all along been
chasing a chimera by demanding from the Brttish
Government the recognition of Indian indepen-
dence. Itis now clear that the British Govern-
ment can never be expected to recognise Indian
independence before it will be an accomplished
fact, and that no real power will ever be
voluntarily transferred so as to liquidate Im-
perialism.

“Unless its policy is forthwith recast radically,
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the Congress is bound to meet political and
organisational disaster in consequence either of
some rash action or of forced passivity. The
question is how to avoid that.

“Having anticipated that the Congress policy
was heading towards this crisis, I all along
advocated an alternative course. A false sense
of prestige and the craving for cheap heroics
prevented the bulk of vocal Congressmen as well
as the leaders from taking a realistic view of
the situation and from trying to do what could
be done instead of indulging in wishful thinking
and day-dreams.

“To begin with, the futile policy of negation,
inaugurated by the utopian September Declara-
tion of the Congress Working Committee must
be scrapped. The mistakes committed in pur-
suance thereof must be forthwith rectified. The
Congress leaders are admittedly ready to accept
office even at the Centre. A few months ago,
they could do so, perhaps with some advantage.
But haggling for more, they hava lost the stra-
tegic position.

“The greatest blunder, however, was to
abandon the strategic positions in the provinces.
Tha t can still be rectified, and the. strategic
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positionsutilised for promoting the Indian peo-
ple’s struggle for their own freepom, and for
organising their contribution to the fight against
Fascism.

“The fight against Fascism must be the
immediate object of all fighters for freedom and
democracy. Any policy which will not accept
this as the point of departure will be wrong.
Fascism is the instrument forged to bolster up
a system which has decayed throughout the
world. With its destruction, the system itself
will collapse. A free India will then take her
rightful place in a world of free men engaged
in the task of building a higher civilisation.

“Therefore, India should participate in the
fight irrespective of Imperialist Britain’s policy
towards us. The fighters for Indian freedom
should co-operate with British Democracy, as
distinct from British Imperialism, for the com-
mon cause, Provincial Governments, controlled
by popular representatives, can be the medium
of that co-operation.

“Fascism being a growth on the decayed struc-
ture of capitalist society, it is to be found, in one
form or other, wherever capitalism is not yet
overthrown. To check incipient Fascism at
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home is the primary condition for protecting
any country against the danger of Fascist in-
vasion. If the anti-imperialist complex prevents
India from doing so, she will jump from the
frying pan into the fire, though with the heroic
gesture of defying imperialist dictation.

“India has been making her contribution to
the war. Under the given situation, it consists
of supplying war materials and recruits for the
army. The one is bound to be unlimited, be-
cause it is a good business proposition; the other
is guaranteed by the existence of a numberless
army of rural unemployed. But the danger of
Fascism is not in remote Europe. It isto be
found also near at hand. Therefore, a popular
movement is necessary to combat it before it is
too late. That purpose will not be served by
the present method of organising India’s war
effort through the War Committee and Civic
Guards. :

“Entirely different methods must be adopted
for making the masses conscious of the danger
of Fascism lurking in their midst, and to mobilise
them in resistance to that danger. That can be
done by Provincial Governments controlled by
elected representatives of the people.
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“India’s contribution to the world-wide strug-
gle against Fascism can be most effectively
organised through the medium of People’s Coun-
cils composed of duly elected representatives of
the local population. Those organs of demo-
cratic will and mass action can rise under the
protection of popular Provincial Governments.
They will be acting as the organs of anti-fascist
propaganda and vigilance against the incipient
forces of Fascism. The danger of internal peace
- being disturbed by popular discontent will be
there if the moneyed people will be allowed to
pass on the burden of contributing to the war
funds to the shoulders of the starving masses,
Under the protection of popular Provincial Go-
vernments, the People’s Councils cannot only
guarantee against that danger, but also defend
the masses against all forms of war profiteering.

“Having helped the rise of those organs of
democratic will and popular power in course
of the fight against Fascism, elected members
of the Provincial Legislatures will eventually
meet in a joint sesion to enunciate the funda-
mental principles of the Constitution of Free
India, and call upon the People’s Councils to
elect deputies to a National Asembly which will

37



INDIA AND WAR

meet to ratify those principles. Thus India
will work out her own freedom while contribu-
tirg voluntarily her share to the world struggle
against Fascism.”

But the Congress leaders could no longer
retrace their steps. Wishful thinking and the
belief that, defeated by victorious Fascism, the
British Government would be compelled to
accept the terms dictated by them, had egged
the Congress leaders on to go too far. On August
22, the Working Committee resolved to take the
step which had been predetermined by its policy
adopted in the very beginning of the war. On
September 17, the A. 1, C. C. met in Bombay
and endorsed the Working Committee resolu-
tion. The Mahatma had two long interviews
with the Viceroy. He wanted the freedom to
preach against Indians giving any aid for the
prosecution of the war. The Mahatma refused
to be satisfied with the concession made to the
conscientious objectors in England. The nego-
tiations finally broke down, and on October 13,
the Working Committee resclved to launch a
campaign of civil disobedience for asserting the
right of preaching against India’s participation
in the war. After his interview with the Viceroy,
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the Mahatma declared : “Indians are not interes-
ted in the war. They make no distinction bet-
ween Nazism and the double autocracy that rules
India.”

The end of the period of the ‘“‘phony war”
in Europe caused two divergent developments in
India regarding her attitude towards the war.
The Congress attitude progressively stiffened
and ultimately culminated in the movement of
war resistance, as it was bound to by its internal
logic. The Radicals were faced with the primary
necessity of assisting the defeat of Fascism at all

. cost, disregarding all other considerations. It
was not necessary for them to make opportunistic
adjustments from time tc time. All along they
were guided by the theoretical analysis of the
causes and possible consequences of the war
made in the very beginning. Consequently, as
soon as the fight against Fascism actually broke
out, the Radical policy developed consistently on
the lines of unreserved support to the war, and
in the latter stages, it is marked mainly by efforts
to make this support more and more effective
and decisive.

The book is a collection of documents
depicting the whole history of our efforts to
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enable India to make the greatest contribution
to the destruction of the most ruthless enemy of
human freedom, and thus pave the way to her
own freedom.

Dehradun,
Lecember 1, 1942.

M. N. ROY.
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INDIA AND WAR

THESIS ADOPTED BY THE RADICALS
IN THE MIDDLE OF OCTOBER, 1939

I

Analysis of the International Situation and its
Perspectives

" The nature of the present war is to be
determined in the light of (1) the social and
political character of the forces involved, directly
and indirectly ; (2) its alternative lines of develop-
ment; (3) its possible outcomes; (4) the attitude
of the U.S.S. R.

The fundamental fact of the situation is that
the present international conflict takes place on
the background of irreconcilable social and
‘political conflicts inside the various nations
involved in it. There is a relation between these
two conflicts, and the development of the military
conflict on the international front is bound to be
determined by the anxiety of the ruling classes,
in the countries directly or indirectly involved in
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the international conflict, to hold their own in
the civil conflicts at home. The more deep-
seated social conflict is not limited by national
boundaries. It takes place on an international
scale, cutting across the antagonisms and
rivalries between national States. This funda-
mental fact determined international relations
during the recent years. ~ The outstanding feature
of those relations was to smooth over antagonisms
between national States, and a persistent effort
to avoid a larg&scale armed conflict at the cost
not only of a series of small and weak nations,
but even of the prestige of powerful imperialist
States.

In view of that background of international
relations, itis not permissible to start from the
mechanical assumption that the present conflict
is the outcome of the rivalry beétween two groups
of imperialist States for the domination of Europe
or of the world. The present conflict has been
precipitated by an accident -which, for the time
belng, has disturbed the plan underlying inter-
national relations during the last years. That
immediate cause of the present conflict must be
taken into due consideration, in order to have
a proper perspective of possible developments.
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The nature of a conflict is determined by the
forces involved in it. The forces can be
characterised by different standards. The
problem can be approached from different points
of view.

The popular point of view thatitis a fight
between Democracy and Fascism can be imme-
diately rejected. The political situation in England
and France is apparently different from that in
Germany. I[n the former countries, civil liberties
may not as yet have been so completely destroyed
as in the latter. But the British and French
Governments to-day are not democratic Govern-
ments even as they were before the last war.
In both the countries, of late, Fascism has been
gaining ground, for all practical purposes, if not
as yet formally. Immediately upon entering
the war, declared ostensibly with the purpose of
ending Hitlerism, the French Government sup-
pressed the Communist Party. The organisation
of the People’s Front in 1934 checked the advent
of Fascism in France. The initiative in that
respect was taken by the Communist Party which
since then stood at the forefront of the anti-
Fascist democratic forces. In view of this recent
history, the significance of the suppression of the
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Communist Party, immediately after it had - voted
credits for the war to be waged against Fascism,
is evident. In Italy and Germany also, the
victory of Fascism was celebrated by the sup-
pression of the Communist Parties; other demo-
cratic forces met the same fate subsequently.

"This highly significant event has not taken
place in England. But that does not necessarily
prove that the British Government is more
democratic than the French, or the Fascist tenden-
cy is less pronounced in England than in France.
The British Communist Party has not been
suppressed, simply because it is a negligible
factor. The weakness of the British Communist
Party, in its turn, reflects the weakness of the
revolutionary forces in England. The absence in
England of the peculiarly Fascist features of the
suspension of civil liberties and suppression of
popular movements is to be explained by that
weakness. Democracy is still tolerated in England,
because there it is not a force but a mere
formality.. Why discard the democratic facade so
long as it can camouflage totalitarianism in opera-
tion? '

Apart from the fundamental consideration
that an imperialist State cannot be really demo-
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cratic, the fact is that even parliamentary
democracy has been practically abolished in
England ever since the formation of the “National
Government”. Parliamentary opposition is still
allowed simply because it is completely impotent
to check or even influence the policy of the
overwhelming conservative majority. Besides,
on every crucial occasion, the opposition readily
falls in line with the Government. A totalitarian
regime has been established in England, although
the crass acts of violence and barbarity, associated
with that political phenomenon, have not yet
been committed. The violence on the part of
the rulers is always proportional to the potentia-
lity of the opposition. In England, the anti-
Fascist forces being weak, Fascism creeps in
gradually and peacefully.

That being the position, in England as well
as in France, there is no reason to accept the
point of view that the present conflict is a war
between Democracy and Fascism.

Another point of view is thatitis a conflict
between two systems of Imperialism. This view is
based on a simplification of matters. It does
not take into account the complex under-currents
of the international situation and ignores the
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specific features of the economic structure of the
two systems. It is a superficial view : Imperialism
is the last stage of Capitalism ; Fascism is the most
brutal form of bourgeois dictatorship; ergo, Fas-
cism and Imperialism are identical. From this
simple, formalist svllogism, it is deduced that
the present war is a war between imperialist
States, and therefore is not to be distinguished
in any way from previous wars.

 But the relation of forces is not so simple
as all that. Fascism, indeed, is a phase of
Capitalism. It is the last ditch of Capitalism, so
to say. Itis also true that, in contemporary Europe,
the terms Capitalism and Imperialism can be
interchangeably used, all the leading capitalist
countries there having attained, to a greater or
lesser degree, the stage of Imperialism. But from
that, it does not necessarily follow that Fascism is
identical with Imperialism in the strict sense of the
term. Owing to their expansionist tendencies, the
Fascist States have been called imperialist States.
But territorial expansion is not the characteristic
feature of modern Imperialism. The United
States of America is a typical, first-class, modern
imperialist country; yet, to conquer colonies
politically has not been, as a rule, its policy.
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Surplus capital for export is the economic
foundation of modern Imperialism. That was
the case with Germany before the war but that
is not the case with post-war Germany. Germany
recovered from the severe economic crisis imme-
diatelv after the war as a dependency of American
capital. Between 1924 and 1928, the period of the
reconstruction of the German industrial system,
a vast.bulk of foreign capital, mostly American,
was invested in Germany. When industrial
reconstruction and expansion led to the accumula-
tion of capital, German foreign policy manifested
neo-imperialist tendencies. But at the same time,
Germany remained under the obligation of paying
the interests of borrowed foreign capital, which
was large enough to absorb practically the entire
new capital accumulated in her industries. In
those days, Germany represented a peculiar, un-
~ precedented, unforeseen, type of economy. It
was imperialist and colonial at the same time.
Eventually, Germany came out of that peculiar
position by simply repudiating not .only her
obligations under the Versailles Treaty, but also
commercial obligations voluntarily incurred. That
was not a gesture of a triumphant imperialist
Power. It was an act which gave a staggering
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blow to capitalist ethics as well as to capitalist
economics. It wasa large-scale repudiation of
the right of private property—the rock-bottom of
capitalist economy. A system that arose thus,
violating the ethical and economic principles of
Capitalism, could not be normally capitalist, and
therefore did not contain the germ of modern
Imperialism. Fascist expansionism may be ana-
logous to Roman Imperialism, but certainly not
to British Imperialism.

Even after repudiating her financial obligations
abroad, Germany had little capital to export.
Neo-militarism, inaugurated with a feverish
speed after the advent of the Nazis, promoted a
new expansion of heavy industries absorbing all
the newly accumulated capital which might have
been exported. Thus, the rapid growth of mili- .
tary power and the manifestation of extravagant
expansionism coincided with a financial weaken-
ing of Germany. Growing as a formidable Fascist
Power, she became negligible as an imperialist
rival. Excessive expenditure on account of the
army, navy and air-forces has left in Germany so
little exportable capital that of late she has not
been able to pay for the raw-materials, indispens-
able for her war industries, to be imported from
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abroad. Autarchy is the peculiar principle of
Fascist economy. Self-containedness and expan-
sionism are mutually exclusive. Autarchy is
the economics of Capitalism in an insoluble
crisis. Modern Imperialism is the outcome of
capitalist prosperity. Therefore, Fascist economy
provides'no foundation for modern imperialist
expansion.

Such being the specific features of the
economic structure of Nazi Germany, she cannot
be a serious rival of British Imperialism. Instead
of any rivalry, there has been a systematic
cooperation between England and Germany ever
since the signing of the Locarno Pactin 1924.
The outstanding imperialist rivalry in post-war
Europe was. the rivalry between France and Eng-
land. The Versailles Treaty established French
diplomatic supremacy and military hegemony over
the European Continent. France emerged out of
the war not only as a formidable military Power,
but also as a great industrialist country with
tremendous imperialist potentialities. England
was naturally alarmed, and quietly set about the
task of upsetting the balance of power. Germany
was the obvious ally in that venture. But there
‘was a counter-attraction for her. When she was
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outcasted and humiliated by entire Europe, the
Soviet Union was the only friend and ally of the
German Republic. The Rappallo Treaty of 1922
was an evil omen for England. She must hurry
up, if she was not to lose the only possible ally
in her struggle against French supremacy in
Eurcpe. The Locarno Pact was the counter-
move. During the last years, Mr. Nevile
Chamberlain has been carrying on the policy of
pampering the German ruling class, a policy
inaugurated by his brother in 1924. It was
under the patronage of Sir Austen Chamberlain
that Germany was reintroduced in the respectable
diplomatic parlours of Europe. France came to
be haunted by the fear of a possible Anglo-
German alliance against her. With that fear,
she was persuaded by British diplomacy to relieve
Germany from the most onerous and humiliating
clauses of the Versailles Treaty.

The initial stages of the economic recovery of
Germany had taken place with financial aid from
America. With a financial hold on Germany,
the United States could eventually dominate the
whole of Continental Europe. A new rival
entered the arena. England was alarmed. Her
alarm was all the greater because of the possibi-
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lity of a Franco-American alliance. By introdu-
cing Germany in the League of Nations, and
having her recognised as a Great Power, British.
diplomacy headed off the danger of an alliance
between the Soviet Union and the German Re-
public. The next step was to encourage Germany
to repudiate the American financial bondage.
Assured of the sympathy and support of British
diplomacy, Germany, which by 1929 had ceased
to be a Republic except in name, revolted against
her financial obligations to America as well as to
France. The spearhead of that revolt was the
National-Socialist movement headed by Hitler.
‘That movement was patronised and financed by
big German industrialists in close touch with the
City of London. The Nazis triumphed in
Germany, on the one hand, as an open challenge

“to the French military hegemony of Europe and,
on the other hand, as the bulwark against the
spread of Bolshevism. In both these respects,
they were welcome to British diplomacy.

That being the diplomatic background of the
present relation of forces in Europe, it is an alto-
gether unfounded theory that Europe is experien-
cing another imperialist war brought about by the
antagonism between the imperialist interests of
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England and the imperialist ambitions of Nazi
Germany.

It is well known how, ever since the invasion
of Abyssinia, England refused to raise a finger to
resist repeated Fascist aggressions. In every
single occasion of those successive acts of aggress-
ion—Abyssinia, Spain, Austria, Czechoslovakia,—
England could call a halt if she wanted. Terribly
alarmed by the growing military power of
Germany, and also by the expansionist policy of
Italy, France would have readily joined England
in any action against Fascist aggression. Then,
the Soviet Union was always there, ready to
throw in her weight on the side of democracy and
freedom. Yet, it was British diplomacy which
did not allow any concerted anti-Fascist action.

That curious policy of a “democratic”
Power aiding and abetting the predatory acts
of Fascism puzzled the mnaive, accustomed to
take people on their words, and was interpreted
by others as the sign of the senility of British
Imperialism. Both were equally wrong, incapable
of seeing beneath the' surface of things.

The Nazi victories have not harmed England
in any way. On the contrary, she has been the
real gainer. Nazi military aggressions and
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diplomatic penetration in Eastern and South-
Eastern Europe have destroyed the French he-
gemony of Europe. That was very welcome to
England, who had all along been working with
that purpose. So, the rise of the Nazi Power has
eliminated from the complex of the alignment
of forces in Europe the only factor ofj imperialist
rivalry—that between England and France, the
latter having been reduced to the status\ of a
second-rate Power, completely subservient to
British diplomacy. On the other [hand, Fascism,
instead of being a new rival to British Imperial-
ism, has served as an instrument in its hand.

Territorial acquisitions are of little practical
value, unless they can offer profitable investment
for capital exported from the conquering country.
Nazi Germany having little capital to export, new
territories cannot be transformed into valuable
economic assets, unless the capital comes from
some other quarter. And in that case, the real
profit of territorial expansion does not belong to
the conquering State, which has to be satisfied
with the empty glory of military victory ; the
real benefit accrues to the third party which has
the surplus capital to invest.

British financial interest in Nazi expansionism
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is an open secret. Even when negotiations were
‘going on in Moscow for the formation of an

Anglo-French-Soviet anti-aggression pact, news
leaked out of a gigantic financial deal between
the London bankers and Nazi Germany. The
huge armament works of Skoda were largely

.owned by French financiers. After the conquest
.of Cgzechoslovakia, the Germans seized the

factory. Naturally, the shares of that enterprise
became practically worthless. They were pre-
sently bought over for a song by London bankers.

The only thing that the Nazis have gained from
‘the conquest of Czechoslovakia is the privilege of
.acting as the gunmen for protecting British

financial interest. They must be paid for the

_services rendered. The payment is made partly
by further financial aid (in the form of profitable

investments) and partly in kind-—toleration of
the conquest of yet other fruitful fields of capi-

.tal investment.

The predatory system of German Nazism is
not a rival of, but a subsidiary to, British Imperial-
ism. Without financial aid from a third party,
the Nazi Empire would collapse like the Roman
Empire. = The prop is provided by British

.bankers. Thus, whatever antagonism between
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the two countries may be apparent, that is only
superficial, and cannot be the cause of a serious
military conflict.

The analogy of the last war does not evident-
ly apply to the present conflict. Itis not the
culmination of a pre-meditated plan of one im-
perialist Power to weaken another. Nor is it
the bloody consequence of a scramble for colonies
or of a rivalry for world domination. The Nazi
demand for colonies is only a bargaining counter,
and serves the propagandist purpose of strengthen-
ing the Hitler regime by encouraging chauvin-
ism on the part of a certain section of the Ger:
man people. The alternative demand is expan-
sion eastward—to the extent of annexing the
Ukraine as far as the Black .Sea. *Events of the
last years have proved that Britain was not
particularly opposed to the alternative demand.
So, the Nazi demand for colonies was never
taken seriously. As regards rivalry for world
domination, Nazi Germany never really entered
the list. The “ideological outposts” in prac-
tically all the countries of the world were mere
propaganda centres, kept up rather for impress-
ing the home population with the idea that
Fascism was a far-flung world force. Without
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any economic foundation, the propaganda for
world domination is only a matter of words
meant to deceive the people at home to be emo-
tionally attached to an unpopular regime.

Events leading up to the last war were entirely
different. At the end of the century, Germany
was a full-fledged imperialist State, openly bid-
ding fora “place in the sun.” The world had
already been divided between older imperialist
Powers. In order tolive as an imperialist Power,
Germany had to challenge their monopoly, and
deliberately prepare for a war with the object of
weakening the other imperialist Powers. The
Bismarckian plan of eastward push was checked
by the British Lion, forgetting his suspicion of
the Russian Bedr, and the inclusion of the Tzarist
Absolutism in an Entente Cordiale with the wes-
tern democratic Powers. The next German
scheme of imperialist expansion was to reach
Asia overland by means of the projected Berlin-
Baghdad Railway. England again came on the
way of German ambition. Russia was encourag-
ed to preach Pan-Slavism in the Balkans as the
counter-blast to Pan-Germanism. Thus, step by
step, all expansionist efforts of the new German
Imperialism were frustrated by the older rivals.
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 As a matter of fact, the last imperialist war
started already in the begininng of the centurys
when an armed conflict was imminent owing
to the German Kaiser’s dramatic appearance in
Morocco, his visit to Constantinople and his:
telegram to the president of the Boer Republic;
when this was engaged in a war with Britain.
If a general conflagration did not break out:on
any one of those occasions, ever since then,
skirmishes and local wars were continuously
waged, either side trying to occupy strategic
positions before the - inevitable final struggle.
These facts prove that, in the case of the last
war, the rival groups of Powers deliberately
prepared for it, and the eventual clash was the
acticipated climax of that process of preparatlon.
That was a typical imperialist war.

Imperialist wars are waged with the purpose
of some imperialist Power or Powers profiting
at the cost of others. When the result of a large-
scale general war threatens to be such as tobe
ruinous to the imperialist system as a- whole, im-
perialist wars no longer happen. In the cori—
temporary period of world history, only a war bet-
ween England and the United States of America
will still be . an imperialist war. . A war between
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France and England would also have that
character, but it is not very probable to happen
owing to the end of French hegemony over
Europe. A war with Japan will also be an
jmperialist war, although, Japan’s Financial sub-
servience to both the Anglo-Saxon rivals, would
greatly affect the character of that war. How-
ever, the point is that the present armed conflict
in Europe, assuming that it will develop into a
large-scale war, does mnot have the specific
characteristics of an imperialist war, which is
deliberately prepared by both the parties, and is
expected to end in the defeat of one party, which-
ever party may be defeated, Imperialism as such
remaining unweakened.

The character of a war is, after all, determined
by the period of history in which it takes place.
Wars, taking place in the period of the bourgeois
revolution, were all national wars, waged with
the purpose of either establishing or defending
national States. The wars in the period of early
imperialist expansion were colonial wars, waged
for subjugating weaker peoples and annexing
backward territories. When, in the period of
general capitalist prosperity, several countries
strive for imperialist expansion, imperialist wars
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are on the order of the day. Finally, Capitalism
decays, and the world enters into the period of
revolution. The wars in that period usually
prepare ‘the ground for impending revolutions;
therefore, in that period, capitalist States do not
deliberately prepare for an armed conflict among
themselves. If they arm themselves to the teeth,
that is szmmediately for giving an artificial stimulus
to the stagnant industrial system, and ultimately
with the purpose of defence against the maturing
revolution. But when neighbouring countries
are armed to the teeth and, in the midst of a
perennial economic crisis, jingoist nationalism
may serve as a safety-valve, armed conflicts of
more or less serious nature may be precipitated
by any ‘chance event or by some unfortunate
miscalculation. That sort of war, however, is -
not an imperialist war; it is an internecine conflict,
bound to weaken both the parties involved and
thus open the floodgates of revolution- There-
fore, such a war is bound to be waged half-hear-
tedly, both the parties striving for an early
settlement.

The present war is a war of this nature. It
is an internecine conflict precipitated by ' an
accident or a miscalculation. While the probabi-
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lity of its continuing is not altogether excluded,
and even if it is fought until one of the parties
is defeated, it is not a typical imperialist war.
If it continues, its result most probably will not
be the strengthening of some imperialist Powers
at the cost of others, but the mutual destruction,
serious weaking, at any rate, of all the capitalist
States involved. And that would only further
the cause of their common enemy-—revolution.
The most outstanding antagonism of the present
epoch is the antagonism between all the capitalist
States on the one side, and the international forces
of revolution. For their very existence, the for-
mer must reconcile whatever mutual antagonism
they still may have, to face the common enemy.
That is the real alignment of international - forces
to-day, and the character of all wars taking place

1 1

in this epoch must e determined by it.

‘The new factor

- Notwithstanding all the peculiar features of
the present conflict, the present war could pos-
sibly have the same consequences as of a typi-
cally imperialist war, but for the existence of the
Union of Socialist Soviet Republics. Theoreti-
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cally, the last war also could usher in the era of
revolutions. As a matter of fact, historically, it
did have that significance. For that reason, the
present war could not be a typically imperialist
war. It is taking place in the era of wars and
revolutions anticipated by Marx as the transition
period from Capitalism to Socialism.

Revolutions did break out towards the end of
the last' war. For several years, Europe was
haunted by the spectre of revolution. But
ultimately, it could not triumph except in one
country. Although that single triumph is to be
regarded as the turning point in world history,
determining all future developments, the post-
war years were marked by the defeat of several
revolutionary outbreaks, and subsequently by the
general suppression of the revolutionary move-
ment throughout Europe. The defeat of the
revolutions represented the outbreak of the class
war on an international scale. That greater war
has been going on all these intervening years,
and Fascism is the weapon forged by Capitalism
fighting for its life.

Theoretically, there was no reason for the
revolutionary outbreaks in the post-war years to
be defeated. Objective conditions had been

21




INDIA AND WAR

created as predicted by Marx. Capitalist ex-
ploitation had broken up European society
into two irreconcilably antagonistic classes.
Mechanisation of production, contributing to the
collective performance of labour, had laid down
the economic foundation, and created the psy-
chological atmosphere, for Socialist reconstruc-
tion. The working class was very numerous,
constituting a majority in the industrially most
advanced countries. It had developed powerful
organisations. On the other hand, Capitalism
was thrown into a severe crisis by the consequen-
ces of the war. Even the final condition for a
triumphant revolution, namely, the break-down
of the capitalist State. obtained in some of the
countries. Yet, in one country after another—
Germany, Austria, Hungary, the Baltic States,
Bulgaria, and again Germany and Austria, and
finally in Spain—the revolution was defeated.
That most remarkable phenomenon of post-war
Europe must be explained ; otherwise, the Mar-
xian theory of revolution would be open to
grave doubt.

The explanation is provided by the proper
appreciation of a ifactor which did not * expressly
enter into the calculation of Marx. Implicitly,
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it was there, to become evident, as the most
decisive factor, ih Lenin’s exposition of the
function of the State. That factor is the military
power. In past revolutions, this factor did not
play so very decisive a part. Those revolutions
took place on national scales. External forces
were not applied for suppressing them. On the
other hand, thanks to the relatively backward
state of armament, the military forces of the
national States could be overwhelmed by mass
upheavals even with the most primitive weapons.
The revolutions in post-war Europe took place
under entirely different conditions, in both the
respects. The revolutionary outbreaks were not
local affairs, they were to face the opposition not
only of the national States concerned, but of
the force of international counter-revolution.
They were so many battles in the international
class war. Almost in every case, they were
suppressed, not by the forces of the particular
national State concerned, but by military inter-
vention from outside. Wherever the intervention
actuzally did not take place, the threat was there.
The revolution triumphed in Russia, because the
intervention from outside could not be so very
effective there, as in the case of smaller countries

23




INDIA AND WAR

surrounded by capitalist States not yet threatened
by revolution. Engaged elsev:rhere, the military
forces of international capitalism could intervene
in Russia only after the revolution had sufficient-
ly consolidated its position.

The lesson of the experience is clear enough.
Under the present alignment of international
forces, the success of a revolution is not guaran-
teed even by the most favourable conditions in
any single conntry. Simultaneous revolutionary
outbreaks in a number of adjoining countries
may be an ideal perspective, but the probability
of "that ever happening is almost nil. Every
single revolutionary outbreak must be fought
and won as a battle in the international class
war. To be successful, the revolution should
have its military power, strong enough to meet
and overwhelm the military forces of international
counter-revolution. This decisive factor was
absent during the period of revolutions which
followed immediately after the last war. To-day,
+ the relation of forces has radically changed ; the
change has been brought about by the existence
and growth of the Soviet Union. ' ‘

The decisive guarantee for the success of te-
volutionary outbreaks, almost sure to take place
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in ¢onsequence of the weakening of the capitalist
‘States involved in the present war, rules out the
“view that this conflict has been brought about
premeditatedly with the purpose of one group of
capitalist countries establishing their supremacy
at the cost of others. :
_The view that the present conflict in Europe is
not an imperialist war does not, however, imply
it is an anti-Fascist war. This latter view is to be
rejected on the strength of the self-same analy-
sis of the relation of international forces as leads
to the conclusion that it is not an imperialist war.
Since the present conflict is not the outcome of
a premeditated plan, it must have broken out
owing to some accidental cause. That is not
very difficult to discover. Until the very last
moment, neither party really believed that it
would come to an armed conflict. Previons
experience had made the Nazis confident that,
in ‘the last moment, they would be allowed to
have their way. All they had to do was to pre-
sent the Western Powers, particularly England,
with another “accomplished fact”, the reality of
which had previously had such a magical influence
on British diplomacy. The Western Powers, on
the other hand, did not expect Poland to take their
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guarantee very seriously. It was not believed that
the Poles would act any differently from the Czechs.
Danzig was already gone; once the Corridor
and Upper Silesia were occupied by German
troops, the moment would come for another
Munich. The Nazi demand was the return of
those territories, previously parts of Germany.
" The Western Powers were not opposed to the
demand on principle. Only, they did not want
Germany to settle the matter unilaterally. The
German ultimatum to Poland was not an unpre-
cedented thing. During the last two years,
Europe had experienced several such diplomatic
shocks. In the meeting held after the ultimatum
was delivered tn Poland, the British Government
decided to mediate, and informed the German
Government to that effect. Had the represent-
ative of the Polish Government reached Berlin,
within the time specified in the ultimatum, he
would have been advised by the Western Powers.
to do exactly as the President of Czochoslovakia
had done previously. There would have been no
resistance to German occupation of the Corridor
and Upper Silesia and the world would have been
spared the farce of an “anti-Fascist” war. But
unfortunately for both the parties, the DBritish
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Government did everything short of “producing

a Polish representative” before midnight in Berlin.

German troops were mobilised on the Polish
frontiers, ready to march, just as in the case of
Austria and Czechoslovakia. As on previous
occasions, diplomacy should have doneits part
before the time fixed for the troops to march.
For once, diplomacy could not keep pace with
impatient militarism. German troops marched
into Poland before her protectors had sanctioned
her violation. That was bad manners ; the Nazis
had been very useful, but they should not be
allowed to become too much of a nuisance. They
should be taught to behave. But the halt was
called when it was too late. Meanwhile, the
Poles had spoiled the delicate situation irreparably.
Unexpectedly, they had taken into their head to
resist German invasion. The fat was on the
fire. The situation was out of hand. For the
sake of prestige, England had to declare war, and
France had no option but to follow suit. An
accidental combination of circumstances provoked
the armed conflict which nobody wanted.

There is yet another fact proving decisively
that the Western Powers did not want a war with
Nazi Germany on the issue of Poland. That
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fact was their sabotage of the Moscow negotia-
tions for the formation of an Anglo-Franco-Soviet.
anti-aggression pact. Whatever might have been
the diffizulties previously, the negotiztions came
to a deadlock upon the refusal of the Polish dele-
gates to allow Soviet troops entering Poland in
discharge of the responsibility of protecting her
against German aggression. The semi-Fascist
Polish Government might be more afraid of
Russian aid than of Nazi aggression. Diplomacy
might bungle and blunder. But military experts
were present, and the point at issue was, after all,
military. They could not make any possible
mistake on the point that, if Poland required
military assistance in case of a German attack,
assistance could come only from the Soviet Union.
When Poland refused to accept that only possible
effective help, it was an act of great irresponsi-
bility, if not of down right deception, to give her
any guarantee against German aggression. Yet,
that act of irresponsibiliy was committed, and the
consequence was the unwanted war.

The fact of rejecting Soviet co-operaion, so
very essential for the purpose of checking Nazi
aggression, proves that the Western Powers  did
not want to precipitate a war on the Polish issue
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for ending Hitlerism. Had they ever had any
such intention in general, they could have acted
much more effectively on several previous oOc-
casions : and in that case, Hitlerism would not
have the chance of growing so very powerful - as
it did with the aid and connivance of the Western
Powers, particularly England.

Although the view that itis an anti-Fascist
war is altogether groundless, its immediate con-
sequence, nevertheless, may be the defeat of
Fascism, provided that the mistake unwittingly
committed will not be rectified as soon as possible,
and armed hostilities suspended before long. If
the war continues, and is waged by the Western
Powers seriously, Germany most probably will
be defeated sooner or later. In spite of the much
advertised pact with Russia, Germany is completely
isolated to- day The Nazis are left in the lurch
by their spizitual allies. They will have to fight
smgle-handed. All the ill-informed and malicious
talk about the unholy alliance of Fascism and
Bolshevism must stop after the recent categorical
declaration from Moscow that the Soviet Govern-
ment does not propose to extend any military
help to Nazi Germany. Smarting under the heavy
defeat in the hand of the Russians, the Nazis
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cannot lay much stock on the non-aggression pact,
and their hatred and fear for Bolshevism will
.compel them to keep a considerable army ‘on the
Eastern front which may still become the real
front of the war. Therefore, if the Western
Powers, particularly France, decide to undertake
serious military operations, Germany will be at a
disadvantage. Whatever has hitherto happened
on the Western front, is no indication of the real
relation of forces. When the bulk of the German
Army was engaged in Poland, the French could
have easily broken through the Western front, if
they meant serious business. From the very
beginning, the French forces have been concen-
trated on the weakest sector of German defence.
It is evident that any serious operation has until
now been avoided purposefully. Germany, on
the other hand, is also temporising. The repeated
peace offers of the Nazis indicate their weakness.
Fragmentary news filtering through the rigid
cordon of censorship reveal that the internal con-
ditions of Germany are not at all favourable for
a protracted war. Suppressed popular discontent
is already breaking out into sporadic outbursts.
For all these reasons, it is almost a foregone con-
clusion that Germany will be defeated if the for-
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mally declared war breaks out into a serious
military conflict.

The result of a military defeat is also an
almost foregone conclusion. The Nazi regime
will be overthrown, and that can happen only in
consequence of a popular upheaval. In other
words, the immediate consequence of the war,
should it become a serious affair, will be a revolu-
tion in Germany. Whatever may be the desire
of the Western Powers in precipitating the pre-
sent conflict, it may result in the end of Hitlerism.
Events take place according to their own logic,
and often upset all wishful human calculations.
The perspective of the development of the inter-
national situation will not be determined by sub-
jective factors which to-day are altogether help-
less to stem the tide of predetermined events; it
will be determined by the objective potentialities
of the situation.

The almost certain immediate consequence
of the war " is not very likely to remain confined
to Germany. Even if it did, that would certainly
not be the attainment of the object with which
imperialist wars are waged. This is done to
weaken one imperialist power or a group of
imperialist Powers for the benefit of other
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imperialist Powers. The object does not include
overthrow of rival Imperjalisms by a revolution.
Yet, that precisely would be the almost inevitable
result of this war, even if that undesirable dire
consequence could be kept confined to Germany.
The triumphant revolution in one country and
the consequent rise of a Socialist State have been
the nightmare of the capitalist world for these
two decades. The repetition of the dreadful
event in another important country like Germany
would so seriously menace the entire capitalist
system of Europe that the immediate consequence,
if it were allowed to continue, should be as
terrifying to some as welcome to others.

These possible developments were to be anti-
cipated by those acquainted with the dynamics
of the European international situation. There-
fore, it would be positively insane for the direc-
tors of the capitalist States, whether Fascist or
“democratic” to have deleberately prempﬁated
a war ruinous for themselves.

- The immediate consequence of a serious
armed conflict being so very undesirable, not
only for the/defeated Nazis, but also for the would-
be victors, strenuous efforts are sure to be made
from both the sides to prevent that dangerous
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development. While carrying on an interminable
wordy warfare and scrupulously avoiding any
serious military encounter, all possible avenues
for an early cessation of hostilities are being
explored through secret diplomacy. At the same
time, isolated terrorist acts are being committed
on the high seas for cowing the:opponent down
to submission. Thus, the possibility of an early
‘peace still remains, and it results from the fact
that the present war is not a typical imperialist
war.

The alternative perspective is the inauguration
of the era of wars and revolutions. In that case,
the internecine war among - capitalist States will
 before long be converted into the international
class war. The revolution in Germany, after
the military defeat of the Nazi regime, may not
immediately spread to other countries. But the
experience of the years immediately following
upon the last war will most probably be repeated.
Other capitalist States will most certainly try to
combat the dreadful phenomenon, in the first
place, by trying to set up in the place of the over-
thrown Nazi regime a counter-revolutionary
“democratic” Government, under their protection.
The recent success of that strategy in Spain will
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encourage them to do so. But to-day, the revo-
lution is no longer without military forces of its
own. A revolutionary Government in Germany,
rising upon the ruins of the Nazi regime, will
immediately enter into an alliance with the
Russian Soviet Union; as a matter of fact, that
will not be a2 new alliance, but the continuation
of the present non-aggression pact. Since the
highly mechanised, professional, part of the
present German Army will surely support the
“democratic” Government which may replacet he
Nazi regime in order to arrest the march of demo-
cracy to victory, the revolutionary democratic
forces, embracing the overwhelming majority
of the nation, will be able to hold their own only
with swift military aid from the Soviet Union.
That action on the part of the Soviet Union,
undertaken with the object of helping the estab-
lishment of democracy in Germany, will be
condemned as an “invasion”. The military
forces of the capitalist States will be rushed to
the support of the puppet Government likely to
be set up in the place of the present Nazi regime.
Germany will be the scene of decisive battles
in the international class war. The consequences
of that epoch-making event will be determined
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by the operation of many other factors even out-
side Europe. But ultimately it will depend on
the might of the Red Army and the ability of
the Soviet Union to defend the far-flung base of
the revolution, while coming to the aid of the
forces of democracy in revolt in other countries.

Only in the light of this analysis of the
alignment of forces involved in the present
European conflict, and also of the alternative
lines of possible developments, is it possible to
appreciate properly the far-reaching implications
of the recent diplomatic and military moves
on the part of the Soviet Union. Itcan
be safely assumed that the Soviet policy has
been determined by a similar analysis. It
represents an approach to the fundamental pro-
blems of the contemporary international situation,
identical with the above.

Having regard for recent events, in connection
with Abyssinia, Spain, Austria, Czecho-Slovakia,
the Soviet Government would be the last to
believe that the Western Powers at last really
wanted to check Nazi aggression just when it
would threaten the Soviet Union itself. It was
clear to the Soviet Government as well as to all
intelligent observers of recent European events
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that the negotiations for an Anglo-Franco-Soviet
anti-aggression pact was meant to be only a threat
to the Nazis, so that they might be taught to
behave themselves somewhat better. Democratic
opinion in England and France had been ex-
asperated by the policy of appeasement. Anti-
Fascist spirit had been gaining ground. There
was to be a general election in England soon.
It was very doubtful whether the electorate would
support the appeasement policy which appeared
to be so humiliating to the man in the street.
For improving its chances in the coming election,
the Chamberlain Government had to make an
anti-Nazi gesture.

Nevertheless, without any illusion about the
real motive of the Western Powers, the Soviet
Government readily agreed to be a party to the
proposed anti-aggression pact. The Soviet desire
was not to revive the bankrupt policy of collective
security. The Soviet policy was determined by
one consideration : whatever might be the motive
of the Western Powers, any move, ostensible or
sincere, against Hitlerism should be welcomed
and supported. Once the initial step was taken,
the Western Powers might be compelled to go
much farther than they wished, indeed, possibly
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to the extent of the overthrow of the Nazi regime.
Therefore, it was a very correct policy on the
part of the Soviet Union to do everything —cssitle
so that the fateful first step was taken. The pro-
jected anti-aggression pact might have served the
purpose.

Realising that they might be driven to a real
resistance to Nazi aggression, and thereby en-
danger the very existence of a very useful weapon
for preserving capitalist domination, the Western
Powers sabotaged the plan. But the first step had
already been partially taken. It could not be re-
traced. Apart from other considerations, the anti-
Fascist gesture was indispensable for the exigencies
of British home politics. The guarantee was
given to Poland knowing fully well that it could
not be implemented. That irresponsible act,
committed under the pressure of circumstances,
nevertheless, encouraged Poland to decide upon
resistence. With all their desire to the contrary,
the Western Powers presently found themselves
in a situation wherein the formal declaration of
war upon Nazi Germany was unavoidable. The
subjective question of prestige, after all, cannot
be altogether excluded from human affairs.

Soviet statesmen and diplomats had anticipated
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the alternative lines of development. They were
ready to enter the abortive anti-aggression pact
for two reasons: firstly for the consideration that
it may lead up to the eventual overthrow of the
Nazi regime in Germany; secondly, for a purely
defensive purpose. If Germany was allowed to
overrun Poland, she would presently reach the
Soviet frontiers, and her cherished desire to push
farther eastwards would certainly not be crossed
by the Western Power.

This second, purely defensive, consideration
persuaded the Soviet Government to enter into
the negotiations for a non-aggression pact with
Germany. Having anticipated, thanks to lessons
learned from previous experiences, the break-
down of the negotiations with England and
France, and German occupation of Poland, which
was almost inevitable, the Soviet Government
had kept a line of retreat open. As soon as the
rejection of its offered military help to Poland
rendered the appearance of the Nazi hordes on
its frontiers imminent, the Soviet Government
fell back upon the prepared line of defensive,
and signed the non-aggression pact with Germany.
Poland could not be saved; but the Nazi hordes
could be kept at a sufficiently long distance from

38



INDIA AND WAR

the Soviet frontiers.  That was provided for in
the pact.

The conclusion of the projected Anglo-Franco-
Soviet pact would have committed the Soviet
Government to be on the side of imperialist
Powers in a possible war. Would that be per-
missible? The answer cannot be given mechani-
cally, from a superficial view of the problem.
The Soviet Policy can be correctly appraised only
in view of the outcome of the possible war. If
Nazi Germany is almost sure to be defeated,
should the war continue under the present align-
ment of forces, the certainty of her defeat would
have been much greater if she had to fight on
two fronts. In that case, the overthrow of
the Nazi regime would take place in no time.
That alone would be an object worth fighting
for, whether the Western Powers really desired
it or not. There would be no analogy bet-
ween that war and the previous war against
Germany. On that occasion, the defeat of
Germany only benefitted the rival group of
imperialist Powers. This time, it would mean a
revolution in Germany, and that would have its
repercussions in other countries also. Moreover,
the existence of the Soviet Union guaranteed the

39



INDIA AND WAR

triumph of that revolution. That being the case,
the Soviet Union was prepared to take sides in a
war which objectively was not imperialist; it
would be a war which was bound to be the pre-
lude to a great revolution.

. While it is true that essentially there is very
little difference between Fascism and Imperialism,
both being different stages of Capitalism, it is
also true that, as the spearhead of the counter-
revolution on the offensive, Fascism is more
dangerous and, therefore, should be dealt with in
the first place. Whatever contributes to its weak-
ening or downfall, advances the cause of demo-
cracy and freedom. If by some blunder, or
miscalculation, or accident, or under the pressure
of circumstances, this or that imperialist Power
unwillingly becomes instrumental for the attain-
ment of that purpose, it is perfectly permissible
to egg it on by every possible means. The
attitude may vary from benevolent neutrality to
active support to those involved in a war with
. Fascism. Any other policy in the given situation
‘would be suicidal. Because, it would decrease
the chances of the defeat of Fascism and even go
to the extent of indirectly contributing to its
victory. One need not shed any tears over the
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defeat of imperialist Powers. But those intelli-
gently concerned with the cause of democracy
and freedom must shrink before the most probable
consequence of that defeat. If Germany comes
triumphant out of the present conflict, entire
Europe will go Fascist. Who dare maintain that
it would make no difference for the immediate
future of humanity ? The evil effects of that
misfortune will not remain confined to Europe.
An openly Fascist England would certainly be a
greater menace to’ Indian freedom.

The Russian policy, therefore, should serve
as the object-lesson for all intelligent and deter-
mined fighters for freedom and democracy
" throughout the world.

While the original policy of Russia was not
alliance with Imperialism, the alternative policy
is not to support Nazi Germany. Any doubt
about the Soviet motive in concluding the non-
aggression pact with Germany, was cleared by acts
which followed swiftly. Instead of supporting
Germany, the Soviet Union has decisively checked
Nazi aggression. It has disorganised Fascism
as an international force. In other words, single-
handed, without firing a shot, the Soviet Govern-
ment has to a large extent attained the object
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for which it wanted to ally with the Western
democracies, even when these latter refused to
enter that alliance. Finally, the Soviet policy
has, from the other direction, created an inter-
national situation which may yet result in the
overthrow of the Nazi regime in Germany. Had
the Soviet Union not signed the non-aggression
pact with Germany, the international situation
might have developed in a very dangerous
direction. In that case, Germany most probably
would not go beyond occupyihg the Corridor
and Upper Silesia in addition to Danzig. The
Munich Conference would have been re-enacted
to “recognise the reality of an accomplished fact.”
The Munich Pact was the logical consequence
of the Locarno Treaty. It practically created the
united front of all the leading capitalist States,
whether Fascist or democratic. Another con-
ference of that nature would have been further
- consolidation of that united front which can be
directed only against one common enemy,
namely, the Soviet Union, and freedom and
democracy at home. By taking the bold step
of concluding the non-aggression pact with
Germany, the Soviet Government, on the one
hand, broke the Fascist Axis, and, on the other
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hand, disorganised, at least for the time being,
the plan of a counter-revolutionary international
united front, just when it was on the point of
consumation.

The Soviet policy has put astop to Nazi
expansionism. It has dealt a heavy blow to
Nazi prestige; and while doing all that, it has
encouraged Nazi Germany to precipitate the war,
so long scrupulously avoided, in which she will
almost certainly be defeated. Briefly, Soviet
policy has determined the downfall of Hitlerism
which can now be prevented only by the Western
Powers admitting that their belated anti-Nazi
crusade was all a bluff. That would discredit
their present Governments which would perhaps
be driven out of office. So, whatever may be the
immediate consequence of the present European
conflict, the cause of democracy and freedom
stands to gain by it, provided that its supporters
are intelligent enough to take a realistic view of
affairs and have the boldness to act with cold
calculation. They even need not have any
originality; with their revolutionary experi-
ence, and that of dealing with deceptive capital-
ist diplomacy, the Russians have shown the
way. '
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While the immediate consequence of the
present conflict is bound to be favourable for the
cause of freedom and democracy, its supporters
must be conscious of the danger ahead. The
present international situation may develop
directly towards that danger, or there may be an
intervening period of preparation. Events will
take the latter course if the present conflict can be
ended soon. The policy of the Soviet Government
seems to favour that course of development. Its
definite refusalsto give any military help has damp-
ed the enthusiasm of the Nazi, militarists. What
_ever the politicians and propagandists may say or
desire, in a state of war, the opinion of the Army
leaders will prevail. They cannot have much
illusion about a swift victory as in Poland, on the
Western front. Therefore, they will most pro-
bably counsel moderation, and press for peace.
Should the fire-eating Nazis insist upon the disas-
trous adventure, there might be a coup d’etat in
Germany. By the nature of things, the new
Government will gravitate back to the sphere of
influence of the Western Powers, particularly
England. Nevertheless, again by the nature of
things, it is bound to be democratic by profes-
_sion, and even by formal practice. That would
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certainly be an improvement upon the present
state of affairs in Germany.

Of course, the other side of the picture is
dark. The discordant factor of Nazi gansterism
eliminated from the delicate international situa-
tion, the ground for an Entente Cordiale of all
the capitalist States will be at last completely
cleared. But on the other hand, the Soviet Union
will emerge from this crisis very securely entren-
ched, its diplomatic prestige and military power
greater than ever. There will be a breathing
space for it to prepare for the imminent last stage
of the international class war, and for the
forces of revolution in other countries to mature
and. take up strategic positions from where they
can strike most effectively in the next favourable
opportunity.

The danger lies in the other, the direct, line
of development of the present international
crisis. In the beginning, the rulers of the
Western countries evinced eagerness to treat
the Soviet Union very carefully. It can be
assumed that this attitude will be at least
outwardly maintained so long as all the efforts
for an early termination of hostilities are not
exhausted. But the possibility of the war
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continuing and inevitably developing into a
serious affair, is there, and grows greater every
day. In that eventuality, the attitude of the
Soviet Union will be the decisive factor. The
point of view of the| Soviet Union is so very
different, that it cannot be understood by the
average hard-boiled capitalist statesman or
diplomat. They are not able to see that the
Soviet Union can never desire that Nazi Germany
should come out victorious from a major military
conflict. Therefore, they are haunted by the fear
of some secret understanding between Germany
and the Soviet Union. And at the back of all,
there is the largest fear—of Bolshevism sweeping
Europe. Therefore, on the pretext of the Soviet
Government helping Germany, or “invading”
this or that small neighbouring country, which
may admirably serve as a base of operation of
anti-Soviet forces, eventually war may be declar-
ed against Russia. Asa matter of fact, prepra-
tions with that purpose have already begun..

The consolidation of the Soviet Power all
along the Western front from the Gulf of Finland
down to the Black’ Sea could not be prevented.
Germany is not in a position to do anything in
that respect. The Western Powers cannot put
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their fingers there. Therefore, the Near East
has become the centre of all sorts of diplomatic
intrigues. Under pressure, Turkey has been
compelled to break off the negotations for a closer
alliance with the Soviet Union. DBritish diplo-
macy has won an important battle on the Bospho-
rus—with bullets of gold. DBut against whom are
those mysterious diplomatic battles being fought?
The ostensible anxiety is to protect the Balkan
States against aggression. Lately, the danger
has come from two quarters. Nazi Germany has
been extending its influence down the Danube.
But there it came up against the ambition of her
spiritual ally. Italy, on her part, having found
that the Danubian alliance sponsored by her
could not successfully check Nazi expansionism,
conquered Albania to serve asa new base of
operation for penetrating the Balkans. Although
the Balkan States came under the hegemony of
the Western Powers in consequence of the Ver-
sailles Treaty, .lately, they have been receiving
little protection from that quarter. The German
Army was to sweep across Poland down upon '
Rumania. That movement was effectively check-
mated by the Soviet Union. That act on the
part of this latter was welcome in the Balkan
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States. Russia offered guarantee against aggres-
sion to Rumania and Bulgaria. The offer was
to be extended to other Balkan States, if they
were to enter into an anti-Fascist bloc.

Russian diplomatic moves were open, and
were not directed against anybody. Yet, the old
bogey of Pan-Slavism was revived as the pretext
for diplomatic intrigues in the Near East. Evi-
dently, Fascist Italy stands behind the intrigue,
and the Western Powers are playing its game.
Mussolini must be definitely detached from the
German ally. As bribe he wants his ambition in
the Balkans to be satisfied. It seems that the
bargain has been closed.

If the Balkan States do not want to pro-
tected and would rather be handed by their
Western patrons over to the tender mercies of
Mussolini, that is their look-out. But the Soviet
Union has its own interests to defend. Just as
it did not want the German Nazis to establish
themselves on its frontier, just so it would not
tolerate the Balkan States becoming vassals of
Italian Fascism. Having saved Rumania from
imminent German invasion, the Soviet Union
cannot allow her to be used as a base of opera-
tion against itself. Therefore, it wanted to come

48



INDIA AND WAR

to an understanding with Turkey, according to
which the Straits would be closed to battle-ships
in time of war. Great pressure was brought to
bear upon Turkey to compel her not to come to an
agreement with Russia on that point. Why this
insistence to keep the Straits open to battle-ships
belonging to belligerent nations. The Black
Sea cannot be the scene of any naval operation,
unless Russia is a party to the war. Therefore,
the insistence could be motivated only with the
intention of attacking Russia eventually from the
South. None except Russia and Turkey can
have any interest in the “freedom” of the Black
Sea. The only exceptions are Rumania and
Bulgaria, which have a short coast-line. The
only plausible pretext for insisting upon keeping
the Straits open is to help those Balkan countries
in case of aggression. Since the Soviet Union
1is prepared to offer them the guarantee, they do
not stand in need of that hypothetical help from
some unknown quarter at a distance, which will
most probably not arrive in the hour of need,
as has been the bitter experience of Poland. In
view of these considerations, the diplomatic intri-
gues, culminating in the suspension of the Russo-
Turkish negotiations, and the hasty conclusion
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of the Anglo-Frano-Turkish pact, must be
regarded as preparations for a possible war
against Russia, in which case the attack must be
delivered from the South. '
The danger lies in that perspective. The
strategy of the fighters for freedom and democracy
throughout the world must be determined, having
due regard for that danger. All along the long
Western front, the Soviet Union is practically
invulnerable to-day. On the Far East also, it is:
fairly well-protected. But the southern frontier
is still open to attack. It will take still some
time to secure it. Precisely for that reason, and
in view of the dreadful perspective of the inter-
vention of the Red Army in the imminent inter-
national class war in Europe, to involve the
Soviet Union in a war along its still undefended
frontier would be the cleverest strategy on the
part of the present rulers of the world. Once
the Soviet Union is so engaged, the quarrel with
Nazi Germany will be composed. The long
coveted granary of the Ukraine will be offered to
the Nazis as the bribe for some concessions in
Poland for saving the face of the Western
Powers. Japan will naturally pounce upon. the.
opportunity to grab the Eastern part of Siberia.
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Immensely strong as it is even to-day, the Soviet
Union cannot as yet fight the entire capitalist
‘world on all the three fronts.

Only in the case of that dangerous development
will India be directly involved ‘in the war. She
will be the base of supply for the military opera-
tions against Russia from the South. Even to-day,
strenuous efforts are being made to create a
psychological atmosphere wherein she could be
stampeded to perform that shameful task. The
revived bogey of Russian invasion is causing
slespless nights to Indian editors. Mechanically
repeating inspired anti-Nazi propaganda, the
Indian press carries on a persistent campaign for
maligning the Soviet Union by misinterpreting
its motives. The danger of the Soviet Union in-
. vading India or any of the Asiatic countries is
altogether imaginary. It will never happen.
But the danger of India becoming a willing part-
ner in a war against the Soviet Union is there.
To be alive to that danger, with the firm deter-
mination to head it off,is the international res-
ponsibility of the fighters for freedom and de-
mocracy in India. That is the only contribution
‘that India can make to the creation of a new
world order.
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Conclusions

The present war is not an imperialist war.
Nor is it an anti-Fascist war. Yet, if it continues,
the immediate consequence will most probably be
the end of Hitlerism, whether the British Govern-
ment wants that or not. Therefore, itis not
permissible for the fighters for democracy
‘and freedom, not only in Europe, but
throughout the wozrld, including India, to be
indifferent about the outcome of the conflict
and its possible developments. Pacifism or
dogmatic anti-war propaganda is altogether out
of place in the present world situation. No
sensible person can talk of freedom and democra-
¢y, and at the same time not admit that the fall
of Hitlerism and the elimination of the Fascist
menace in general will greatly contribute to the
triumph of the cause of freedom and democracy.
There should be no hesitation in utilising as ins-
triument whoever may happen to serve the pur-
pose. Are we, then, to support Imperialism ?
The question is altogether irrelevant. Here is an
occasion wherein astute fighters for freedom and
democracy can push Imperialism perhaps to the
extent of destroying the bloodiest weapon of its
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own creation, and thus rendering itself vulnerable
to the coming revolutionary onslaught.

Under the given situation, any movement for
war resistance in the countries involved in a war
against Hitlerism, even though by accident, will
be postively harmful for the cause of democracy
and freedom inasmuchas it will reduce the
chances of the defeat of Nazi Germany. It would
be an entirely different proposition if the resis-
tance could be expected to rise to the level of a
revolutionary upheaval. To-day, that possibility
does not exist in any one of those countries.
The revolutionary forces in those countries, as-
suming that they are sufficiently powerful, are no
better situated to-day than were the revolutionary
forces in Central Europe during the years imme-
diately following upon the last war. Even a
sufficiently serious outbreak will be easily sup-
pressed. Because, the military forces of the
international revolution cannot as yet be made
easily available to those countries. That being
the case, by far the greater probability is for any
such outbreak to provoke the ruling class to
discard all democratic pretences and put on the
war-paint of Fascism. Not only will Hitlerism
be helped indirectly to escape an almost certain
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defeat, but what is still worse is that Fascism will
openly triumph even in the countries to-day
-engaged unwillingly in a ‘war against Nazi
Germany. Every intelligent fighter for freedom
and democracy must recoil before such a possi-
bility.

It is evident that, in the present situation, the
slogan “Transform the imperialist war into a
civil war” has no application. Indeed, the siogan
had never anything more than a propagandist
value. To-day, the slogan would be altogether
misleading, because it is not an imperialist war.
In the case of an imperialist war, the result of
the conflict is of no concern for revolutionaries.
But the result of the present conflict cannot be a
matter of indifference. The defeat of one party
will undoubtedly promote the cause of freedom
and democracy. They need not be perturbed by
the incidental victory of the other party, because
it is bound to be a pyrrhic victory. Therefore,
wherever they are, it is the duty of all the figh-
ters for the cause to make every possible contri-
bution to the defeat of Hitlerism. In this situa-
tion, there cannot be a uniform policy for the
revolutionaries inside both the camps. The defeat
of Hitlerism will be facilitated by internal troubles
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in Germany. There the perspective of civil war is
not remote, and its success is guaranteed to a
very large extent by the presence of the decisive
factor of the military force of revolution within a
striking distance. That is not the case in the coun-
tries on the other side. In the first place, internal
troubles there will help the Nazi regime in
Germany ; secondly, civil war (war for national
liberation in colonial countries) is not an imme-
diate issue ; thirdly, if it breaks out in the near
future, the civil war will almost certainly end in
a defeat of the forces of revolution. That again
will mean triumphant march of Fascism in those
countries. -

In the countries involved in the war against
Germany, directly or indirectly, willingly or
obligatorily, the immediate object of the fighters
for democracy and freedom is negative, so to say.
The defeat of Hitlerism is not to be confounded
with the triumph of the rulers of those countries.
The concern of far-seeing revolutionaries in those
countries is not to do anything which might
hinder the defeat of Hitlerism. Therefore, active
resistance to war, which, under the given condi-
tions of those countries, cannot develop into a
successful revolutionary outbreak, is not to be
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contemrlated. because that will defeat the object
of those organising such a resistance.

. The analysis of the present international situa-
tion leads to one basic conclusion: Contrary to
‘their carefully laid plan, the capitalist States of
Europe have involved themselves into an inter-
necine conflict. If it continues, the immediate
result most probably will be the destruction of
the most dangerous spearhead of international
counter-revolution, namely, Fascism. That being
the case, in the present juncture, the task of the
fighters for human liberation is to do everything
to facilitate the consummation of that event which

“will make of the present European war the pre-
lude to the period of revolutions.

Analysis of the Indian Situation

India is still a part of *the British Empire.
That is the fundamental fact of the situation.
No analysis will be correct unless it starts from
the recognition of the fact. Any other point of
departure will.be a wrong approach to the actual
problems of the situation, and the result will be
necessarily misleading. The dislike for the fact
and the desire for changing it do not alter the
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truth that meanwhile it remains a fact. That
being the case, it is entirely meaningless and
misleading to talk of India approaching inter-
national problems as an independent nation.
India is still a subject nation, and while striving
for freedom, she can act in the meantime neces-
sarily within the limitations of her political
subordination.

The present European war finds India in
that position. The immediate problem for the
fighters for freedom and democracy in Ihdia is
to ascertain whether the opportunity afforded by
the European conflict can be utilised for securing
her freedom. The ultimate outcome of the
struggle in India will be conditional upon the
strength ' of the popular forces. Therefore, a
realistic estimation of that strength should
precede the undertaking of any action in the
direction of a decisive struggle for freedom.

In the absence of conditions favourable for
a decisive struggle for Indian freedom, to be
undertaken immediately, taking advantage of the
international situation, the fighters for freedom
and democracy in India should work with a long
perspective. In that case, they should adjust
their political strategy to the analysis of the inter-
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national situation given in the preceding chapter.
The creation in Europe of such a situation as will
be favourable for the ultimate triumph of
the cause of freedom and democracy will
improve the prospects of the struggle for Indian
freedom. The revolution in Europe will contribute
to the liberation of the Indian people inasmuchas
it will seriously threaten the base of Imperialism
which keeps India in subjugation. Since the
defeat of Hitlerism will promote the cause of
revolition in Europe, it will be beneficial also
for India; therefore, failing to strike the final blow
for Indian freedom immediately, the popular
forces in this country should do their utmost to
bring about that defeat. How that can be done
is the alternative problem for the fighters for
democracy and freedom in India.

A realistic appreciation of the strength of the
popular forces in India, and of the possibility
of its growth in the near future, does not permit
any optimism regarding the prospect of striking
the decisive blow for freedom, taking.advantage
of the European conflict.

The given conditions being not favourable
for a decisive struggle for freedom in the im-
mediate future, the idea of resisting India’s
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participation in the war is impractical, if not
worse. In order to attain the object, resistance must
be effective. India cannot be kept out of thewarso
long as she remains a part of the British Empire.
Therefore, to be effective, resistance must go to
the extent of ending the imperialist domination of
India. Those who are constrained, by regard for
the rude realities, of the given situation, to hold
the opinion that the popular forces are not strong
enough to strike for freedom in the immediate
future, therefore, cannot entertain the idea of re-
sistance to India’s participation in war.
Resistance for the sake of resistance is not a
serious proposition. It may serve the purpose of
compelling Imperialism to make some concessions
for securing India’s willing participation in the
war. That sort of resistance is no resistance,
but only a bargaining counter. That is
neither anti-Imperialism, nor fight for freedom,
but a deceptive method of striving for a
compromise with Imperialism. Assuming that
the resistance will be sufficiently strong, though
it may fall short of being successful, the result
will be even worse than a compromise with Im-
perialism. In that case, India will not attain
freedom; the ill-advised resistance broken down,
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imperialist domination will be strengthened. But
the repercussion on the international sitution may
be very adverse. Hitlerism may be spared the
military defeat which is almost sure to-day. In
‘that case, Fascisation of England as well as
of France will be an almost foregone conclu-
sion. An openly Fascist England will not im-
prove the conditions in India, who will lie pros-
itrate after her contemplated resistance is broken
down. ;

The strategy of the fighters for freedom in
India, however, is to be determined in the first
place by the realistic appreciation of the relation
.of forces in India.

The Princes, who control one-third of the
ccountry, as well as the dominating classes through-
out the country, are enthusiastic supporters
of India’s participation in the war. Many of
them have declared their readiness to stand by
England in whatever she undertakes. By their
-own social character, these Indian allies of Impe-
rialism are not taking to the war-path to end
Hitlerism; nor do they care a straw for democ-
racy. They are interested neither in the future of
Poland, nor do they want to help England. They
.are enthusiastic supporters of India’s participation
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in the war, because of their own interest; they
will make profit out of the wholesale massacre.
The Muslim League, the Hindu Mahasabha,
the Non-Brahman communal organisations and
other minor political groups have disowned the
desire to join any resistance. All taken together,
they represent a considerable volume of Indian
opinion. The danger inherent in the wrong and
stupid approach to the communal and minority
problems has become acute to-day. It was to be
expected that the Muslims and other minority
communities, haunted, rightly or wrongly, by the
fear of the domination by the Hindu majority,
in a critical moment, would be won over by
Imperialism, if, in the meantime, their doubts
and suspicions were not removed by a bold
approach to the problem. Orthodox Hindus
stood on the way to such an approach, question-
ing the sincerity of Muslim Nationalism and
actuated by a false notion of democracy. In
this critical moment, despite their aggressive
nationalism, the orthodox Hindus are also found
in the same boat, seeking imperialist protection
against the bogey of Muslim invasion, and what
is still worse, against the aggressiveness of the
minorities belonging to the so-called martial races.
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The point is that, in this critical moment, the
British Government can count upon the support
and co-operation of a considerable section of the
Indian people, including those controlling the
nation’s economy. The relation of forces in-
side India is obviously not favourable for any
struggle with the object of keeping her out of
the war.

On a closer examination, the relation is still
more unfavourable. India being not situated
near the scene of armed hostilities, and not being
otherwise directly involved in them, her partici--
pation in the war will be all profitable for herself.
Not only will the merchants and manufacturers
do a prosperous business; the price of agricultural
products will rise. It cannot be altogether pre-
vented that at least a small part of that benefit
will trickle down to the peasantry. On the other
hand, expansion of industry expected to be
caused by the demand for military supplies, will
not only benefit Indian Capitalism, but will create -
new employments for workers and cause wages
to rise. Thus, making due allowance for war .
profiteering, and of increased wages being upset
by higher prices of foodstuff, there will be a
general economic gain, of course distributed un-
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evenly to the different classes. That being the
perspective of the immediate results of India’s
participation in the war, the chances of a general
resistance cannot be very bright.

It will be practically impossible to prevent
enlistment in the army. Given the wide-spread
unemployment among the rural population, there
will be a keen competition in the enlistment of,
at the most, say, a million men. Another incen-
tive for thousands offering themselves for enlist-
ment is the fact that the salary of an ordinary
soldier is higher than the wages of an average rural
workman, and the conditions of life in the army
are much better than those in the Indian village.
Apart from the ordinary soldiers, military
training for the educated youth is a very popular
demand of Indian nationalism. If that chance is
offered, thousands of young men would rally
under the colours of British Imperialism. No
matter whatever may be their ultimate object, for
the moment, the British Government will have
plenty of co-operation as regards military services.

That being the case, the possibility of resis-
tance to India’s participation in the war hypotheti-
cally exists only in so far as the section of the
people organised in the Congress is concerned. In
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relation to the vast bulk of the population, which
will be directly or indirectly benefitted by the
war, that is not a very impressive force. By
checking war profiteering, and by compelling the
merchants and manufacturers to allow a part of
their profit to go down to the masses, the
Government will be able to detach the latter from
the Congress. Without a mass support, no
resistance can be eflective.

Then, under ifs present leadership, the
Congress does not propose to put up an effective
resistance even if it decides on that course.
Resistance organised by the Congress, will take
place within the principles of Gandhism. There-
fore, it will never be allowed to go to the extent
of being really dangerous to the Government.
Congress resistance will be a bargaining counter.
As on previous occasions, it will end in a compro-
mise with the Government. The compromise
will strengthen the Government instead of
weakening it. Therefore, whatever resistance is
possible under the given relation of forces, will
not serve the purpose of a real resistance, but
will have the contrary effect of consolidating
Imperialism with the eventual co-operation of
the Congress.
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Finally, what are the chances of the opposi-
tional groups inside the Congress and other
revolutionary groups organising a resistance, not
limited by the prejudices of the official Congress
policy ? The subjective factor, that is, the desire to
resist, may be in operation in that case. But
that will not change the relation of forces from to-
day to to-morrow, will not create the objective con-
ditions for an effective resistance. The crowd ap-
plauding Mr. Bose’s call for direct action is a very
uncertain quantity. Besides, Mr. Bose fappeals
only for Satyagraha. But very few of his admi-
rers will even go to the extent of courting impri-
sonment. The Communist Party and the Kisan
Sabha hold one or two cards which they may be
prepared to throw in a hopeless game. They may
be able to set in motion the peasantry in certain
localities and workers in some industrial areas.
But a country-wide general strike appears to be
altogether out of the question; and the Kisan
Sabha cannot possibly organise a no-rent cam-
paign throughout the country. Moreover, it has
also adopted Satyagraha as the method of its
struggle, the scope of which must, therefore,
be restricted by the limitations of that method.
No rent campaign is a form of Satyagraha. Of
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course, it has greater potentialities, which cannot
assert themselves within the limits of the Gan-
dhist principles. If resistance, crganised by the
Kishan Sabha, develops in that direction, the
result will be isolated peasant revolts to be sup-
pressed easily.

Organisational position is the decisive factor.
There does not exist as yet a political party with
a mass basis. The Congress is not a political
party in the proper sense of the " term. It is still
rather a movement,~very largely. It has the poten-
tiality of developing into a revolutionary political
party of the popular masses. It is in the process
of development in that direction. Meanwhile, it
is broken up into a primitively organised ‘amor-
phous mass and a rigid machinery of leadership
which does not approve of the objectively revolu-
tionary urge of the movement. Consequently,
the large membership of the Congress is not an
organised force. Very largely, they are not even
politically conscious. The overwhelming majo-
rity of .them do not participate in any political
activity. The masses forming the periphery of
the primitive organisation of the Congress are
still more backward in every respect. The leader-
ship, on the other hand,-does not represent the

66



INDIA AND WAR

«consciously revolutionary vanguard of the move-
ment. It is composed of politically innocent
humanitarians, utopian social reformers, wild-
-eyed romanticists, with a numerous contingent of
opportunists and reformists. On the whole, it is
guided more by the concern for reactionary inte-
rests than by any ideal of popular freedom.
Whatever organisation there is, it has lately
degenerated into an election machinery and
.agency of ministerialist propaganda.

Two years and more of ministerialism has
spread reformist illusions far and wide, down to
the ranks of the Congress. Whatever real fight-
ing spirit there ever was, has been systematically
discouraged during this time, and the masses
‘have been exhorted by Congressmen high and
low to expect salvation from the legislative
-achievements of the Ministers of the Imperialist
State. The benefit of Congressmen. accepting
.office, in the form of political education of the
masses derived from their own experience, and
.of organisational consolidation on that foundation,
has been reaped only partially, thanks to the
tireless activity of the comparatively small bands
of consciously revolutionary Congressmen work-
ing in the teeth of persistent opposition and
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obstruction, not only from the organisational
machinery at the service of Ministerialism, but
also from the misguided, romantic, pseudo-leftists.

Under these conditions, the Congress as a
whole could not possibly be a fighting mass
organisation. Even as a movement, it has been
stagnant. Yet, it is the only weapon accessible to
the popular masses for the moment. But before
it can be serviceable for them, it must be freed
from its rustiness and rehabilitated so as to be-
come a properly organised political party. Mean-
while, no serious struggle is possible and any
effort in that direction is bound to be a dangerous
misadventure.

If the Congress is so weak organisationally,
other political groups are practically negligible.
The Muslim League has of late secured a mass
following which is temporarily more combative.
But organisationally the League remains only a
coterie of leaders who are either convinced re-
actionaries or playing a mischievous role for
spiting the Congress. In any case, there is little
chance of freeing the Muslim masses from the
League leadership so that they may be drawn

into a revolutionary struggle in the immediate
future.
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The non-Muslim peasantry remains spell-
bound by the name of the Mahatma, and, through
that semi-religious sentiment, under the moral
domination of the Congress. Wherever the
lessons of Congressmen accepting office could be
driven home, the most elementary consciousness
is just dawning among the peasantry. But still
they can be moved to any action only in the
name and authority of the Congress. Local
Congress organisations, systematically promoting
the political consciousness of the peasant masses
and thus preparing them for planned revolution-
ary action, are, however, still exceptions to the
rule of lower Congress Committees existing only
in name. The work for building them up as
local organs of mass struggle, spear-heads of a
maturing popular upheaval, is done only by a
comparatively few, scattered all over the vast
country. Swimming against the powerful cur-
rents of popular inertia, fostered by the persistent
propaganda of blind faith, hostility of those in
control of the organisational machinery, and
handicapped by the lack of means, the small, but
growing, band of Radical Congressmen is making
headway. Meanwhile, the organisational control
of the Congress as a whole remains still in the
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hands of people who do not want it to grow as a
formidable weapon for revolutionary struggle.
No serious popular movement, on a sufficiently
large scale, is possible except in the name of the
Congress. And, by and large, the Congress still
remains in the control of a leadership which does
not want any such movement. That is the funda-
mental fact of the situation.

There remains the industrial working class
which, to a large extent, stands outside the ambit
of Congress control. Butthe larger part of the
sector in that position is under reformist leader-
ship, politically more anti-revolutionary than the
Congress leadership. The smaller part under
revolutionary leadership may be moved to action
but in this vast country itis too insignificant to
make any mark. Assuming that it can act as the
determined, consciously revolutionary, vanguard
of the popular movement, it can do nothing until
the masses are mobilised in the struggle and have
come under its influence. That is not the case.
There is absolutely no reason to believe that a
political strike by the workers of Bombay or
Cawnpore will be the signal for a mass upheaval
througout the country. If the vanguard makes
the mistake of striking before the armyis marshal-
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led in proper position, it will only destroy itself in
a vain struggle which may be very heroic. Be-
sides, it is a matter of doubt what is the extent of
political consciousness even of the advanced section
of the working class. Readiness to strike for
economic or other immediate issues is not neces-
sarily the indication of that.

That is the estimate of the power and position
of the popular forces at the present moment.
Wishful thinking may mislead some to a different
conclusion. But such false optimism is dangerous,
and therefore must be discouraged.

Conclusions.

1. Under the given relationof forces, India’s
participation in the war cannot be prevented.

2. Neither from the point of view of the in-
ternational situation nor for the interests of Indian
freedom is it necessary to do that; nor is it possi-
ble to do so in view of the fact thatthe great bulk
of the Indian people stand to be benefitted, im-
mediately more or less by India’s participation
in war. If the possibility was there, India could
make her contribution to the solution of the in-
ternational problem by strikinga decisive blow for
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her own freedom. But the conditions necessary
for that decisive struggle are woefully absent.

3. There is no desire for serious resistence
on the part of any major political organisation.

4. The Congaess may be forced to make a
show of resistence, but, in pursuance of the pre-
determined policy of its present leaders, it will
come to some understanding with imperialism at
the earliest available opportunity.

5. Being organisationally weak, and having
discouraged the fighting spirit of the masses by
spreading 1illusions about the possibilities of
ministerialism, the Congress is not in a position
to organise any effective resistence, even if it
wanted to.

6. Satyagraha, even in the form of mass.
Civil Disobedience, is useless as a method of
effective resistence. Justas on previous occa-
sions, it is bound toend in a collapse or com-
promise which will strengthen imperialism.

7. The oppositional groups inside the Con-
gress or other political parties do not possess the
organised mass basis indispensable for one to
assume the leadership of a popular movement.

8. Under these circumstances, resistence,
either by the Congress officially or by any opposi-
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tional group, will seriously jeopardise the future
of India’s struggle for freedom.
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II
WORLD CRISIS
SPEECHES BY M. N ROY

during the discussion on the international situation
in the Radical Summer Camp for Political Study,
Dehradun, May 24, 1940

There is a difference of opinion regarding the
character of the war. In our last C. E. C. meet-
ing, we had a very thorough discussion on this
point and came to a generally agreed decision
which is formulated in our publication “India and
War.” Later on, our characterisation of the war
was questioned by others; as far as I know, there
is some doubt in this respect even among our
own comrades. Our publication “India and War”
“leaves no room for doubt. Yet, since there
appears to be some doubt, we shall have to raise,
and once again answer, the question: Is it an
imperialist war?

The next point to be discussed is the general
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characterisation of the international situation.
Our fundamental thesis on this point is that
everything taking place in the international field
recently is preparation for the international class
war. The result of our analysis of the inter-
national situation is this: The dominating and
determining factor is the conflict between two
systems, a rising system, represented by the Union
of Socialist Soviet Republics, and a decaying
system, represented by the Fascists as well as the
so-called democratic Powers. But the relations
have been so very confused, and so many apparent-
ly inexplicable events.have taken place, especially
since the conclusion of the non-aggression pact
between the Soviet Union and Germany, that
this thesis of ours seems to have become un-
tenable. ‘

Many people do not approach the international
situation from our point of view. It is natural
for them to have doubts regarding the relation
between Germany and the Soviet Union, or
between the Soviet Union and England, or bet-
ween England and Germany. We could have
neglected their opinion in our discussion, if there
was no confusion even among our own comrades.
We have always maintained that all capitalist
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Powers, Fascist or so-called democratic alike, are
united among themselves for a war against the
Soviet Union. But today, they are divided into
two camps; they are actually fighting. On the
other hand, there is a strange relation between
one of these groups and the Soviet Union. In
this situation, how can we still maintain the thesis
that the world is divided only into two camps—
revolutionary and counter-revolutionary? That
question seems to be bothering some of our
comrades. I shall answer it.

Every event on the international scene can
still be interpreted according to our thesis. What-
ever has happened since our last C. E. C. meeting
is not unexpected for us. The Soviet-German
non-aggression pact was concluded before the
publication of our thesis. We had said and
written at length to explain the cause and the
real significance of the pact. In a number of
public speeches, I have shown that the Soviet
Union alone pursues a consistent and effective
anti-Fascist policy. I have nothing to add. New
events have taken place since then; but it is not
difficult to fit them into the scheme of the
development of the international situation as we
wvisualise it. Therefore, unless some comrade states
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the reason why our thesis had become untenable,
I need not say anything more on that point now.

Another conclusion was that it is an epoch of
wars and revolutions. The wars waged in this
epoch are neither imperialist wars nor nationalist
wars. They all are symptoms of acute crisis of
a decayed system. They are convulsions of
death. They are bound to lead up to a period
of revolutionary upheavals. As a matter of
fact, looked at from a broader point of view,
the world entered into the period of wars
and revolutions already with the last great
war. Only in one country, revolution triumphed
immediately. Tn a number of other countries, it
was defeated. But since then, the crisis of the
decayed capitalist system aggravated. The most
outstanding expression of that aggravation is the
rise of Fascism. The present armed conflict there-
fore is to be regarded as a new and more acute
outburst of that crisis.

We also characterised the present war as an
internecine war in the camp of counter-revolution.
If we have learned our Marxism thoroughly, we
should not at all be surprised. It will not at
all be difficult to explain this phenomenon of a
fierce struggle inside the camp which is united as
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against revolution. If there was no internal
conflict, the camp of counter-revolution would be
so very powerful that there would be no chance
for a revolution to succeed. The chance of suc-
cess results from the very fact that the interna-
tional unity of counter-revolution is constantly
being impaired by the contradictions within the
camp itself.

Another point on which doubts have been
expressed, is the Soviet foreign policy. When
we met last to discuss the international situation,
‘there was not yet so much doubt on this score.
The Soviet-German non°aggreesion pact had been
signed. The Polish war was nearly over. But
since then, another event occurred, the so-called
invasion of Finland which perplexed even many
friends of the Soviet Union, and aroused doubts
in the minds of many, perhaps even among our-
selves. I had occasion to speak on this subject
repeatedly. A very lengthy speech on the Soviet
foreign policy appeared in the Congress Special
of the ‘Independent India’. Again, I must say
that, on this point too, I have nothing more to
add. Idonotfind any difficulty in explaining
the Soviet foreign policy. Itis perfectly consis-
tent with the principles of the Soviet regime. It
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is determined at every step by the needs for the
development of the world revolution.

Now we come to what is perhaps the most
serious point. A superficial study of our publica-
tion “India and War” may make the impression
that we were certain of the conflict in Europe -not
developing into a war as it has actually done, of
the Fascist and other Powers coming to some
understanding before long, and of the Anti-Soviet
united front being established in the near future.
Any such categorical statement about the possible
perspective of a situation would be wrong. But
I would advise you to read the book more care-
fully, and you will find that we have not produced
such a non-Marxist document. Marxism does
not permit any categorical statement. While exa-
mining a situation, we may say that this or that
thing appears to be the most likely to happen, so
very probably that it can be expected totake place
almost certainly. But at the same time, we must
keep in mind all the other possible and probable
alternative lines of development. Qur analysis
of the internationl situation was strictly guided by
this Marxist approach to problems. The imme-
diate perspective visualised in our thesis may
appear to have been mistaken, but who would
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dispute that in the long run the relation of in-
ternational forces is bound to develop that way?
Certinly no Marxist.

The main contention was that neither the
Fascist Powers nor the other Powers wanted this
war. The contention was based upon an exami-
nation of the facts of the situation. But at the
same time, we also said that, when neighbouring
countries armed themselves tothe teeth and carried
on jingoist propaganda against each other, there
was always occasion for provocation, and any small
frontier incident might lead to a war. We also
proved, not as a matter of theory, but as a point
of fact, that the Polish war did break out as an
accident like that. We have been ridiculed for
this contention. But anybody who maintains that
the Marxist reading of history rules out all acci-
dent is no Marxist. Marxism does not preach
predestination. There is a world of difference bet-
ween historical determinism and heological prede-
termination. As long as we do not claim perfect
knowledge, we cannot rule out accidents. We
cannot predict all possible events, unless we
know everything that exists in the world. No
Marxist would claim omniscience.

Indeed, for us, this war was not exactly an
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accident. But it was an accident for the bellige-
rents. They were playing with fire; suddenly,
the spark went off, and the war broke out. That
being the case, it was quite reasonable to expect
them to make all efforts to retrieve the step
which none of them wanted to take. They had
not wanted the war; it was very obvious why they
did not want it. Both of them would be the
losers, and the laughing third would be the forces
of revolution. We should not believe that we
are the only clever people in the world. To under-
estimate the intelligence of the enemy is danger-
ous. We did not do that. Therefore, we anticipa-
ted an early termination of hostilities. But an early
termination need not necessarily mean within six
months. Moreover, we did visualise the alterna-
tive possibility. On the basis of our thesis, it was
also provided in the resolution what would be our
line of action in case the war would go on and
break out in all seriousness. So, it is clear that
the present development of the international situa-
tion was anticipated by us. We have not been
taken unawares. Only, we thought that an early
settlement was more probable than the develop-
ment of the conflict into a serious war. Even now
we shall have to see how serious it will really be.
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Another impression seems to be that we anti-
cipated, in case of a serious war, a speedy defeat of
Fascism and a victory of the other Powers. That
again is not a correct impression. We only main-
tained that a victory of Fascism would be harmful
for the cause of revolution, and therefore its defeat
was desirable. But now here it is stated that the
desirable was certainly going to happen. The
impression results from our analysis of the rela-
tive strength of the two groups in the camp of
counter-revolution. We were of the opinion that,
in case of a real conflict, the Fascist powers were
more likely to lose ultimately. I am still of that
opinion. In spite of Holland, Belgium, Norway
and Denmark, I am still of the opinion that the
Fascist Powers are going to be defeated ultimate-
ly, if the other Powers will definitely throw in their
whole weight and carry on this war, now that it
has broken out, with the determination to win.
Not that I feel that the world will be lost
if England and France are defeated. But greater
issues are at stake. However, I shall stop here,
and wait for your questions to be answered at the
end of the discussion. But I request you to deal
only with facts.

Many have been puzzled by the Norweglan
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campaign. I wonder what conclusion you have
drawn from it. It also goes to substantiate our
thesis. Norway was the last victim of the appease-
ment policy. She was sacrificed for avoiding a
wholesale conflagration. If you have any doubts,
I can only refer you to the facts mentioned during
the recent debate in the House of Commons.
From them itis clear that England could have
prevented the German occupation of Norway, if
she really wanted.

Those and many other points must be dis-
cussed before we come to the conclusion that
our reading of the international situation was
wrong, and should therefore be revised. I am of
the opinion that our reading of the international
situation was quite correct, and our thesis does
not need any revision. Consequently, as regards
our policy in India, in connection with the inter-
nationl situation, the general principles adopted in
our last meeting of the C. E. C. are sound and
hold good even to-day.

Now it has become a matter of practical
politics. The international conflict has deve-
loped into a first class war, which we did not
expect to be the most likely to happen. We
thought that an early conclusion of peace was more
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likely. But the less likely, though not the unex-
pected, has happened. At that time, our plan of
action was made according to the opinion that an
early settlement was more likely to take place.
Our plan of action to-day has to be readjusted
slightly in that respect. But I would request you
to bear in mind that, in the earlier part of our
discussion, we are dealing only with the interna-
tional situation. Its repercussion on the Indian
situation should not be discussed now. We shall
do that more fruitfully once we have made a pro-
per appreciation of the international situation.
However, by way of initiating the debate, I
might say a few words also in that connection.
Although we thought an early settlement to be
more likely, our resolution on “India and War”
did not overlook the alternative perspective of a
protracted war. Analysing the Indian situation,
we came to the conclusion that, situated as we are
to-day, we are not in a position to resist India’s
forcible participation in the war. We also came
to the conclusion that, by far the larger part of the
Indian population would be, more or less, benefit-
ted by India’s participation in the war. The
business people are making profit; there is a great
boom for India industries. Those amassing for-.
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tunes from war profiteering control the press and
mould public opinion. Practically everybody to-
day wants India’s participation in the war. The
Congressmen are not excepted. They are only
bargaining.

All this goes to prove that our forecast was not
wrong. Itis a fact that India is not losing any-
thing by her participation in the war, forcible or
otherwise. Therefore, we came to the conclusion
that India’s participation in the war could not be
prevented. We pointed* out that, even if the
Congress officially decided to resist war, it would
not succeed, because the majority of the Indian
population expected to be benefitted, more or less,
at least for the moment. We also expressed the
opinidn that, on principle, war resistance is not a
revolutionary policy. Iamstill of that opinion. War
resistance can be an ideal only for those who believe
that war as such is an evil. War resistance is a
pacifist slogan, not a revolutionary act. Then, in
India, our task is not to resist war, but to win our
freedom. The pseudo-revolutionary cry of war
resistance has actually succeeded in pushing our
main task, namely the fight for freedom, to the
background. We put it into its proper place.
We said that our task is not to resist the war’ but
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- to win our freedom. The question of the moment
was how to promote our fight for freedom under
the conditions of war. Therefore, we dismissed
the idea of war resistance and took up the problem
of of how to prepare for taking advantage of the
opportunity. ‘

By analysing the forces, we discovered that
India was not ina position to undertake any offen-
sive. Therefore, our plan of action was to prepare
those forces, so as not to dissipate them on an
ineffective war resistance; to lie low under the
storm and prepare the forces, so that, when in
course of a year or two, the opportunity may come,
we shall be ready to do what we cannot do to-day.
Unfortunately, the opportunity may come before
we are ready. In that case, it will go over our
head. Suppose that the Germans occupy Paris,
London is bombarded, the Governments of those
countries totter, what can we possibly do in India?
We need not have any love for France or England;
but if entire Europe goes Fascist, what do we
gain? Already Fascism is raising its head every-
where. We have more of it here in India than
you can imagine. Fascist tendencies have been
growing remarkably. Fascism is inherent in the
nationalist ideology. I pointed out the danger
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already many years ago. But a Fascist movement
as a political force cannot develop without State
protection. In India, to be popular, Fascism must
appear as nationalism. It can easily manage that.
But the difficulty is that an imperialist State cannot
patronise an Indian nationalist movement. That
difficulty may disappear soon. A ‘“National
Government” established upon British Imperialism
recognising Indian independence will be a Fascist
regime. Otherwise, the recognition will never
come simply for asking.

To-day, that is the alarming perspective of the
Indian situation. But no use being desperate.
We must think. Although the situation appears
almost hopeless, what can be done to save it? We
knew what was coming. We knew what prepara-
tions were necessary. We indicated the way;
but those guiding our destinies, would not pay
any heed to our advice. The opportunity is
almost there, and we are not prepared. Even to-
day, we know what should be done; but the swift
march of events may find us helpless. Confron-
ted with the spectre of Fascism instead of freedom,
let us concentrate our discussion on the question ;
‘What now? What can be possibly done?
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Concluding Speech by M. N. Roy

The immediate purpose of the present discus-
sion is to make a correct estimate of the possibili-
ties of the present international situation, in order
to determine what should be the proper thing for
us todo in this country. You will permit me a
few introductory remarks about a subject dealt
with recently in an editorial of the ‘Independent
India’ I mean, the tyranny of words. In that
editorial, we pointed out that the political life of
of our country is tyrannised by a number of words
and set phrases. Sometimes, we allow ourselves
to be tyrannised by words of our own making.
In this discussion, that has happened. Some
comrades have tried to find profound theoretical
justification fortheir fascination for certain words.
In that sense, the discussion may have been an
enjoyable intellectual gymnastic. I would like to
hear Safdar, for example, pound his theory of acci-
dentalism, which must have intrigued you all.
The proposition that every law expresses itself
through an accident is not very easily understood.
The matter of fact statement that the present war
broke out in consequence of unexpected events has
privoded a good deal of discussion, which sounded
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very philosophical. The concept of accident was
the point at issue. Believing in historical determi-
nism, we naturally agree regarding the philosophi-
cal concept of accident. But, for the moment, we
are not engaged in philosophies. Our purpose is
to clear a point of fact. Similarly, many other
propositions have been made, for instance, about
monopoly and its relation to the export capital,
etc., which could be discussed for intellectual
entertainment as well as for our practical guidance.
But they also have no direct bearing upon the
immediate causes and the possible consequences
of the present international conflict. Therefore,
let us turn to more practical propositions. We
are restricted by time. And the German army 1s
marching.

Nevertheless, a few more introductory remarks.-
will be helpful for clearing the atmosphere. The
name does not precede a thing. Names are given
to certain ideas or things. We have been talking
so much about the imperialist war. The last war
has come to be known as an imperialist war.
But it should be remembered that the name was
given to it more than two years after it started.
To-day, we use the term as if it had been incorpo-
rated in the English vocabulary ever since the.
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language was created. The name has no func-
tion, unless it das some connection with the thing
bearing it. It takes some time before all the cha-
racteristics of a new thing are known. There-
fore, a name cannot be invented as a thing
happens. In the beginning, all sorts of names
were given to the last war. It was called the
Great War, the world war, and finally, the im-
perialist war. All those terms have found place
in language.

The present war is a new thing. Whoever
disputes that proposition, simply ignores the most
essential feature of the international situation.
Even if we leave other considerations apart, the
existence of the Soviet Union must be regarded
as a decisive factor in the present international
-situation. That factor makes the relation of
international forces to-day very much different
from that obtaining in 1914. This fact must
necessarily make the character of the present
war different from the last war.

Our approach to the problems under discus-
sion should be more practical, more pragmatic,
than abstractly theoretical. To be fruitful, our
study should of course take place on the back-
ground of certain theoretical principles deduced
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from previous experience. *But confusion is
created by raising prejudices and preconceived:
ideas to the dignity of theories. The last war
was the greatest war known until then. [t created
such a terrific impression on us that we cannot
think of a great armed conflict except as its re-
petition, perhaps on a larger scale. The last war
was an imperialist war ; the present war is equally
fierce, destructive and bad ; therefore, it is also an.
imperialist war. The term expresses disapproval.
Therefore, it is so very popular with anti-imperial-
ist fighters. But that is simplifying things. Emo-~
tions or preconceived nations are not reliable
guides for a scientific study. There was a great
war twenty years ago. It has come to be known
as an imperialist war. The simplest way of
characterising the present war is to compare it
with the last war.

We did not prefer to simplify the matter. We
wanted to have a close look at the thing, before
we gave it a name. We were very cautious. Qur
definition is negative. We are of the opinion
that the present war is not an imperialist war.
That is to say, it is not of the same kind as the-
last war. A new child is born. It is not an
ordinary child. We are gradually getting ac--
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quainted with this ®new monster; in course of
time, a suitable name will be found to express the
positive characteristics of the present war, which
are still to be discovered in detail. All its charac-
teristics may not be yet known. Our definition,
therefore, is strictly scientific. \ve have not been
dogmatic. We have compared this war with the
wars of the past. We have found it to be a new
type of war. Therefore, we have not affixed to
it a familiar, but unsuitable, label. If that is not
a scientific method, Comrade Pramanik must
teach us. To recognise our ignorance, is inherent
in the spirit of science. If there is a new pheno-
menon, we admit at first that we do not know it.
Then, by and by, we find out its characteristics
and name the thing accordingly. So did we
exactly with this war. We found out certain
features, and from them concluded that such and
such would most probably be its results.

Such expressions as “I do not like that term,”
“if it is not an imperialist war, then it must be an
anti-imperialist war”, so on and so forth, used in
course of the discussion, only show that we are
being tyrannised by certain words which have
become prejudices. Imperialist war i1s a fashion-
able term. Yesterday, | ridiculed the habit of
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using the term ‘bourgeois’ as an abuse. The term
“‘imperialist’ is also used in the same unscientific
sense. - We do not like this war, therefore, we
give it a bad name. A fashionable phrase is
repeated parrot-like, and that is being done with a
scientific pretension. The war is there. Its causes
are known. Its consequences can also be imagined.
We have described it, and thereby made a contri-
bution to naming it eventually. The object of
the present discussion is to find out whether our
analysis is correct or not. It is more important
to deal with the thing than with the name. Let
us understand the thing; the suitable name will
automatlcally suggest itself.

We are studying the international situation.
The outstanding feature of the present inter-
national -situation is a gigantic armed conflict.
Hence, the necessity of correctly characterising
the war. Two-hundred years ago, a war in Europe
might have gone on for years, and we might not
have bothered about it here in India. Today,
we cannot take that attitude, because the war will
have its repercussions in India. We may have
to play a part in it. We must examine the scene
to find our place in it. How do we fit into it? If
it is an imperialist war, 1 would be entirely in-
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different, and would not care to spend so much
time in discussing it. Incidentally, it may be
pointed out that none of those, who talk so much
about it, know exactly what is an imperialist war.
Nobody has ever defined it precisely. However,
an imperialist war, as we understand it, is
an armed conflict between two imperialist
States or groups of such States, with the
object of thriving at the cost of one or the
other. If the present war was like that, its
outcome would have no meaning for us. It would
be a conflict between Anglo-French and German
Imperialisms, and whatever may be the outcome,
we would not be very much affected, What
difference does it make if English Impenahsm is
victorious? The fact that we are so very interest-
ed in this war, and so much concerned about its
outcome, the fact that we believe that the outcome
of this war is going to be a life-and-death ques-
tion for us, as for the rest of the world, is enough
reason for us to free ourselves from the tyranny
of the fashionable phrase ‘Imperialist War’. If
Germany loses, England will be strengthened ; we
don’t want that. The average nationalist looks
at the situation that way. But it is not as simple
-as all that. People, who claim to be more than
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selfish nationalists, and pretend to be vitally
interested in the affairs of the world, cannot take
up such a prejudiced attitude.

But for the sake of argument, let us take up
that attitude. I would ask you to look at the
other side. If England loses, Nazi Germany will
win. The worst form of reaction will be establish-
ed in Europe, and before long dominate the whole
world. What guarantee is there that India will
~ become an oasis of freedom and a new order in
the midst of the desert of a world reaction?
Nationalist narrow-mindedness and the slavish
attitude of spitefulness lurk behind all these
theoretical prompensities, with which the present
war is called an imperialist war. On the other
hand, you cannot call this war an imperialist war,
and remain indifferent. If it is an imperialist
war, and as such bound to be harmful for the
cause of freedom, it is your duty to oppose the
war. There has been no objection to our rejec-
tion of the idea of war resistance. Therefore, all
this hair-splitting about our characterisation of
the war is simple squeamishness.

There cannot be any doubt and much less
confusion about our thesis. This or that part
of it cannot be picked out for criticism. It is
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a rigidly logical construction. You must either
accept the whole, or reject the whole. It is
possible that the entire thesis is wrong. In that
case, prove it to be so, and let us reject it.
There are certain premises based on indisputable
facts and generally accepted principles. Logical
conclusions are deduced from them. No criticism
can have any force, unless it is shown that the
premises are wrong. The case for any revision
will be proved only by showing that. There is
no guestion of theory. It is all a matter of facts.
The last war as well as the present war have
been described. The description makes it evident
that there is a difference between the two. I
cannot help that. Nobody has invented it. If
the facts do not fit into a theory, we need not
immediately jump to the conclusion that the
theory has been falsified. There may be some-
thing wrong with your understanding of the
theory. It is due to that misunderstanding that
some of you have been quarrelling with facts, on
the authority of what you believe to be the purest
form of the theory.

The term ‘imperialist war’ is a derivation from
the concept of imperialism. What is an imperia-
list war ? The last war was called an imperialist
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war, because it was a war between two groups
‘of imperialist Powers. If any war waged simply
for an expansionist purpose is an imperialist war,
then, a war like the Boer War should also be
called an imperialist war. With such a view,
one would find imperialist wars waged even
before the rise of modern imperialism. All the
wars waged for -the conquest of colonies since
the Spanish invasion of America must then be
called imperialist wars. But that can hardly be
called a scientific view.

Apart from decisive theoretical considerations,
an imperialist war in the strict sense is an inter-
imperialist war. That standard should be applied
for characterising the present war. The funda-
mental question, therefore, is: Are the two
groups of States invelved in this conflict imperia-
list in the same sense, assuming that Fascism is
a form of imperialism ? This question again leads
to the yet more fundamental question: What is
impetrialism ?

A definition is given in our thesis. I do not
say that it is an exhaustive definition. It might
be made more comprehensive. It is true that
imperialism is more than the export of capital;
there is a counter-part to it, namely, the condi-
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tions in the colonial countries. Nevertheless, it
must be generally admitted that export of capital
is the foundation of modern capitalism. That
is its most characteristic feature. So, we shall
have to find out whether this fundamental
characteristic of modern imperialism is possessed
equally by both the parties in the present conflict.
Safdar has dealt with the theoretical aspect of
the thing. But, after all, theory also does not
precede facts. We observe the facts first, and
then we construct a theory for the sake of the
economy of thought. Whatever may be its.
internal structure, primarily imperialism expresses
the expansionist urge of capitalism. Certain
forces grow inside a highly developed country
which create the expansionist urge. The charac-
teristic feature of normal capitalism is expansion
of production. Imperialism is the expansion of
capitalism—on a larger scale and on a broader
basis. So long as capitalist expansion takes
place within national boundaries, it remains
simple capitalism. When it operates on the
international scale, capitalism becomes imperia-
lism.

Expansionism as such is not new. Itis very
old. But in different periods, the urge to expand .
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was brought about by different causes. Beginning
from the great migrations of the pre-historic time,
expansionism has assumed different forms in
succeeding periods of history. Everyone of those
forms was determined by causes of different
natures. There were the old-world empires
which represented also urge for expansion, But
there is a great difference between that expansion
and modern imperialist expansion. As scientists,
we should have the objectivity and courage to
recognise imperialism as an agency of civilisation.
That would not be very far from the truth. The
scientist should accord that distinction even to
the Roman and other empires of the antiquity,
as well as to the mediaeval empires. In a scienti-
fic analysis, terms should not be used for
expressing approval or disapproval. They must
indicate objective truths. '

When we talk of the export of capital, one
may think that a certain country possesses a heap
of gold which is shipped to another country. It
is not so simple as that. India has a large stock
of gold, and she is free to export it. But that
would not make her an imperialist country. As
a matter of fact, she has of late been exporting
gold. It is nonsense to say that it is a drain.
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None could compel the possessors of the stock of
gold to sell it, if they did not want to part with
it. They have been selling gold, because it is
profitable. »

Export of gold is not export of capital. The
export of capital takes place through the expan-
sion of trade. Capitalist production expands in
a country ; more goods are produced than can be
sold at home at a profit. The surplus production
must be exported to other countries. Gradually,
not only the surplus is disposed of, but there
takes place an expansion of the production of
commodities for export.. When a country exports
manufactured commodities, to be exchanged with
products containing more labour power, the ex-
port of capital begins. England sends to India
two crores rupees worth of manufactured goods.
They are'sold. The raw material necessary for
manufacturing an equal, or even a larger, amount
of goods could be bought for less. The balance
does not go back to England. It is invested in
India for the purpose of developing the means of
transportation, for instance, so that trade can
reach more distant parts of the country, and new
sources of raw matarial be opened and become
more easily and cheaply available.
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Export of capital means export of commodi-
ties. -A country which has attained that expan-
sionist state, in which it can export manufactured
commodities, is in a position to export capital.
When, for the investment of that capital, its
owners acquire privileged positions in foreign
countries, they become standard-bearers of imper-
ialism. Their country, then, is called an imperi-
alist country. Before the last war, Germany was.
such a country. England had attained that status
much earlier, and consequently occupied most of
the privileged positions. There was competition
between the two, the older imperialist Power and
the newcomer. That was not the ordinary capitalist
competition. It was a competition for monopoly..
Export of capital is conditiona upon the mono-
polist control of foreign markets. Powers ex-
porting commodities acquire political rights in
other countries, where their surplus export is in-
vested as capital. Those rights allow them to
control the market in those countries, so that they
are given the most privileged position in every
respect.

After the last war, Germany ceased to be such
an imperialist State, because the exports could no
longer be the medium for the investment of capi-
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tal abroad on the basis of a monopoly market.
The payment of war reparations absorbed all her
exports. Indeed, German capital, exported before
the war, had to be written off on account of repa-
rations. The foundation of German imperialism
was thus blasted. Because it produced that result
the last war was an imperialist war. It aggran-
dised some imperialist Powers at the cost of
other imperialist Powers,

Later on, Germany recovered her position and
again attained a stage which looked like a new
development towards imperialism. But in the
meantime, there-had appeared anew phenomenon
in Germany. It was Fascism. That was not
an accident. There must have been some reason
for Fascism to grow in Germany and not in
France, for example.. As a matter of fact, Fascist
tendencies did manifest themselves also in
France as well as in England. But there, they
did not develop as in Germany. The story of
the growth of Fascism, under what circumstances
it triumphed in Germany, is now well known.
Fascism was forged as the weapon for the
defence of capitalism in decay. The defeat in
the last war not only destroyed German imperia-
lism; the economic clauses of the Versailles
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Treaty rendered it impossible for Germany to
live even on the basis of normal capitalist
production. A highly developed country cannot
live in a perpetual crisis. Post-War Germany
represented the danger of revolution, which
actually broke out more than once, and, if
successful, was sure to spread in other countries.
Therefore, the victorious Powers assured the
German ruling class support for defeating the
revolution. But a disrupted economic system
cannot be stabilised by suppressing the forces
of revolution. And so long as the economic
crisis continues, the forces of revolution remain
in operation, threatening to break out again and
again. Therefore, a standing instrument for
combating the perennial danger of revolution
becomes necessary in a situation created in
Germany in consequence of the last war. Hence
the rise and triumph of Fascism there. This has
been more or less known all along; but lately,
the cause of the rise of Fascism has been
revealed from the most authoritative quarter.

One of the greatest German capitalists, Fritz
Thyssen, has the other day informed the world
that, ever since 1923, he together with his collea-
gues, financed and patronised the Fascist move-
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ment under Hitler. After the revolutionary
crisis of 1923, Germany recovered her position;
capitalist production could continue;.but it was
realised before long that economic expansion
could not take place on the basis of normal
capitalist relations. If that was possible, Fascism
would not be necessary. The advent of Fascism
showed that in Germany the conditions for
normal expansion of production were no longer
there. In other words, the foundation of imper-
ialism was absent. '
Those are matters of fact. Now, let us turn
to consider the position theoretically. The funda-
mental principle of capitalist economy is laissez-
faire: produce as much as you like; buy and sell
wherever you like; no restriction of any kind;
the laws of supply and demand are supposed to
keep the balance. On the contrary, the funda-
mental principle of Fascist economy is autarchy—
self-containedness.  That necessarily means
restriction of consumption which, in its turn,
retards production. Thus, in a way, Fascism
indeed is the anti-thesis of capitalism. ,Therefore,
Fascist economy cannot be the foundation of impe-
rialism. Imperialism is conditionalupon expanding
capitalist production. Of course, Germany is still
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a capitalist country. But Fascism is capitalism in
the throes of death. Both England and
Germany are capitalist countries; but they repre-
sent two distinct phases of capitalism. That
being the case, it is wrong to characterise Fescist
Germany as an imperialist State in the strict sense
of the term. It is a Fascist State. If there is no
distinction, why use a different name ? Conse-
quently, the present war is not an imperialist war,
if that term means a war between two imperialist
Powers. Inspite of all the factual and theoretical
considerations, if you still prefer to call
it an imperialist war, then, don’t claim to
be expounding a more scientific theory than that
of our thesis. You have a popular notion of
imperialism, and you prefer the term ‘imperialist’
as a matter of fashion. Strictly speaking, an
imperialist war is an inter-imperialist war. The
present war is certainly not of that type. Itis
not. an inter-imperialist war. In characterising
a phenomenon, all its causes must be taken into
consideration. This war has been precipitated by
Fascism. That fact must determine its character.
In so far as Fascism is not imperialism, it is not
an imperialist war in the scientific sense.

So much about the fashionable term ‘imperia-
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list war’. Before I pass on to the next point, I wish
‘to remind you once again of the determining
factor. Theorising is all right. But here we are
‘meeting also as -political workers. Therefore,
.the character of the war must be determined
pragmatically as well as theoretically. If it is
.an imperialist war, we should be indifferent to it.
What do we care if one or the other imperialist
State is defeated 7 But who will call himself a
Socialist, and yet would say that he is indifferent
whether Fascist Germany wins this war or not.
Anybody who says that he would welcome the
victory of Fascist Germany, whatever may be his
reason, is a counter-revolutionary, even if he has
read all the volumes of Marx. Only a counter-
revolutionary can welcome the . victory of
Fascism.

Now the term ‘accident’. The doubt on this
score also will be dispelled by a careful reading
of our thesis. Indeed, it is not necessary to read
the whole document. Read only the two or three
relevant sentences. The word ‘accident’ does
not occur in the most decisive passage. The
expression used there is ‘a new type of war’.
Firstly, we define what is an imperialist war;
then we give a description of the background of
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the present war. It is clear therefrom that the
present war has not been brought about by the
causes known to be associated with imperialist
wars. It is nowhere said that we believe in
accidents, or that we believe in things happening
without a cause. It is only said that causes like
that of the last war are absent in the case of the
present war. What, then, are the causes of this .
new war ? It being a new kind of phenomenon,.
we do not dogmatise. We simply say that the
armed conflict did not take place of necessity,
but was brought about by a fortuitous combina- -
tion of circumstances. What is unscientific in
that view ? Having pointed out that the backgrond
of the new conflict was not such as headed
necessarily towards an armed clash, the following
statement is made: “But when neighbouring
countries are armed to the teeth, and are in the
midst of a perennial economic crisis, jingoist
nationalism may serveas a safety-valve, and
armed conflicts of more or less serious nature
may be precipitated by any chance event or by
some unfortunate miscalculation.” That is the
fundamental sentence.

- We depicted the specific features of an impe-
rialist war, and then gave a description of the
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post-war period. The two pictures do not tally.
Having discovered that the present war has not
been brought about by similar causes as in the
case of the last, we looked for its peculiar causes.
No apparent cause was to be found. On the
contrary, there were distinct and persistent efforts
to avoid a clash. What were we, then, to say
- when the clash did nevertheless take place. There
having been no deliberate intention or necessity,
the armed clash must have been precipitated by
some chance or miscalculation. That statement
cannot be disputed, except by proving that the
present war was planned. In order to do that,
you have to dispute known facts. You must give
us an entirely new reading of post-war history.
You shall have to explain why America threw
tons of money into Germany; why the Dawes
Plan was adopted; why successively, by one
measure after another, the Versailles Treaty was
scrapped by the victorious Powers; why the French
General Staff allowed General von Seeckt to
create an army under their very nose; and how
the successive acts of aggression of Hitler were
tolerated. You shall have to prove that, when
Hitler militarised the Rhineland, France and
England could not have stopped it; that the
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invasion of Austria and Czecho-Slovakia could not
be prevented; you shall have to prove that the

Munich Pact was a necessity.
If there was a plan, it was to avoid the conflict.

The existence of such a plan is the decisive
factor, and gives an entirely different character to
the present war. We must call a thing by its
proper name. The word ‘accident’ is correctly
used. All the facts of the situation are against
the contrary view. This is an internecine war.
You can challenge the deduction only by proving
that the analysis is wrong. And since the analy-
sis is based on facts, you have to disprove the
facts. Therefore, all the criticisms of our thesis,
and particularly the contention that this is an
imperialist war, have no force. To prove your
contention and to back up any demand for a revi-
sion of our thesis, it is not enough to say that
you disapprove of this war, and therefore the
term ‘imperialist war’ is more suitable.

It is true that war is inherent in Fascism. In
that sense, the war was planned by Germany.
But it is known that Germany also was anxious
to avoid the war. Moreover, Nazi Germany is
-not an imperialist country in the sense we have
defined imperialism. Fascist Germany, not being
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an imperialist country, could not have planned
the war with an imperialist purpose. Hers was.
a predatory purpose. But any predatory war
cannot be called an imperialist war, if we do not
wish to be indiscriminate in the choice of terms. °

By saying that the war has been caused by an
accident, we mean that an unforeseen event pre-
cipitated it, frustrating all the efforts to avoid it.
Our thesis is: “Since the present conflict is not.
the outcome of a premeditated plan, it must have.
broken out owing to some accidental cause.” The
murder of the Austrian Archduke at Serajevo,
upon which the last war broke out, was also not
anticipated; therefore, it was also an accident.
Nevertheless, in the case of the last war, a plan
heading towards it can be traced ever since 1901.
The accident at Serajevo could be fitted into that
plan; it just served the purpose of bringing the
plan to the climax. But the sudden events in
Poland, upon which the present war broke out,
cannot be fitted into the scheme of appeasement
which was the fundamental feature of European
politics, ever since 1924. The plan in this case
was to avoid war at all cost. In pursuance of.
that plan, concession after concession was made
to the Fascists. The latter, on their part, pursued
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a policy of blackmail, being encouraged by the
appeasement diplomacy. Experience led them to
believe that, at the last moment, they would
always be allowed to get off with something.
They were also not deliberately precipitating an
armed conflict. ~They were simply bluffing.
Therefore, the sudden outbreak of the war cannot
be fitted into the scheme of European politics. It
was precipitated by an unforeseen cause which,
being not a part of the plan, must be called an
accident. That is quite scientific.

Official documents have been published since
our thesis was written. In addition to those
published, the British Government was going to
issue another White Paper. It was to contain so
many scandalous informations about the break-
down of the Moscow negotiations, that, at the
last moment, the Government decided to with-
hold it, on the ground that it contained such
matters as should not be published for the sake
of public interest. Some of those documents
have been included in a book entitled “Why
This War”, written by an authoritative English
publicist.

We maintain that the war broke out owing
to an accidental combination of circumstances,
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One may ask: How do we know that the war
was not wanted ? Perhaps Hitler wanted it. Such
speculation is idle when weido know that Hitler’s
policy has all along been blackmail. It is also
known that, in critical moments, the German
General Staff did not want the war. Now we
have the weighty and conclusive evidence of
Fritz Thyssen. He broke with Hitler, and left
Germany, because he was against the war with
Poland. The creator and the highest patron of
Fascism himself did not want the war. Fascism
is an instrument created by German capitalism.
If German capitalism did not want the war, how
could Hitler act so rashly at a critical moment ?
There is a reason to that.

This brings me to the interesting and intri-
guing'point raised by Comrade Tarkunde, namely,
the possibility of a metamorphosis of Fascism.
In support of this hypothesis, he mentioned the
flight of Thyssen. But we must not confound
capitalism with individual capitalists. Dr.
Thyssen goes; his property is confiscated. But
the property remains private. To-day, it belongs
perhaps to Goering, who is now one of the
rechest men in the world. So, there has been no
attack on private property as such, even if big
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capitalists have been victimised. There has been
no involuntary trend towards socialisation, under
the pressure of the contradictions of Nazi
economy. No Socialist would maintain that
Fascism can desire such a transformation. That
incredible contention would imply an entirely
different characterisation of Fascism, an entirely
different view of its genesis. The only concei-

vable possibility is that of an wunavoidable.

development, however, is not towards socialisa-
tion, but monopoly. Monopoly or even State
capitalism, when the social basis of the State
does not change, should not be confounded with
any tendency of auto-transformation into
Socialism. That confusion would lead to the
belief in the possibility of capitalism gradually

transforming itself into Socialism. The charac-

teristic features of Fascist economy, pointed out
by Comrade Tarkunde as the basis for his

hypothesis, are the crass expressions of a tendency

to be traced in the most highly developed capi-
talist economy. That tendency, born of the
contradictions of capitalism, pragmatically proves
the necessity of Socialism. Imperialsm is the
safety-valve against that danger. When that
device is not available, the danger must be
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otherwise combated. The tendency towards
Socialism must be suppressed for the preservation
- of capitalism. Fascism is the instrument for
that suppression.

In Nazi Germany, private property is only
changing hands, from one group of capitalists to
another group. One group of capitalists created
Fascism, hoping that, upon its establishment, the
situation would be restored for. the normal
operation of capitalism. One may create one’s
own nemesis. One group of capitalists may be
killed or driven out, but only for another group
to rise and make profit. Too much need not
be made of the fact that a number of big capital-
ists have been driven out of Nazi Germany. For
one thing, others remain, and new ones have
grown. Secondly, it should be remembered that,
already six years ago, two years after Hitler's
rise to power, the original Socialist tendency in
the Nazi Party was stamped out through the
murder of the representatives of that tendency.
Gregor Strasser, who represented the “Socialist”
trend of National-Socialism, was assassinated as
for back as 1934. The advocates of the “second
revolution” were eliminated at the behest of the.
capitalist patrons of the Nazi party. Thyssen
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goes only in 1940. If some of its original patrons
are to-day falling out with the Hitler regime,
that does not indicate any trend towards
Socialism.  Hitlerism liberated itself from the
handicap of its original Socialist demagogy
already six years ago. As Fascism is by no
means Socialism, just so it is not simple capita-
lism. It is Fascism, quite a peculiar form of
capitalism. If one group of capitalists does not
like its manifestations in the long run, another
group will adjust itself and profit by them.

Let us now return to the point of fact. The
flight of Thyssen proves this. A powerful group
of German capitalists created the Nazi movement,
placed Hitler in power and themselves remained
the dominating factor behind the new regime.
They not want this war. Hitler could not
have done it without their consent. A war may
be precipitated by the rashness of a dictator, but
it cannot be planned over a number of years,
except with the consent of those controlling the
economic life of a country, and thereby dictating
State policy. Thyssen and his group were for
remilitarisation of Germany; firstly, because
flourishing armament trade enabled them to
overcome the industrial crisis; secondly, the
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Nazi regime must be firmly established as a
powerful bulwark against the danger of revolu-
tion; and thirdly, under the threat of war,
international disputes could be settled in favour
of the German ruling class. The conclusion from
this analysis of the relation of forces in Germany
is that the present war was planned neither from
the one side nor from the other. Both prepared
for it, but none wanted it. Both tried to avoid
it until the very last moment.

There is still another reason for our being
carried away by this idea of imperialist war.
After all, there is a psychological reason for
Indians to be pro-German. The enemy of our
enemy is naturally regarded as friend. Indian
revolutionaries were pro-German during the last
war, when there was nothing to choose between
the imperialist Powers. Since then, many of
them have become Marxists; yet, even some
amongst these latter have not ceased to be pro-
German. They have swallowed the propaganda
that England was throttling and encircling
Germany and would not give her the necessary
“Lebensraum”. Some superficial observers
divided the European Powers into “haves” and
“have-nots”. Germany was placed in the latter
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category, and her claim to get something out of
the pocket of the “haves” was regarded as legi-
timate, '

Germany was a very decent country until
1928. All the economic development, for which
many are inclined to admire the Nazi regime,
took place during that time, before Fascism camé
to power, and without any colonies. Because
Germany suddenly demanded colonies, she is
now called an imperialist country. The Nazi
doctrine of living space, however, is not an im-
perialist doctrine. It is nationalist jingoism.
After the advent of Fascism, German industries
were built upon the basis of war production.
Thyssen and others like him did not want war.
They made enormous profits in the beginning.
Germany could not sell sufficient goods, in
the world market; the home market had con-
tracted in consequence of the upper classes having
passed on the burden of war preparations to the
masses. The post-war currency inflation had
ruined the middle-class. The home market for
consumers’ goods could be expanded by reducing
capitalist profit, so as to increase the purchasing
capacity of the masses through higher wages and
lower prices. That the capitalists did not want.
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Therefore, pationalist jingoism was fomented as
the means for overcoming the crisis of German
capitalism. It quickened the production of war
materials. The entire industrial machinery was
set in motion. Metal and chemical industries
not only flourished, but began to expand. The
Fascist State subsidised them. The entire nation-
al income, for two generations, was mortgaged
for the purpose. The Fascist Stateis the ad-
ministrator of capitalism, based upon war industry.
Older rapitalists, like Thyssen and others, feared
that the whole artificial structure would crash in
the face of a large-scale war. Therefore, they
were against it. But the war machine, once
created, must move in its fatal course. The new
type of Fascist capitalists, like Goering, has
grown out of the process of building up an
economic system based upon war industry. They
control the State now. There has been expro-
priation, but capitalism has not been abolished.
Only, the new type of fcapitalism (fully Fascist
economy) is altogether anti-social.

Once the big army, with its huge armaments,
was created, itthad to be put to some use. Other-
wise, it would be frozen capital. There is a
saying that one cando everything with a bayonet
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except sit on it.” Therefore, once a hu’ge army
is created, there must be war. The reason for
its existence must be proved. As soon as neigh-
bouring countries are armed to the teeth, there
is pressure from the militarists to start a war.
Antagonisms are always there, to provoke one.
The people do not want the war. The more
clever section of the ruling class may also shrink
at the dreadful possibility of a defeat. They
may prefer to make profit out of peace. But the
professionals are there. War is their trade.
They have been given wonderful arms which are
supposed to perform miracles. They are eager
to see how the miracle works. Therefore, while
emphasising the fundamental trend of appease-
ment politics, at the same time, we pointed out
that, since Europe had become a powder-maga-
zine, any spark might cause a conflagration
upsetting the whole appeasement apple-cart.
But such unexpected causes were not part of a
plan; they ran counter to the whole scheme of
appeasement politics. Therefore, we are of the
opinion that the fundameatal feature of an
imperialist war is absent in the case of the
present war.

All this has been said in our thesis. I have
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read any number of books on the present inte1-
national situation. Without the slightest desire
to exaggerate, I consider our thesis to be the most
scientific analysis. Jt is a historical document.
It is bound to be recognised as such by all who
understand anything about world affairs. But
some of you are ashamed, because it is not said
there that it is an imperialist war. It is such a
fine document; why not embellish it by introduc-
ing the fashionable term? That seems to be the
substance of all the arguments advanced by way
of criticising the thesis. But we are not composing
an essay with conventional phrases. We want a
scientific analysis of the situation. And we have
made it.

Having proved that this war was not planned
or wanted by anybody, (except by the irrespon-
sible professionals), and that it broke out in spite
of all efforts to prevent it, we wrote: “This sort
of war, however, is not an imperialist war; it is
an internecine war.” Comrade Pramanik thinks
that the term internecine is not scientific. It
seems that he does not know the meaning of the
word. Someone has helped him by pointing out
that an internecine war is a mutually destructive
war. Who would say that it is not? Our defini-
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tion may not be very scientific according to
Comrade Prmanik’s idea of science. But it is
certainly very accurate. We said further: “Such
a war is bound to be waged half-heartedly, both
the parties striving for an early settlement.” The
war still continues; so, our analysis was false.
Please read the next sentence: “It is an inter-
necine conflict, precipitated by an accident or a
miscalculation. While the probability of its conti-
nuing is not altogether excluded, and even if it is
fought until one of the parties is defeated, it is
not a typical imperialist war.” The direct con-
clusion from our analysis was that since nobody
wanted the war, they might have the common-
sense to end it as soon as possible. But we also
saw the possibility that, once it had really broken
out, the war might continue.

But why has there been. no early peace? If
they all wanted peace, why has it not been con-
cluded? It is known to all close observers of
events that, even when the war broke out, and
even after it had been going on for some time,
Anglo-French imperialism did not abandon the old
policy of appeasement. Poland went; still they

sat tight without doing anything on the Western
~ front. Why did not Germany also sit tight? In
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the beginning, after the Polish compaign, Germany
also acted that way. But the economic blockade
was tightening. On the other hand, the Allies
also could not wait and watch indefinitely. ~ That
game went on for six months. War had been
declared, but did not break out. In that kind of
war, Germany would have broken down even-
tually. The Nazis did not believe that in such
an eventuality the Russians would come to their
aid. If Molotov had really said, and meant it,
that there was no fundamental difference between
Nazi Germany and Soviet Russia, he should
be expelled from the Communist International,
and be the accused in the next Moscow Trial.
In fact, even when war continued, the Nazis
expected Chamberlain to perform yet another
feat of appeasement and recognise the German
conquest of Poland also as an accomplished fact.
- But meanwhile, it had become a matter of prestige.
Both sides waited for the other to say something.
As long as nothing serious happened, nobody
was in a hurry. But Germany began to feel the
pinch; the terror of the economic blockade tigh-
tening compelled the Nazis to act.

I may say a few words about the relative
military strengths of the belligerent parties. The
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military strengths of a Power to-day ultimately
depends on the economic resources. That has
always been so. But to-day, itis more so, be-
cause the war is more destructive. The actual
military strength of a country—its army and
armaments—do not represent all its potentialities.
The ability to re-equip the army recurringly
represents the real strength of a country. For
that, a country must not only have highly
developed industries, but also an inexhausti-
ble source of raw material available. Germany
does not possess the raw materials necessary
for armament industries. She possesses rich coal
deposits, but not such essential things as rubber
and certain metals. Even the right kind of iron is
not available to her in a sufficient quantity. Yet,
steel is the foundation of armament industries.
Germany has laid in stores. But the stores are
- not inexhaustible, if they cannot be continuously
replenished, either through manufacture at home -
or import from abroad. case of a large-
scale operation, the stores, however great, would
be used up in no time. Moreover, even that
insufficient storage of raw materials for the arma-
ment industry was a great handicap for the ex-
pansion of German capitalism.
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After the war, the German exports had to go
in for the payment of reparations, and later on,
for raw materials required for the war industries.
On the fundamental point of the ability to re-
equip, Germany is weak. The German army
may be strong enough to overrun Norway, Hol-
land and Belgium, and perhaps even France.
But in a long-drawn war, Germany will be the
weaker side, and be defeated sooner or later. All
these considerations contributed to the theory of
“Blitzkrieg”—the lightning war. It is the decided
opinion of German military experts that, in a
major war, if Germany cannot win within three
months, she will be defeated. Asto resources,
the newly acquired territories—Austria, Czecho-
Slovakia and Poland—do not produce the kind of
iron needed for armament industry. Such essen-
tial metals as copper and aluminium are not
available anywhere. Rubber does not grow in
Europe. Then, there is petroleum, a free supply
of which vital material is not within the reach of
Germany. Without copper and aluminium,
aeroplanes cannot be built, and without petroleum
they cannot operate. Through her occupation of
Poland, Germany has secured access to some
petroleum deposits. But that also is very largely
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at the mercy of Soviet Russia. Moreover, the
kind of petroleum available from those sources is
not quite suitable for the purposes requiring high-
class fuel. So, even after overrunning the larger
part of Europe, Nazi Germany is still not in a
position to carry on a prolonged war.

Aggression farther eastwards would have
brought - Germany out of the difficulty. The
“Lebensraum” really hankered after by the Nazis
was the Ukraine and the Don Basin. There, iron
and petroleum in endless quantities would be
available, and the Ukraine is the granary of
Europe. Someone to-day remarked that Russia
was responsible for this war. Such an opinion
should not be held by anyone amongst ourselves.
The result of the Soviet-German non-aggression
pact was that Germany had to give up the hope of
acquiring the grains of the Ukraine, the iron of
the Don Basin and the petroleum of the Caucasus.

The frustration of their plan of aggression
eastwards compelled the Nazis to turn in the other
direction. The object of the Norwegian cam-
paign was notto prepare for an invasion of
England. It was to keep free the route to the
only other source of iron supply. That was in
the north of Sweden. Even there, a free .sea
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route must be found. The Baltic is frozen in the
winter, and always at the mercy of the U. S. 8. R..
The other route is along the Norwegian coast,
which must be cleared so as to serve as the base
for German submarines to keep DBritish battle-
ships away. That was the reason for the occupa-
tion of Norway.

The German anxiety to estabhsh themselves
in the north of Sweden also explains the sudden-
ness of the Finnish War. The Soviet Union
knew that the North was to be a battle-field.
Given a real friendship between Russia and
Germany, the Germans need not have the Scan-
dinavian campaign at all. But they did not trust
Russia to leave the Baltic route open for them. °
The Russians, on their side, did not like the
“Allies” to come too close to the Soviet frontier.
They knew that Finland would willingly come
under the influence of the Nazis, once they were
established in the northern part of Sweden. That,
among others, was the reason which compelled
the Soviet Government to undertake military
operations against Finland, when the Government
of that country refused to come to a friendly
understanding.

If the British Government really thought that
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the invasion of Norway wasa move directed
against England, it could have been easily checked.
The British Navy could have cut off the German
line of communication across the Skagerrak and
isolated the German forces in Norway. It was
not done on the ground that that would have
been too risky for British ships. After all, the
ships are madefor war, and was is arisky venture.
Presumably, the British Government did not
think that it was worthwhile to risk the British
Navy to frustrate the German plan of occupying
Norway. The British troops were withdrawn
from Trondheim and Norway was thrown to the
wolves. But a desperate effort was made to hold
the iron ore port of Narvik. That point, however,
was even of greater importance for Germany. If
Narvik could not be captured, the whole Norwe-
gian campaign would be in vain. One adventure
compelled the Nazis to launch another. They
were compelled to attack Holland and Belgium,
so that the British Navy would be needed nearer
home and thus relieve the north of Norway.
A possible settlement even after the Norwegian
campaign was prevented by the German need for
desperate action with the purpose of having the
access to the source of iron supply free.
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“~:Some of you seem to think that . even to-day
people make wars like the Rajput King; that the
Nazis have, for some reason or other, made up
their mind to invade England and they are bent
upon that venture, no matter what happens. But
why should they invade England? To-day, wars.
are very costly. Therefore, no Government would
under take one just for fun or out of sheer per-
versity. To invade England, guarded by the;most
powerful Navy, is an exteremely risky proposition.
One should not launch upon that adventure, unless.
it was a matter of life and death. A free supply of
iron is essential for Germany, if the war continues.
for long. The British blockade puts her in great
difficulty in that respect. But she has now access
to the Swedish field. What does, then, Germany
want from the conquest of England ? The occupa-
tion of Holland and Denmark relieves her some-
what as regards food supply. In Belgium, there
are rich coal mines and a highly developed iron
industry. Having occupied all these positions.
of vantage, conquest of Britain is completely
pointless for the Nazis. The motive behind all
these’ moves is to deal a crushing - blow which.
would force the Allies to. make an early peace.
The Nazis strike wildly here: and there with the-
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hope for an early peace. If the war continues,
they are bound to be' defeated. Therefore, even
when their military adventure is in full swing,
" the Nazis are still striving for a settlement. But
the perspective of peace now has become entirely
different from what it was just after the outbreak
of the war. Indead, it is dreadful to think of it now.
We wanted an early peace before things reached
the present stage. Someone asked, why should
we regard this war as a calamity. Ido regard it
as such. Because for the moment it appears that
the Nazis are going to win. Perhaps to-morrow
we shall wake up to read that the Germans are
in Paris. Every morning, I open the newspaper
with a shudder. I have no love for imperialist
France or Britain. But I cannot think of the
possibility of the Fascisation of Europe without
horror. The rise of Fascism in Germany delayed
the revolution for at least a generation. If Fasc-
ism succeeds in establishing its domination over
the whole of Europe, then good-bye to revolution
and good-bye to Indian freedom as well. |
There are politicians and capitalists in France
who would welcome the Nazi invaders. Daladier
was pro-Nazi when he became' Prime Minister.
Evern the néw Reynaud Cabinet includes a mem-
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ber of the Fascist party, which until now is an
insignifcant factor outwardly, in the French poli-
tical life. How ever, a blood-brother of Hilter
is sitting in the French Cabinet even to-day. And
what of the Chamberlain School in England ?
Who guarantees that even Churchill and his
supporters will not soon realise that it takes a
thief to catch a thief, and that for fighting with the
Fascists you must be a Fascist yourself, just as
you must be a Fascist in order to live in peace
with the Facsists. A victory of Hilter over France
and England would mean the establishment of
outspoken Fascist regimes in those countries.
There will be a Fascist peace. France may be-
gin, and England may follow soon. Ever since
1924, there havebeen persistent efforts to organise
a European Bloc against the Soviet Union. Eng-
land took the lead. If Hitler wins, that counter-
revolutionary bloc is bound to be formed; only,
it will be organised under the leadership of Nazi
Germany. On the basis of a Fascist peace,
Germany will then return for “Lebensraum” to-
‘wards the East, with England and France backing
‘her up.

That is the new perspective. Is it not
.dreadful ? At the time of our last C. E. C.
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meeting, we visualised also this possibility of
events developing this way. Therefore, we
wanted the war to stop, before the situation was
aggravated. We were not moved by any pacifist
consideration. At that time, a peace would have
been restoration of the status quo with the posi-
tion of the U. S. S. R. greatly strengthened, and
the Nazi plan of expansion eastwards effectively
checked. Now, the situation is altogether
different. Now, peace will mean the Fascisation
of Europe. Therefore, the war must go on.
And to guarantee that, the fighters for freedom
throughout the world must participate in it, so
that an eventual defeat of Fascism will still be
brought about.

There are other reasons for dreading an early
peace which would be a Fascist peace. But that
is the spectre which haunts us to-day. Previously,
the things were not yet so very dangerous. They
did not appear to be heading towards a calamity
of such a magnitude. Nevertheless, we did
visualise the danger. When the war started, the
Soviet Union stayed out. Efforts were still made
for a reconciliation in the capitalist camp. On
the other hand, there was an effort to involve
Russia in the warn on the pretext of the Soviet-
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German non-aggression pact. The Indian nationa-
list press contributed largely to those efforts. It
was the loudest in denouncing “Red Imperialism”
and practically demanded that England  should
declaire war on Soviet Russia. If the war deve-
loped, there was danger for the Soviet Union to
get involved. She was not yet in a position
to defend her southern frontier. Attacked there,
she might have been unable to hold her own.
We would not have been in a position as yet to
prevent India’s being used as the base of an
attack against the Soviet Union. Indeed, the
Indian upper classes, including many Congress-
men, would welcome that “holy crusade” and
participate in it enthusiastically. Evidently, to
prevent that was the duty of all revolutionaries.
We tried to do so by advocating an early peace.
But with all its professions of non-violence and
advocacy of world peace, the Congress would
not appeal to the world for peace. :
Having analysed the FEuropean situation,
having seen the various perspectives of possible
developments, not unmidful of the development
which has actually taken place, (see “India and
War”, Chapter ‘Dangers Ahead’), we came  to
the conclusion that the present war was: notan
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imperialist war. We came to the further
conclusion that we could not-be indifferent to it.
Pacifism or dogmatic anti-war propaganda is
out of question now. We wrote: “No sensible
person can talk of freedom and democracy, and at
the same time not admit that the fall of Hitlerism
and the elimination of the Fascist menace in
general will greatly contribute to the triumph
of the cause of freedom and democracy. There
should he no hesitation in utilising as instru-
ments whoever may happen to serve the purpose.
Are we, then, to support imperialism? The
question is altogether irrelevant. Here is an
occasion wherein astute fighters for freedom and
democracy can push imperialism perhaps to the
extent of destroying the bloodiest weapon of its
own creation, and thus rendering itself vulnerable
to the coming revolutionary onslaught.”

The fundamentale principl which should guide
us in framing our plan of action even in the
changed situation to-day remain the same:
Perhaps it will have to  be differently applied.
Safdar has given you a strong dose of dialectics.
I will give you a lighter one, so that you might
not choke. Who told you that, to wish for the
defeat of Fascism, means to wish for the victory
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of imperialism ? A subconscious fear confuses
your thoughts. We want the defeat of Fascism,
because we are revolutionaries, because we know
that the defeat of Fascism will weaken imper-
ialism. Just think for a moment: What is
going to happen, if Fascism is victorious ? A
situation would be created, in which the forces
of revolution throughout the world will be sup-
pressed, and the cause of our Indian freedom will
be also jeopardised. Therefore, we do not want
Fascism to be victorious. If we really want
Fascism to be destroyed, why should we not do
anything and everything to bring about its des-
truction ? Don’t run away with the idea that the
Soviet Union is helping Nazi Germany. The
Soviet policy is to give the Nazis a rope long
enough to hang , themselves. The so-called
Russian support to Germany is actually hastening
the fall of Fascism.

I maintain that our analysis of the inter-
national situation was correct. In our thesis,
we gave a true picture of the international
situation. We did anticipate what has happened.
Because we did, we thought that a desperate
effort should be made to preventit. We could
not prevent it. We knew the right way. But we
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could not persuade others to take to it. We
are not to be blamed for the short-sightedness
and stupidity of others. In any case, the credit
of finding the right way belongs to us. We
have the conviction that we can see ahead. If
we can keep that confidence, and are not swept
away by the tyranny of words, by the desire to
live up to the standards set by the prejudices of
others, we may still get out of this difficult
situation. Having that purpose, we can only
repeat the proposal we made to the Working
Committee at the out break of the war. There
is no other way. We cannot do anything else.
We do not propose to defend India for British
Imperialism. All these considerations are not
matters of intellectual gymnastics, but of
practical politics. It is a matter of life and
death.
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LOOK BEYOND THE NOSE

Before this appears in print, the Working
Committee will have met and prepared the reso-
lution to be endorsed by the All-India Congress
Committee. In the absence of any response from
the side of the Government to the gesture made
in the Delhi resolution, no substantial change
can be expected in the attitude of the Congress
Working Committee. Is this diplomatic haggling
a wise policy in a highly critical situation like
the present 7 This attitude, taken up, for no
other serious reason than a morbid concern for
prestige, is fraught with great dangers.

What will happen if the desired gesture does
not come from the side of the Government? The
best possible consequence will be continuation
of the stalemate, which is no stalemate at all in
so far as India’s participation in the war is con-
cerned. Whatever may be the attitude of the
Congress, Indian resources will continue to be
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available for Imperialism. The Congress has
not been able to prevent that. It will not be
able to do so even if it decides upon active
resistance. The pseudo-moral attitude that the
Congress does not wish to embarrass E%gland,
while she is engaged in a serious conflict, is only
a face-saving device. The fact is that the Con-
gress is not in.a position to do so, even if it
wanted. The defects of the present leadership
has rendered it incapable -of any effective action.
Therefore, the continuation of the stalemate will
only mean greater political inactivity, and the
consequent disintegration of the Congress and
demoralisation of the struggle for freedom as a
whole. What can be done under the present
situation to avoid. the calamity ? That is the
question for the All-India Congress Committee.

- A waiting game will be worse than useless.
That should be evident from a proper understand-
ing of the present international situation. Some
may argue: Letus ‘wait and watch the progress
of the struggle between . Great Britain and
~ Germany. Theargument is based on the. hope

that, in course of: time,:the : British ‘Government
- will be compelled to pay -the price demanded
for - Congtess -~ ¢o-operation. - That “hopej-in its
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turn, is based: on the belief that the war is
bound to continue indefinitely, and England will
be having the worse of it. . That is a false read--
ing of the international situation, and consequently
the hope is groundless. . If the perspective really
was disappearance of Imperialism, the fighters.
for Indian freedom would have no cause for
the slightest concern. But that is not the pers:
pective. Atleast, there isan alternative perspective
which appears to be more likely, for the moment.
It is the Fascisation of England, in order to avoid
a defeat. Will that increase the chances of
Indian freedom ?

But let us take the less likely perspective, that
of the war continuing until a possible defeat for
England. In that case also, India will not be
automatically free. The British Government or
other forces in Great Britain have little to do for
keeping India in her present political state. The
forces, which hold India in political subjugation,
are on the spot and they are very largely of
native origin, England’s defeat in the war, even
to the extent of a German occupation, would not,
therefore, directly weaken India’s. khondage. Great
Britain might - go; she may be Nazified or be -
occupied by Hitler’s hordes; but that will not .
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mean disappearance of Imperialism, as far as
India is concerned. The forces of Imperialism
being present in India, she will continue in her
political subjugation. So, let us give up the fond
hope of freedom falling in our hands as a ripe
fruit. Moreover, it is not very moral to expect
freedom out of the enslavemnnt and misery of
the English people. Such an expectation is a
feature of slave mentality.

The continuation of the present Congress
policy of ineffectively playing the dog in the
manger will only increase the already great
chances of India remaining under Imperialism,
even after the problematical defeat of England.
Imperialism is an impersonal system. It knows
no patriotism. It has no home. Like the cuckoo,
it lays its eggs in other’s nest. It has feathered
its nest in India. It will not have the slightest
scruple to leave England to her fate and make a
new home in India. The position of the Franch
colonies is an object lesson. The fall of Frence
has not liquidated French Imperialism. The
French imperial regime has not been liquidated,
or even seriously weakened in any one of the
French colonies. If that yet happens, the conse-
quence will be only a change of -masters.
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Liberation can never come by default. Is there
any reason to believe that;it will be different in
the case of India ? Imperialism can hold its own
in India, with the aid of native allies, without
any help from outside. The present Congress
policy, if continued, will contribute to the consoli-
dation of Imperialism in India. It will help
Imperialism to entrench itself in zhzs country.

The possibility of the British rulers of India
deserting the mother-country as a sinking ship
‘and living in this country, high and dry, is not
altogether imaginary. We have already drawn
attention to the fact of pronounced Fascist sym-
pathy among the so-called Anglo-Indians, official
and non-official. They must regard this war as
a quixotic crusade. They are fully in sympathy
with the Chamberlain School at home which may
still bring about peace on the basis of a Nazified
England. Should the politicians at home go
ahead with the war, they may cut adrift, to free
themselves from unnecessary obligations. That
is the perspective of India acting as an “Indepen-
dent Nation”! Only that will be not national
independence of India but independence of
Imperialism with a base in India.

This perspective has been pointed out from no
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less reliable a quarter than the “Statesman”.
Having quoted the First Lord of the Admiralty
pleading that “final victory will be much shorter
if we continue to hold these islands,” the Calcutta
journal appeals that “our Civil Service hierachy
in this country will mark, learn and inwardly
digest” the above remark. Evidently, the
dangerous tendency, revealted by the “States-
men’s” appeal, is not unknown to the British
politicians. The tendency is not to be very much
concerned with the fate of England. ’

Having learned from a reliable source that
that tendency is shared by the British rulers of
India, it should not be difficult to surmise the
result of the policy of ‘wait and see’. It will be
a definite establishment of the Civil Service Raj
with a pronounced Fascist characteristic. The
position of those would-be “independent” imperia-
list rulers of India is being consolidated by the
present policy of the Congress leadership. While
not doing any harm to Imperialism, this policy
is actually preparing the ground for India to have
a taste of Fascism.

The “Statesman” further writes: “There is a
spirit plainly visible in certain quarters, both
official and non-official, which argues that only
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this summer matters. If that were so, there is
little that we in this country can do.....We are
in any case dependent on the shipping available
for anything we can send to Britain. So, there
are others, also expecting the possible defeat of
England, and are preparing themselves for that
eventuality. But if the eventuality will ever
come, the Congress leaders will not be invited
to join a ‘National Government’, but will be
sent to the concentration camps, unless they
would welcome the Fascisation of Imperialism as
the new order of their dream.

Now, let us turn to the other, more likely,
perspective—that of an early peace. That will
mean voluntary Fascisation of England. The
forces working in that direction are not negligible
in England. Chamberlain still controls the Con-
servative Party with its overwhelming majority
in the House of Commons. The Conservative
Party, in its turn, is controlled by the powerful
men of the City, who have all along been very
obliging patrons of Hitler and Mussolini.

War is a profitable business; but if it goes on
indefinitely, it becomes ruinous as well. It is
quite possible for England to hold out indefinitely-
‘The invasion of England is not a practical proposi-
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tion. But large-scale air bombardment and jmore:
or less effective interference with overseas trade
will greatly upset the advantages of war profi-
teering. Therefore, those who control the
economic life of Great Britain naturally are not
at all favourable to the idea of an indefinite war..
Then, what is it all about ? It has become com-
pletely pointless—for them. If German invasion
of England is an impractical proposition, the plan
of England, with the problematical American aid,
freeing the European Continent from the grip
of Fascism is equally, if not more, impractical.
The Nazis, at least for the time being, will be
satisfied with the position they have captured in
Furope. Letely, their propaganda is being carried
on with the purpose of strengthening the hands of
those in England who desire an early termination
of the conflict. If they are left with the domina-
tion of Europe, they would not interfere with the
British Empire. They cannot do much in that
respect anyhow.

On all these grounds, the real rulers of
England are striving to bring about an early
conclusion of the present conflict. They have
nothing against Fascism as such. They do not
want its destruction. On the contrary, they
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would just as soon introduce it at home. Every-
where, it has proved to be a very useful instru-
ment for the defence of capitalism in decay. It
should be equally useful in England as well. So,
the more likely perspective of the present
international situation is a complete or partial
Nazification of England, which will continue to
be the centre of the British Empire. Will the
prospect of Indian freedom be brighter in that
situation ? Again, the prospect is not of
National Government but of concentration camps
for all the fighters for freedom.

Either perspective being dangerous for India,
the task of the fighter for Indian freedom is to
prevent its consummation. The question: Can
we do it? is no argument. A supreme effort
must be made. Nothing more than that can be
done in the given situation. The alternative
policy of ‘wait and watch’ is defeatism, and is
bound to end in a disaster.

There are genuinely anti-Fascist forces in
Britain. Not only the very numerous working
class, but a growing number of others are also
seriously alarmed by the spectre of the break-
down of modern civilisation. To strengthen the
position of those genuinely anti-Fascist forces in
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England, is obviously the duty of the fighters for
freedom in India. Some of the former may still
think in terms of Imperialism. But, in course of
an active co-operation against the common enemy,
the relation of forces may change. Who would
deny that the prospect of Indian freedom will be
brighter if the genuinely anti-Fascist forces in
Britain can overwhelm the reactionary clique
which dictates British policy to-day?

The continuation of the war will differentiate
forces in Britain. Only the politically blind
would fail to welcome that development and
yet talk of their abbhorrence for Fascism, undying
hostility to Imperialism, and of the “New Order.”
Those, who are waiting for a generous response
from Britain, or for the recognition by Britain
of India’s freedom, should know that their ex-
pectation may be fulfilled only in the case of
such a development in England. If you really
wish the liquidation of Imperialism, don’t be
satisfied with preaching the Sermon on the
Mount. Come down on this earth of complex
realities, and contribute to the crystallisation of
the forces which may bring about that result.
It is not for fighting Fascism in Europe, or
for helping Imperialism, that the advocates of
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Indian freedom should take up a positive and
realistic position in the scheme of the affairs of
the contemporary world. They must do so for
promoting their own immediate purpose. If they
do not know how that can be done, they are
misfits and are not capable of leading the Indian
people in these fateful days.

(“'Independent India,” July 28, 1940)
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WHY WE SUPPORT THE WAR
By Ellen Roy

The case of those opposed to India’s participa-
tion in the war is based upon the argument that
although the war is said to be waged for protec-
ting freedom and democracy, Britain refuses to
recognise Indian independence and allow the
establishment of democracy in this country.

We do not expect anything or anybody to
bring freedom anywhere. Freedom is not brou-
ght or given; it is won by the efforts of those who
deserve it. We advocate support for this war
not because of any expectation that Britain would
give us freedom; nor do we wait for her to give
us something, not even a promise, before advo-
cating support. It may not be in her interest to
give us what we want. Butitis in our interest
that we advocate support to this war. And that
support does in no way prejudice our pursuing
the achievement of what we want. There is no
contradiction between the two.
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The Congress leaders say that they would
also like to give their support to the war, but
only under certain conditions. We maintain that,
on the one hand, these conditions are completely
inadequate and their fulfilment is of no avail for
the attainment of Indian freedom; on the other
hand, if the conditions are rejected, we should
have to sit on our prestige and refuse support to
the war in spite of our professed opinion that it
should be given. The Congress leaders desire
“transfer of power” from the British to the In-
dians, or at least the “recognition of India’s right
-of independence.” We maintain that transfer of
power cannot take place all on a sudden through
a declaration, but is compelled by the develop-
ment of events influenced by those who want
power. And as for the recognition of the right
of independence, only facts can be recognised.
India’s independence is not yet a fact. Nor can
this fact be established by the present Congress
policy of “semi-benevolent neutrality,” which
amounts to nothing in terms of the prosecution of
the war and self-immolation and stultification in
terms of India’s struggle for freedom.

We do not mix up things. We do not maintain
that India will gain freedom simply by a victory
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of the British'arms. But we do maintain that the
cause of Indian freedom can be better promoted
by supporting this war, which, as a war against
Fascism. deserves support, than by not supporting
or even opposing it. Nor is this war likely to
end just with the victory of this or that belligerent,
with the status quo ante bellum re-established, only
the scales tipped in favour either of Britain or
Germany. That was so in the case of the previous
war. For the small man even in England or
Germany, then, it made little practical difference
who won the war. This time, we can assume
that the small man in Britain knows what
difference a victory of the Nazis would mean
for him. And what quarrel do we have with the
Englisn man-in-the-street 7 He is not an imperia-
list. And it is more likely that, if England wins
this war, it will be the democratic people who
will have won it. .

The European democracies do not want Fas-
cism. They know to-day that only through a
crushing defeat in this war can it be stamped out,
and that, unless it is stamped out, they are in for
it. The European imperialists were not anxious
to fight this war. They blundered into it. Mr.
Chamberlain might still have corrected the blun-
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der by coming to (Hitler’s) terms with Germany,
either after the fall of Poland, or of Norway, or
of any one of the subsequent victims. Mr. Cham-
berlain was indeed the better imperialist. But Mr.
Churchill does conduct a war against Fascism
which the democratic masses must see through, if
they want to servive even in their relative free-
dom, which is still better than an absolute
slavery.

No sane man desires war. But pacifism in
the face of Fascism is simply grotesque. The
common people suffer in the war; but they will
suffer more if Fascism wins. The imperialists
might have avoided this war. But for their com-
placency and even connivance. Fascism would
have never become the powerful menace it is to-
day. That is another matter. They are atoning
for past sin, and are paying dearly for it. No use
sneering. History is taking its implacable course.
Politics, which is the process of history in the
making, cannot be done with emotions. OQut of
resentment against British Imperialism, we should
not allow ourselves to act against our own con-
viction as regards this war. On the other hand,
whatever our attitude towards this war in parti-
cular may be, it need in no way interfere with
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oour legitimate fight against injustice. Only, there
are ways and ways of doing a thing.

But in order to define our attitude towards
this war, we must have an opinion about it. If
it is a “bad” war and should not be fought, we
should have the courage to say and resist it, and
see that our resistance becomes effective. Or, by
analysing the character of the war, we come to
the conclusion that the best thing to do now that
it is on our head is to fight it to the finish and
prevent Fascism from winning it. If we do come
to this conclusion, we should also have the cou-
rage to say so openly and not shrink from acting
.according to our conviction.

When the Polish “incident” was closed, we
suggested that the Congress should appeal for an
early termination of the war. We did so because
the discrepancy in preparedness for a major war
between Germany and the rest of Europe became
evident already then, and the perspective of a
complete Fascisation of Europe was clearly opened
up. Not much prestige was yet atstake on either
side; and though return to the status quo would
not have improved matters much, yet it would
have closed, temporarily at least, that immediate
and horrible perspective.
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But the war went on. And peace now would
mean voluntary Fascisation of Europe, which is
in effect no better than forcible Fascisation.
Therefore, this war must go on until the perspec-
tive of the Fascisation of Europe, and with it,.
almost inevitably, of the whole world, will disap-
pear with the defeat and overthrow of Hitler.
That is necessary in our own interest; and if it
happens to coincide with the interest even of the
British Government, should we therefore act
against our own interest, only to spite the British?
After all, anti-Imperialism is not an end in itself.
We fight Imperialism in so far as it encroaches .
upon our freedom. The Fascisation of Europe is
the greatest menace to our freedom. Therefore,
we must do whatever we can to prevent it.

In analysing this war, one must of course
agree on the premises. We start from the
assertion that Fascism is the greatest and im-
mediate menace to the forces of freedom and
democracy throughout the world including India
and including Germany. Nobody would reason-
ably maintain that the Fascisation of Europe in
general, including England in particular, would
bring India freedom. Nor is it a matter of
indifference to India. Fascism is more efficient
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and ruthless in suppression than Imperialism. And
supposing Hitler wants to crush the British
Empire, it is not the small island that he covets;
we can legitimately assume that India will be the
prize. And if it was not possible until now for
india to become an independent country, with
Hitler on our neck, the perspective will vanish in
dimmest posterity. On this question, we can
only agree or differ, not argue; because the facts
of Fascism are known. One may find them good,
another bad, but nobody can dispute them. We
find them bad—worse than anything, worse even
than Imperialism ! It is also a fact that it is not
generally realised in this country, at a distance,
how abjectly bad it is, although the facts are there
to be known.

There are reasons for mental reservations;
there is a traditional pro-German sympathy; and
there is the radio propaganda from Berlin pro-
mising freedom to India. Such promises trom
Berlin are not new. We have also heard Hitler
praised because he has made Germany great; and
is he nota vegetarian and a bachelor, to boot.
He, who approves of the methods with which
Hitler is supposed to have made his country great,
must be a Fascist believing in the subjugation of
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other peoples by the cruellest means. As regards
greatness, how much greater Germany was in her
post-war misery—Germany, the land of poets and
thinkers, was never greater than in the period of
painful and peaceful reconstruction after the last
defeat. :

The most facile retort to the contention that
the defeat of Fascism is our foremost concern,
is: “What do we care ? Fascism and Imperialism _
are one and the same; let them quarrel and ruin
each other; or do you want the victory of
Imperialism?” No, we are not interested in the
victory of Imperialism. Nor do we think that
the welfare of the English people is conditional
upon a victory of Imperialism. We even think
that there may be no Imperialism left if Fascism
is finally crushed. But to be quite consistent, let
us assume that British Imperialism will be victo-
rious, Germany defeated and under British
influence; we shall not have gained anything for
India. Still we would at least be left where we
are to-day. Under Fascist domination, either
through English Petains or, through direct agents
of Hitler, we would be worse off. And as for
those who think that Fascism and Imperialism
are the same, we wish them an eXperience of the
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difference. But we do not wish that dreadful
experience for the Indian people.

Some argue that victorious Imperialism would
be worse that pre-War Imperialism, would even
go Fascist itself. Why should it? A country
goes Fascist as the last resort for getting out of
the perpetual economic crisis threatening to over-
throw the established capitalist system. Fascism
_is not the product of the wickedness or perversity
of an individual, however ‘“great”; nor is demo-
cracy the attribute of virtuous people. Fascism
is the weapon with which a bankrupt system
fights for its life. Therefore, it is so deadly.

So, supposing England would come out of
this war victorious and unscathed, the hegemon
and patron of all Europe, the restorer of French,
Dutch, Belgian, Norwegian, Polish, Czech,
Austrian independence and recipient of their
tributes in the shape of market monopolies, it
would feel safe and strong. Fascism is inconven-
ient even for the Fascists, unless you assume
that a whole section of a people can suddenly go
sadist; it is an inconvenient necessity for a certain
class of people to cling to their power and
privileges. For that purpose, it is a necessity.
Without that purpose, that is, if power and privi-
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leges are not threatened, it can be a nuisance.
A victorious British Imperialism would not feel
the necessity. ‘

The worst possible result thus will be the
status quo of to-day, minus Defence of India Rules.
If all the strategic positions will be occupied
during the war, that will not only serve the
purpose of democratising certain administrative
processes, but also that of strengthening the spirit
and organisation of the nationalist forces. We
are to choose presently; and our decision will
decide much of the future of India.

But certainly, if this war is bad and should
not be fought, co-operation, even in the sense of
occupying strategic positions conquered by, the
vote of the people, and in India’s own interest,
should not be extended, if it also served a purpose
which is considered to be definitely undesirable.
From no quarters, this view has yet been openly
expressed. On the contrary, the Congress leaders
have all expressed their sympathy with Britain in
this war and abhorrence for Fascism as well as
profound regret that Britain does “not give
nationalist India a chance” to throw in her lot on
the non-Fascist side of this war. The position is
queer. They would like (ifthey would like )
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Fascist Germany to be defeated without imperia-
list Britain being victorious. Supposing this to
be desirable, how can it be brought about, if it
is true that Britain is waging an imperialist war
against Fascism ?

We maintain that this is not an imperialist
war, because, for the benefit of British Imperialism,
this war was not a necessity. @ Whatever the
motive may be or may not be, it happens to be a
war against the stronghold of Fascism, and in this
sense, logically it is an anti-Fascist war.

Nationalist India wants to see Fascism defeat-
ed, but does not want to do so without serving
its own freedom; thatis the most natural and
legitimate thing in the world. The question only
is: Howto doit? How will the purpose be
served by non-co-operation, which can only be a
gesture any how, since all are “co-operating”:
from the princes who give lakhs and soldiers, the
mill-owners who produce and sell to Britain all
the latter needs for the war, and profit greatly by
it, to the workers who produce what the mill-
owners sell, and get at least some more employ-
ment and slightly raised wages, down to the rural
unemployed, who flock as recruits in the army,
yvhere they get at least some full meals a day
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which they otherwisé don’t. How would the pur-
puse be served, even if the Congress demand for a
National Government at the Centre was accepted
by the British Government? What is exactly this
demand? The National Government demanded is
a contradiction in terms. It is quite meaningless.

We do not regard bargaining as moral turpi-
tude. But we are against bargaining away our
freedom to act according to our conviction for a
chimeric mess of pottage. If this war is bad, let
us say so and resist it. If it is not, and should
be fought to the finish, it does not look well to
stand by the whole-sale slaughter and exclaim :
“Very good war this, indeed ! Go ahead, boys,
and fight those nasty Fascists! We ourselves
have no time just now, because we must go to
jail, so that we may emerge from it as heroes, in:
time for the next general elections. Therefore,
goodbye until after the war, then we shall
administer your affairs in India again; and don’t
forget how well we did it !”

If this war has to be fought, not because the
British Government happens to have declared it
and incidentally declared India a belligerent party,
but, because Fascism is a menace to the world,
and not to the world of the big imperialists so
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much as to the greater world of the oppressed
and exploited in all countries (including Germany
and including India)—then we must have a place
in it. It may sound very nationalistic to argue:
“What do we care for Fascist menace to the peo-
ples of the world, when the imperialist menace
sits on our necks?”’. But how will the prosecution
of the fight for Indian freedom be prejudiced by
making India’s participation in the war against
Fascism, which is to-day an involuntary fact, a
voluntary effort—provided, of course, that we. are
convinced that this war against Fascism must be
fought till the end? On the other hand, how will
war resistance or non-co-operation promote the
cause of Indian freedom?

Another seemingly patriotic argument is:
“Why should India as an enslaved country help
her rulers in this war against their enemy ?”
Well, firstly, we maintain that Fascism is also the
enemy of Indian freedom. And then, if a slave
is locked up with his master, in the latter’s bur-
ning house, he will fight the fire together with
the master, unless he prefers . to die with him, .
thinking : It serves my master right if I die—
why did he not make me free ?* That is what the
Congress attitude amounts to.. Is it reasonable ?
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We maintain, from a knowledge of facts, that
Fascism, which the British Government only
happens to fight to-day, while we opposed it ever
since it came into existence, is our own enemy as
much as that of British Imperialism; and that, if
Fascism is not defeated, we are in for it. There-
fore; we advocate participation in the fight against
it. We are of the -opinion that, even if India
were an independent couniry, she should join the
fight against Fascism in the most effective way.

Here arises the question which has been put
to us repeatedly, namely: “Why, if Fascism is
the enemy of democracy, and Soviet Russia the
champion of democracy, does not the latter join
the fight against the former? And why, if Russia
does not deem it necessary, should we go out of.
our way doing it?" Firstly, we need not go out
of our way; the fight against Fascism lies on the
road to Indian freedom. And then has not Soviet-
Russia joined this war, and is she not playing
quite a prminent and effective part in it having -
inflicted the only defeats on the Nazis in this war,’
otherwise so dangerously successful for them ?.
But there are ways and ways of doing a thing. This
war against Fascism is waged quite successfully on
the Russian borders by means of “neutrality”’.
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The effect of Soviet neutrality may be well
appreciated by all Anti-Fascists. English Anti-
Fascists even in this country have done so.
Russia’s anti-Fascism is proved beyond doubt.
The rest must be left to their strategists, trusting
that they know their job. If India was one of the
three mightiest Powers on earth and had common
or near frontiers with a Fascist country, the right
policy for her might also be a “neutral” tiger’s
clasp like Russia’s “neutral” bear’s embrace. But
as she is not, the right policy for her must be
something else, the aim of all truly democratic
forces being the same, namely, defeat of Fascism,
by their own efforts. One can expect to reap the
fruit only of what one has sown oneself. Imperi-
alism, being not a democratic force, cannot be ex-
pected to defeat Fascisn ultimately. It has some-
how got into this war, and, being a powerful
military force, should be welcome as an instru-
ment in the fight against Fascism. But having
entered the war reluctantly, in the beginning, still
with visible appeasement tendencies, the danger
still remains that the defeat of Fascism may sud-
denly appear too big a victory of democracy for
the conscious imperialists to stomach. If the
democratic forces will want to carry on in such
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an eventuality, they can do so only if they are in
the thick of the fight themselves.

The democratic forces cannot be sure of the
outcome of this war, unless they are active agen-
cies in its prosecution. In India, they can, besides
what is being done anyhow, do little but mobilise
and quicken the consciousness of the people, and
prepare them for their role in any development
that events may take. And developments may
well happen nearer home. Already Hitler is ante
protas of the East. This war cannot be fought
successfully except on the strength of the popular
will to fight an enemy of the people; that is true
for the people in India as well as in England and
elsewhere. If the expression of this popular will
in India looks like support for the British Govern-
mant, which happens to fight the same enemy, is
that enough reason for us to act contrary to our
conviction (provided we haveit) ? Can we not
think except in terms of “British Government” ?
That is to deny ourselves even our spiritual in-
dependence ! And if the popular will to fight
Fascism is not there, it is for ignorance of what
Fascism is; it is the duty of those who know to
make others understand. In India, this is quite
a big task, it seems. But the task is urgent, for
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the danger may be nearer home than one dares
think. Supposing that Hitler would defeat Eng-
land, and an English Petain be found to sell out
the Empire—are we going to be the slaves of a
slave of Hitler ? Are we to refrain from fighting
in such an eventuality, for the mere reason that
some Englishmen also may have enough sense to
fight the same fight ? Should we not rather try to
prevent the dire emergency ?If we are complacent
now, and escape from the dilemma into jail, what
are we going to do, if such a case should arise,
with our crown of thorns in the jails ?
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POLITICAL GEOG_'vRﬂPHY

~ The Congress leaders seem to be forgetting
that India is a part of the world, and that
remarkable forgetfulness has come to be the
badge of partriotism with the average Congress-
man. Even the erstwhile prophets of the fash-
ionable cult of internationalism are not exceptions.
In the midst of a world going up in blazes, India
must behave like the frog in the well. This
narrow-mindedness to-day passes as militant
nationalism. The inevitable consequence is the
commission of one blunder after another, covered
by the morbid fascinatior for the call of the wild.
Nero fiddled while Rome burned; the leaders of
the struggle for Indian freedom sulk while
freedom may be any day knocking at our door,
and, there being none to let her in, her enemies
will strengthen their grip on India. This is
really a tragic situation.
The whole of Europe beyond the border of
the Soviet Union lies prostrate under the iron-
heels of triumphant Fascism. Britain stands
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trembling on the verge of a similar catastrophe.
She is making a desperate effort to escape it.
Only nationalist prejudice and the inability to
understand the internal structure of human
'society can deny the fact that Britain is fighthing
Fascism. The entire British nation is not com-
posed of imperialists or would-be Fascists. The
numerous DBritish working class, together with
the enlightened and progressive members of other
classes, are more hostile to Fascism than the
average Indian nationalist who has a sneaking
Fascist sympathy. If Britain will be betrayed
by her Petains and Weygands, that will not be
for any lack of devotion for the ideal of freedom
and democracy on the part of the bulk of her
population. Indeed, history would hold Indian
Nationalism responsible for that possible misfor-
tune of the British people, should the former
remain blind to the facts of political geography
and fail to understand that the world is living
in the age of Fascism which has replaced Im-
perialism as the bulwark of a decayed social
order.

Turning to the East, one finds Fascist Japan
extending her tentacles so as soon to reach the
frontiers of India. Except for Soviet help, China
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has been placed almost in a hopeless position.
And the extent of that help will be very largely
dependent upon the turn of events in far off
Europe. Should England fall, the rapacious eye
of triumphant Fascism will immediately be turned
upon the Soviet Union, and all the might and
resolution of the latter will have to be concentra-
ted to face the onslaugbt of immensely streng-
thened enemy. Japan will be left with a free
hand, Chinese independence will disappear. And
with China compeltely under her control, Japan
will be casting greedy glances upon India.

British Imperialism may have disappeared in
the meantime. Not many will be sorry for that.
But the Nazi occupation or Fascisation of England
cannot be a welcome perspective for anyone who
pertends to cherish the ideals of freedom, demo-
cracy and progress. The fall of Germany under
the Hitler regime was a bad day for the
world. That was followed by a succession
of tragic events. The process culminated in
the downfall of France which must go down
in history as the greatest misfortune for the
civilised humanity. If Britain also goes the same
way, the world will enter a new dark age with
the only hope of any light coming from the Soviet
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Union, if the latter will be ableto hold its own
against the concerted attack of victorious conuter-
revolution throughout the wrold. And when we
have regard for the danger which will threaten
the Soviet Union itself, the dreadfulness of the
perspective becomes depressingly evident. Let
the Indian nationalist try to visualise that
perspective, while they glee fully await the defeat
of England and perhaps even the eventual
appearance of Hitler on the frontiers of India as
the new incarnation of God with the flaming
sword in his hand. Only, it will not be the flame
of liberty, but the shimmer of dripping blood.
Under our very eyes, the second largest
imperialist Power of the modern time has fallen.
The experience of the colonies of fallen France
should be an object-lesson for those Indian
nationalist who expect to derive benefit out of
the slavery of the English people. Not one of
those countries have been able to regain freedom
in consequence of the passing of French Imperial
ism. Because, French Imperialism has not given
way to a better political system. It has been in
corporated in the new system of Fascism which
to day threatens to hold the whole world in its
bloody grip. Fascist regime has been established:
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practically in all the French colonies. It has not
been imported from outside by an invading army.
The previous colonial. administration has simply
stood out in its inherently Fascist character. He
who entertains the fond hope that India will fare
any better in case of the passing of British
Imperialism through the Fascisation of England,
is living in a fool’s paradise.

India may not be robbed of her fortuitously
gained freedom by an invading army, although,
in view of the developments in the Far East,
occasioned by the fall of France, and the critical
position of England in Europe, that can no longer
be altogether left out of account. However, there
are many other slips between the tempting cup
and the greedy lips. Again, a little understanding:
of political geography will help the Indian nationa-
lists to see beyond the nose. The power that
holds India under imperialist domination is seated
in India herself. That power will not be broken
by the fall of England. In other words, the fall
of England will not very greatly harm British
Imperialism; it will only mean slavery and untold
other misfortunes .for the English people, who
have never been an integral part of the Imperialist
system. - : :
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