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boon for their ‘loyalty’. Too much talk about ‘Indianization of the
Services’ and ‘complete fiscal autonomy’ had driven thorns into the
Imperial flesh during the past year, and caused many an uneasy mo-
ment to British capitalists and members of that ‘steel frame’ of British
Imperialism, the Indian Civil Service. By holding up the bogey of
Bolshevism, of ‘nationalization of land and industries’ before the eyes
of the rich and cooperating Indian Moderates, it was hoped, and jus-
tifiably, to bind them with even tighter strings, to the Juggernaut of
Empire.

The third motive was sheer fright, and a clumsy intention to render
all past and future propaganda of the Vanguard Party null, first, by
branding it in the eyes of Indians as reprchensible and ‘paid’ Bolshev-
ism, to echo which in the slightest degree would be to incur the
heaviest penalties of government repression, and secondly, to herald
it abroad among the ‘conquered’ nations of Europe, that British Im-
perialism expected them to suppress all such propaganda, directed
against her imperial interests.

So far, so good. The British Foreign Office and its servants of
Scotland Yard are no fools, and they succeeded for the moment in
their main designs. The Programme, thanks to the services of Reuter,
received a publicity throughout the length and breadth of India which
the Vanguard Party, placed from the outset under the Imperial ban,
could never have dreamed of achieving. Every Anglo-Indian, Mod-
erate and Nationalist paper in India, in the English language and in
the vernaculars, printed the Programme in part or in full, and com-
mented thereon for the edification of its readers, according to its own
peculiar light. In the words of one nationalist journal: ‘Manabendra
Nath Roy has suddenly leaped into fame; his Programme is the talk
of the country just now’. The Viceroy gave it official notice in his
speech to the Bengal Landlords on 24 December, and they recipro-
cated in their speech to him.....

. .. Their mutual assurances of support and cooperation in the
‘maintenance of law and order’ spell the even closer drawing together
in the future of these twin pillars of reaction than has been the case in
the past. It is this feature of the ¢larification of the social tendencies in
Indian society that alarms the Extremist Press, which clamours vainly
for ‘unity’ of the whole people against the Government, long after
this fictitious unity has been shattered by the development of econo-
mic forces.

The 37th Session of the National Congress met, deliberated and ad-
journed without committing itself to any of the heinous doctrines of
moderate Social Democracy as set forth in the Vanguard Programme,
and as actually incorporated in most of the modern republican gov-
emments of post-war Europe. The official and semi-official Anglo-
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by Mr Das), then proceeded te analyse the Programme and came to
the conclusion that it stands condemned on its own merits, because in
its plan of mass-action and a country-wide general strike, ‘there is no
room whatever for Love Force; our faith is in non-violent Non-
Cooperation based on love force.” ...

Turning to Bengal, the home of Mr Das and Indian Extremism, we
find very interesting reactions in the nationalist press, as represented
by the Amrita Bazar Patrika, independent organ of Extremist
Nationalism; in The Servant, the die-hard organ of Gandhi ortho-
doxy; and in Bangalar Katha, the vernacular daily of Mr Das’ party.
To quote from the medley of comment from other less characteristic
journals would cover too much space.

The Amrita Bazar Patrika, the most powerful organ of Indian ex-
tremism in Bengal, ran a series of three editorials on three different
days, reflecting three successive moods in regard to the programme
and its startling appearance on the stage of Congress politics. In its
issue of 23 December, after publishing the programme in full under
the caption ‘Separation of India from British Empire: Programme for
Indian National Congress Drawn up by an Indian Communist’, it re-
marked editorially:

“The Manifesto published by Mr Manabendra Nath Roy and cabled
to India by Reuter has set the Anglo-Indian Press dancing with rage,
and given them an excuse which they were seeking to hit the
Congress. The Anglo-Indian papers have vied with one another to
exhaust the language of Billingsgate. The real object of the Anglo-
Indian papers is transparent. They would, by hook or crook, damn
the Congress. They do not discuss the merits or demerits of the Man-
ifesto itself. But nevertheless, they are utilizing it to serve their own
ends. We fail to understand why, if it is the silly outburst it is repre-
sented to be, Reuter should care to cable it across the seas, or Anglo-
Indian journals should devote columns after columns of the choicest
abuse to counteract its effects. For ourselves, there are many things in
Mr Roy’s Programme with which we do not agree, but we have no
doubt that unbiased people can have no objection to some of his
proposals, as for instance, the reduction of land rent to a fixed mini-
mum, the starting of State cooperative banks, the fixing of minimum
wages, protective legislation about old age, sickness and unemploy-
ment insurance, recognition of labour-unions, free and compulsory
education. We believe these will be heartily supported by many. Ev-
ery one is free to put forward his suggestions before the Indian
National Congress and the Congress is fully at liberty to accept or re-
ject them. But whatever may be the opinion of the Congress leaders
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Nath. Taking it for granted that our programme is a creation of De-
shbandhu Das, our contemporaries say in great glee, “Now Mr Das
1s caught. It is clear from where he copied his programme. The Soviet
Government is Mr Das’ Adviser!” We marvel at such logic. The Prog-
ramme published in-the Banglar Katha was outlined in the statement
of Deshbandhu Das made at Amraoti more than a month ago.
Already in the Bengal Provincial Conference of 1917 Deshbandhu
suggested the necessity of organizing labour unions and peasant
councils. These are the points on which our programme agrees with
Mr Roy’s and about which our contemporaries are so hilarious.’

The Hindu of Madras, one of the largest and most powerful
nationalist dailies, remarked editorially in its 22 December issue,
under the caption ‘A Futile Effort’:

‘It may be news to Reuter to know that the Manifesto he has taken
so much pains to cable to us, is but one of a series of propagandist
efforts of the Indian revolutionaries, who are as actively opposed to
the basic doctrines of Non-cooperation as are the Moderates; that
some of these documents have been prohibited from time to time by
the Government, and that finally, the actual manifesto, the forward-
ing of which by Reuter has cost him or somebody else a pretty pen-
ny, has been in our hands for some time and treated by us with the
importance it deserves. We know it suits the ulterior purposes of the
enemy of our movement to say that it has behind it Russian gold.
That lie was sedulously propagated some time ago and was promptly
nailed to the mast. The Congress has not the slightest intention of
going Bolshevik.’

We will conclude these citations from the Indian Nationalist Press
with one from The Mussulman, an influential Calcutta weekly, and
organ of Mohammedan extremist opinion. In its 29 December issue,
it wrote: _

‘The Programme advocates the abolition of landlordism and con-
fiscation of all large estates, without any compensation. It is a silly prop-
osal. It advocates nationalization of all public utilities. The acceptance
of the proposal means the destruction of all charitable and religious
endowments. Neither Muslims nor Hindus will tolerate such in-
terference. The proposal of universal suffrage, if adopted, would
mean chaos. Countries which have been enjoying parliamentary in-
stitutions for centuries have not yet been able to extend the franchise
to every man and woman. The fixing of an eight-hour day for five
and a half days a week as the maximum duration of work for all
labourers, including agricultural labourers, would instead of further-
ing their interests, be prejudicial to them and would not, we think, be
in the best interests of the country.’
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acting under manifest Government provocation. ‘Imperialism, mad
with rage, destroys itself’. Though the immediate objects of the Gov-
ernment were achieved; though the Congress abstained from any discus-
sion of the programme, and distinguished itself by the endorsement
of the socially reactionary doctrines of orthodox Gandhism;
though the Landlords’ Association rallied satisfactorily to the side of
the Government, and the Conference of the Liberal League strongly
disavowed any sympathies with , the ‘revolutionary’ Non-
cooperators; though the Extremist Press, in its fright and concern to
whitewash itself from any and every sign of approval or collaboration
with the nefarious document, stooped to swell the Government chor-
us of personal abuse and vilification,—despite all these temporary
phenomena of an immediate triumph, the publication of the Vang-
guard Programme will in the end destroy this seeming victory. The
Government, driven mad with rage and fear, saw fit to force the
issue, and to hurl upon the country in the most spectacular possible
manner, the full programme of national liberation and reconstruction
which the Vanguard Party so sedulously desired to propagate,
labouring at an immense distance and under insuperable difficulties,
to reach the listening ears of India’s insurgent millions. The repudia-
tion of the programme by the compromising Moderates and Tory
landlords was a foregone conclusion. It was not at this social element
that the programme was aimed. Its disownment by the Congress was
likewise inevitable, constituted as that body is of the petty
bourgeoisie, crushed between the upper and nether millstones of
government oppression and capitalist monopoly on one hand, and
the rising tide of mass energy on the other. What has happened is just
this. Throughout the length and breadth of India has been heralded,
for the first time in the history of the Nationalist struggle, a clarion
call to emancipation, towards a definite goal, with the plain and
logical steps towards the achievement of that goal indicated in a clear
and unmistakable manner. It is for these truly revolutionary elements
scattered throughout the country to pay heed and respond to that call,
to press the propaganda, so spectacularly inaugurated, among the
only elements of the society capable of responding to it with enthu-
siasm and of carrying the programme to completion,—the workers
and peasants of India. Such a propaganda, prosecuted with vigour
among these discontented and truly revolutionary masses, will meet,
not with repudiation and timid disclaimers, but with instant and
wholehearted enthusiasm and response. Young India, take up the
challenge so insolently thrown in your face by a cunning Bureaucra-
cy. Meet the issue squarely, and press with vigour the programme in-
dicated, and so prove the truth of the maxim, ‘Imperialism, mad with
rage, destroys itself’.
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tion of these objectively revolutionary elements in a political party of
its (sic) own, which will be the great Peoples” Party of India. The
organization of this party, the future leader of the struggle for nation-
al independence, is the task of those who stand for a change, but for a
forward-looking change in the Congress Programme.

The Propertied Classes are the Basis of the Present Order

You have undertaken this historic mission of liberating our move-
ment from the fetters of middle-class reaction, compromise, hesi-
tation and timidity, in order to transplant it on to the healthy soil of
revolutionary mass-action. But you will fail to accomplish this mis-
sion if the objective forces asserting themselves on the social back-
ground of our movement are not taken into proper and proportionate
consideration. There is room for only three parties in the Congress.
Two are already in the field. You have to be either the third, that is,
the political expression of the working masses, or nothing. Your re-
luctance to recognize the existence of class-conflict and to admit the
inevitability of class-struggle betrays the haziness of your social out-
look. It behoves a party of those social elements that benefit by class-
domination to denounce class-struggle as dangerous to the society,
and piously to preach class-collaboration, but those inspired by the
revolutionary ideal of socio-economic liberation for all cannot sub-
scribe to this ruling-class philosophy without betraying their ideal.
Has not Deshbandhu Das himself declared against substituting the
foreign bureaucracy by its native prototype? If he will look a bit deep-
er into things he will discover who stands behind the bureaucratic
governments. It is the propertied classes, owning all the means of pro-
duction and distribution and consequently exploiting the expro-
priated majority. Therefore, by declaring war upon the present
governmental system Mr Das admits the necessity of destroying the
authority of the class that stands behind it, as otherwise the character of
the modern bourgeois State cannot be changed, and Mr Das’ socio-
political ideal will never come out of the realm of Utopia. We are not
manufacturing the spectre of class-war. It is raging in the civilized
society, based on private property. We Communists stand for the
abolition of classes and consequently of class-struggle; but classes can-
not disappear unless private property is abolished. And can any reasonable
person believe that the class benefiting by the system of private
property will ever consent to its abolition without a struggle, howev-
er sanguinary it may be? No amount of humanitarian sermons will
induce its members to forego the smallest part of the profits and pri-
vileges that accrue from ownership. Hence, to organize the expropri-
ated and exploited workers and peasants, but not on the principles of
class-interests and class-struggle, is to deceive them; to preach to the
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tionary character and have at last brought it down to the abyss of con-
fusion, disintegration and demoralization.

When one looks at this present tendency to talk of the ‘masses’, to
swear by the ‘masses’, to invoke the sacred interests of the ‘masses’ in
order to justify one or the other political principle, and even to ideal-
ize the ‘masses’ by discovering a ‘spiritual awakening’ in the grim
battles these poor devils are fighting against enormous odds, when
one looks at this sudden love for the ‘masses’ in the light of the last
two years’ experience, one cannot be but sceptical. There is a motive
behind it all. History has taught our leaders some wholesome lessons.
They have found out to their discomfiture that the property-owning
and intellectual elite is after all not the salt of the Earth. It is gradually
dawning upon them that the overwhelming majority of the nation,
not belonging to the ‘politically minded classes’, can be left out of
consideration only to the detriment of the movement. Hence the sud-
den enthusiasm for the ‘masses’. From the government on the one .
hand, to the Extreme Nationalists on the other, every political group
engaged in the struggle for either maintaining or conquering power is
desirous of posing as the defender of the majority. The British Im-
perialists say that they cannot leave India, because in that case there
will be no power to protect the interest of the masses against the de-
predations of the greedy landlords and moneylenders. The Liberals
claim to save the masses from the disruptive propaganda of the Non-
cooperators by means of such democratic institutions as the Aman
Sabhas, Social Service League, Non-Brahmin Party, Civil Guards,
Citizens’ Welfare League etc. The orthodox Non-cooperators prop-
ose to regenerate the masses by such magical feats as the crying down
of industrialism, the revival of the Charka, the abolition of the drink
habit and the removal of Untouchability by ethical persuasion. The
political Extremist would defend the interests of the wage-earner by
means of parliamentary action and the collaboration of capital and
labour, while the Romantic Nationalists plan to liberate the masses
by reviving the Panchayats, which they curiously look upon as the
most advanced democratic institution ever created on the face of the
earth. But only one motive inspires all these elements with their
affection for the masses. Every one of them desires to enlist the tacit
support of the ‘dumb millions’, so that the articulate few comprising
their own respective ranks can lay down the law in the name of that
fictitious term, the ‘majority’. If both the principal factions in the
Congress are talking of the ‘masses’ and admitting the necessity of
organizing labour, it is because they have found out that the National
Struggle cannot be carried any farther ahead exclusively with the
efforts, however powerful and disinterested, of the middle classes.
They have also found out the injuriousness of calling upon the masses
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tionary of all, the one that is bound to be uncompromising and unre-
lenting in the struggle, because it has nothing to lose, but a world
to gain, must be brought to bear upon the situation. The Communist
Party of India through its organs has during the last year pointed out
this historical necessity, and urged upon the Congress to widen its
political vision. But many illusions had to be dissipated, many a bitter
experience had to be lived through before this bitter dose could be
swallowed. Today the country is ringing with the cry ‘to the masses’.
Some of the leaders go so far as to declare that the middle classes are
not capable of carrying the Non-cooperation Movement to its logical
conclusion. All this is very encouraging; but the leopard does not
change its spots. With all its desire to enlist the suppozt of the masses,
and with all its virtuous schemes of uplifting the down-trodden, the
Congress as a body will remain a bourgeois political organ. It will
never be able to lead the workers and peasants in the revolutionary
struggle for national freedom. The Gaya Resolution will go hardly
any farther than its predecessor adopted at Nagpur. But the fact re-
mains that the unwillingness of the propertied upper classes and the
inability of the intellectual middle classes to fight resolutely the
battles of national freedom have been exposed. Therefore, the orga-
nization of a party of the workers and peasants has become an indis-
pensable necessity. The Communist Party of India is called upon by
bistory to play this role.

The middle class leaders have acknowledged their defeat; if not in
words, they have done it in deed. Except the incorrigible reactionar-
ies, all admit, in one way or another, that further development of the
National Struggle demands conscious action of the toiling masses.
They are all in the market bidding for the support of the ‘masses’.
None of them, however, is going to get it, because their instinctive
class-affiliation prevents them from having a revolutionary social
outlook. The very fact that even the most outspoken protagonists of
mass-action, as against petty bourgeois confusion, still shudder at the
thought of class-interests and class-conflict, proves the incapability of
any bourgeois party to assume the leadership of such revolutionary
mass-action as will drag the national struggle out of the present rut.
No mass movement can be developed on the reactionary principle of.
class collaboration. The workers and peasants can be led consciously
into a revolutionary fight only with such tactics as will intensify the
discontent brec in their ranks by economic exploitation. The theory
of class coliaboration under the pretext of national interests will al-
ways lead us back to the fatal days of Bombay, Malagaon, Chauri
Chaura, Guntur and Bardoli. The preservation of national interests
always meins the safety of vested interests. And any rebellion of the
toiling masses cannot be made without threatening the safety of the
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isting system of British government does not accommodate the
interests of that class of our society which is moulding the policy of
the Congress today. The discontent of the Congress is not against
Imperialism as such, but against bureaucracy. It follows from this,
that as soon as Imperialism will mend its ways by removing the
grievances of a particular class, everything will be settled, as far
as the present leaders of the national movement are concerned, in
just the same way as the Reforms Act did with the Moderates. The
social element leading our national struggle today hopes to progress
within the limits of Imperialism; therefore, it does not consider that
National Independence and Imperial connection necessarily exclude
each other. No wonder that authoritative organs of the Congress de-
nounce our programme of ‘Separation from all imperial connection’
as a ‘seditious document’, and take Reuter to task for having given
publicity to it (Bombay Chronicle). Some are terrified at the very idea

* of Republicanism, which is as odious to them as ‘red ruin’ (Servant);
others consider ‘Universal Suffrage’a too hasty step, dangerous for
India (Mussulman). A careful analysis of the violent reaction to our
programme will convince every honest revolutionary nationalist of
the urgent necessity of an unequivocal programme of national libera-
tion. In other words, Swaraj, which vaguely is supposed to be the
ideal of every Indian, must be defined.

The Congress has given its definition on more than one occasion.
Its conception of Swaraj is known to everyone who does not pretend
to be ignorant. One has only to read the speech of the Mahatma at
Ahmedabad in opposing Hazrat Mohani’s resolution, and that of Ra-
jagopal Acharya at Gaya combating the same resolution, to be con-
vinced that the Swaraj of the Non-cooperators does not necessarily
demand separation from the British Empire. The difference between
the self-government of the Liberals and the Swaraj of the Extremists
is not qualitative, but quantitative. Both will be satisfied with the
same boon; only the former will thankfully accept what is graciously
given, whereas the latter will demand full Dominion Status im-
mediately. So soon as Imperialism will find its way to extend the
‘measures of self-government’ far enough to accommodate the in-
terests of the upper middle class, the bottom will be knocked off the
vague ‘Non-cooperation’ slogan. The national struggle cannot be
fought on such an insecure ground. Therefore we insist upon a defini-
tion of Swaraj. The character of this definition will show if the Con-
gress is capable of leading the national struggle any further. This de-
finition is not needed for us. We never had any illusion about what
the Non-cooperators wanted. But we insist upon this definition for
the benefit of the rank and file of the Congress itself—for those sen-
timental revolutionaries who are blindly following its lead. We want
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their own against a growing world-reaction, have adopted and set
forth programmes in most respects similar to this. National inde-
pendence, universal suffrage and the election of a National Assembly
in which the popular sovereignty shall rest, is the basis of the prog-
rammes of Turkish, Egyptian and Irish nationalism,—programmes
which have been partially realized, but only after a desperate struggle
by means of armed resistance; not, as our nationalists would prefer,
by means of ‘suffering, self-sacrifice.and soul-force’. The betrayal of
the masses by those at the head of the Turkish ‘Republic’, ‘Indepen-
dent’ Egypt and the Irish ‘Free State’, who struck a bargain with the
enemy at the expense of the majority of their own people, has often
been pointed out by us. It is to prevent such betrayal by a last-minute
compromise with the Imperial overlord that we wish to see written in
blazoned letters the social and economic clauses of our Programme of
National Liberation and Reconstruction. A party which fights openly
on a programme calling for the abolition of landlordism, reduction of
land-rent, state-aid to agriculture and the abolition of all indirect
taxation, will carry the Indian masses with it, and will not desist from
the struggle until these measures, so indispensable to the improvement
in the economic condition of our rural population, have been won.
Similarly, the clauses calling for minimum wages in all industries, an
eight-hour day, improved living conditions and protective legislation
of workers, together with profit-sharing in big industries, the forma-
tion of Workers’ Councils and a guarantee of the rights of labour to
organize for its own protection and to strike,—such clauses will rally
the ten million industrial proletariat to the banner of Nationalism and
by their indispensable help, will sweep it along to victory.

To call such clauses ‘Bolshevik’ is absurd. Most of these safegurads
and provisions to agricultural and industrial labour actually exist in
the form of legislation in every enlightened country in the world. In
England, France, Germany, not to mention the smaller countries of
Europe, labour legislation protecting and insuring against old-age,
sickness, unemployment and accidents, irrespective of party-
programmes, has either long been in existence, as in Germany, or is
being ceaselessly agitated for without incurring the stigma of ‘Bol-
shevism’. Until the recognized rights of labour were infringed upon
by the war, with its martial law and reactionary onslaughts on the
hours of work, conditions of labour and standard of living of the
working-class—the eight-hour day, minimum wage and enforcement
of a certain standard of comfort to workers were guaranteed by law
in most of the European countries. Only in the last two or three
years, and that most incompletely, have the hard-fought and dearly-
won right to organize and strike on the part of the European
working-class, been interfered with by the reactionary ruling-class of
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incident is not yet forgotten; and H. Gosling and Havelock Wilson
exercise great influence in Amsterdam. The leader of the Lancashire
Textile Union, Tom Shaw, now the Labour Minister in Macdonald’s
Cabinet, is a stout champion of the Excise Duty on the Indian cotton
industry, a duty which is not p id out of the profit of the millowners,
but deducted from the wage-bill. No British labour leader has paid
any attention to the inhuman exploitation of Indian workers in the
Calcutta Jute mills, an exploitation which undercuts the workers of
Dundee. It was Miss Margaret Bondfield, president of the General
Coundil of British Trade Unions, who in the Washington Conference
(1920) insisted that the work-time of the Asiatic children must be two
hours longer than that of the West. Is it not placing inordinate faith in
human sense of justice and charity to expect that Indian labour will
find the much-needed international protection and cooperation from
an International which stands for such violation of the first principles
of proletarian unity? ;

There is another aspect of the case. Itis political. The Indian labour
movement can never disassociate itself from the struggle for national
freedom unless it desires to become 2a hand-maid of Imperialism.
Therefore, without in the least minimizing the importance of im-
mediate economic issues, it must be admitted that the politcal ques-
tion of national liberation ever remains the first concern of the Indian
working class. This being the case, it must know what attitude the
International it proposes to join takes on this all-absorbing issue.
Here the Amsterdam International is put to the acid test and found
woefully unsuitable to our purpose. Both the Amsterdam Interna-
tional and its political counterpart, the Second International, are
pledged to the policy of keeping the ‘backward peoples in civilizing
subjugation’. They fully and unconditionally subscribe to the Versail-
les Treaty and the Covenant of the League of Nations—the infamous
instruments of Imperialism. Even a large section of the bourgeoisie
' have revolted against these notorious documents; but to the Amster-
dam leaders they have become articles of faith. The attitude of the
British Labour Government at last graphically demonstrates what
Indian labour can expect from such pseudo-Internationals.

We do not propose to recommend an alternative just at this mo-
ment. What we do suggest, however, is that the question of affilia-
tion should be extensively discussed before any deasion is arrived at.
Sufficient information about the international labour movement
should be made available to Indian labour so that the very important
step can be taken intelligendly. It should be made known that besides
the official Labour Burcau of Geneva and the Amsterdam Federation,
there is still a third International working class organization which
embraces that very numerous section of the European p. letamat
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son of history, at this critical moment when the Congress seeks a re-
adjustment of its policy. The political clash and social convulsion,
which must precede the successful termination of the national strug-
gle, are dreaded by the upper classes. They are eager to avoid them;
therefore, they are averse to invoking the revolutionary energy of the
masses in the national struggle. But this shortsighted policy pre-
judices even their own interests; because experience has shown that
imperialism will not yield an inch of ground without resistance. This
determined resistance of imperialism, which wields a tremendous
power, can be broken down neither by parliamentary strategy nor by
futile terrorism. The success of the nationalist movement demands
the mobilization of the national energy. The entire nation must be
hurled against the stone wall of imperialism. A programme of re-
formism, which will be adopted by the ‘reunited’ Congress at Bel-
gaum, cannot accomplish the task. The causes that created the re-
volutionary ferment of the post-war years have not been eliminated.
The masses are still discontented with their condition and will readily
rise in revolt to free themselves from unbearable exploitation. This
revolt must be organized and led.

As against the reformism of the upper-class politicians, there must
be a programme of revolutionary nationalism. This programme de-
mands more than heroic words expressing noble sentiments. It
should be prepared with realism. The government is no more afraid
of threatening speeches than of bombs and revolvers. They may be
zealous to suppress both for the sake of precious prestige; but they do
not take them seriously. The unanimous protest of the entire nation
against the Bengal arrests failed to make any impression upon the au-
thorities. Why? Because they knew that there was no desire on the
part of the nationalists to translate their protests into action; that they
were not prepared to back up their threats by action. Under the pre-
sent condition of the country, despotic actions of the government can
be retaliated only by direct mass action— general strike and nonpay-
ment of taxes. But this direct action presupposes two conditions,
namely a political party commanding the confidence of the masses
and a revolutionary outlook on the part of the nationalists. Neither of
these conditions unfortunately exists at this moment. These condi-
tions must be created before the nationalist movement can be carried
further ahead.

That party alone can command the lasting confidence of the
masses, which not in word but in deed reflects the grievances and de-
mands of the masses. Here again realism should be the guiding prin-
ciple. The everyday material needs, immediate economic demands
and general earthly well-being should be the determining factors.
Metaphysical prejudices should be set aside. Then nationalists, who
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Who Will Lead*

Class Differentiation in the Indian Revolutionary Movement

‘The Party of the Cadets is an ephemeral and lifeless Party. This state-
ment may seem paradoxical at a moment when the Cadets are achiev-
ing brilliant victories in the elections, when they are standing on the
threshold of probably even more brilliant parliamentary victories-

. The Cadets are not a Party, but a symptom. They are not a
political force, but foam rising from the clash of fighting forces
mutually more or less counter-balanced. . . Indeed, they are com-
posed of garrulous, boasting, self-satisfied, narrow-minded and
cowardly bourgeois intelligentsia. . . .

Lenin wrote these words after the Revolution of 1905, when the
Cadets were rising in power. History has borne out the prophetic na-
ture of these words. In studying the history of the Indian revolution=

ary struggle, we find it very instructive to draw an analogy between
the Swaraj Party and the Cadets as depicted by Lenin. As a matter of
fact, the political character and social composition of the Swaraj Par-
ty, which, during the last year and a half, dominated the political
stage of India, can be equally characterized by these expressions used
by Lenin, in analysing the role of the Cadets in Russia. In the same
article Lenin compared the Cadets with worms born out of the de-
cayed carcass of [the] Revolution of 1905, and fattening on that carcass.
This rather brutal characterization can also apply to the Swaraj
Party—the replica of the Cadets in India. A survey of the genesis and
the political accomplishment of the Swaraj Party will justify this his-
torical analogy. This retrospective glance at history is of great im-
portance at this moment, when the Indian movement has reached the
end of the period in which it was dominated by petty bourgeois
ideology and by the consequent hesitating tactics in spite of its re-
volutionary mass composition. The lessons learned from the mis-
takes committed in the past will be greatly helpful in the coming
stage of development in which the foundation of the movement is
bound to be shifted on to new social classes, necessitating the crystal-
lization of new ideology and new organizational forms.

Lenin said that the Party of the Cadets was the growth on the dead
body of the Revolution of 1905. Similarly, the Swaraj Party rose out

* From The Communist International, Greenwood reprint edition, Vol. 9, No. 11,
1924-25, pp. 55-65. SNR



328 SELECTED WORKS OF M. N. ROY, VOLUME I

of the ruins of a great movement which did not reach such a definite
revolutionary climax as the Russian Revolution of 1905, but which
was undoubtedly the nearest approach to a revolutionary crisis in
India. The collapse of the movement of mass passive resistance com-
monly known as the Non-Cooperation (or Gandhi) movement, led
to the crystallization of a certain political tendency which found ex-
pression in the Swaraj Party. It was the tendency towards liquidating
the revolutionary character of the struggle for freedom and bringing
the nationalist movement back to the bourgeois politics of reformism.

It should be recollected that the movement led by Gandhi did not
suffer a defeat at the hands of external forces. It proved itself to be too
powerful for the forces of repression. It succumbed under the weight
of its internal contradictions, the heterogeneousness of its social com-
position, and the weakness of its leadership. In 1921 and 1922 the
Nationalist movement became so powerful that the government was
thrown into a state of panic. For the first time in the history of the
Nationalist movement, the masses of the people were involved in it.
The government was so much demoralized by the threatening char-
acter of the movement that it was on the point of making large con-
cessions to the Indian bourgeoisie, had the latter only had the courage
to push a little farther ahead. But this could not be done unless the re-
volutionary potentialities of the movement were reléased. The
bourgeois leaders, who stood at the head of the movement at that
time, however, were not prepared to do this. The threatened over-
throw of British imperialism in India, at any rate a serious weakening
of its position, was avoided not by a defeat of the Nationalist forces
but thanks to the cowardice of the petty bourgeoisie and treachery of
the bourgeois intellectuals. :

The Non-Cooperation movement was an organized protest against
the Reforms of 1919. It embraced all the social elements except those
who were directly benefited by the political rights and administrative
concessions granted. But these rights and concessions were so insuffi-
cient that they touched only a very thin strata of the upper classes—
landlords, big capitalists, and higher intellectuals. The object of the
British government in granting the Reforms was to split the
Nationalist ranks—to separate the big bourgeoisie from the impend-
Ing mass revolutionary movement, ominous signs of which were
already to be noticed in the latter days of the world war. The Reforms
were successful in winning over the support of the upper classes; but
their failure to meet the demands of the petty bourgeoisie accentuated
the discontent of the latter and drove them towards the masses, who
were in a state of revolt owing to higher prices and other forms of
economic exploitation. These two social classes embraced by far the
majority of the entire population. A movement so constituted was


















334 SELECTED WORKS OF M. N. ROY, VOLUME II

tion and accept office. That is, the protest against the Reforms Act of
1919 1s liquidated. This attitude of the Swaraj Party was promptly re-
ciprocated by a very reconciliatory speech by the Secretary of State
for India, Lord Birkenhead. In answering questions on the prospects
of establishing better relations with the Indian’ Nationalists, Lord
Winterton, the Under-Secretary of State for India, stated in the
House of Commons that a sufficiently favourable atmosphere had
been created, and that an invitation to the Nationalist leaders, includ-
ing Das and even Gandhi to come to England, was no longer out of
the question, although it might be more advisable to let the govern-
ment of India carry on the negotiations.

Now, what is this favourable atmosphere which is so heartily wel-
comed by the Conservative Government of Britain? The favourable
atmosphere consists of the fact that the Swaraj Party, which until re-
cently appeared as the most recalcitrant left-wing of the Nationalist
movement, has categorically renounced all programme of a struggle
for independence and unequivocally committed itself to the program-
me of self-government within the British Empire. All the resistance
on the part of the Indian bourgeoisie has ceased. What is wanted is a
Jjunior partnership in the exploitation of the Indian masses. Imperial-
ism on its side in this period of history finds it necessary to have the
Indian bourgeoisie as a willing ally rather than as an element of dis-
cord to be watched always and to be handled roughly when neces-
sary. The period of clash between imperialism and native capitalism
is closed. The Swaraj Party was the ‘foam’ of this clash, to quote
Lenin’s telling characterization of the Cadets. In the coming period of
reconciliation there will be hardly any necessity for the existence of
such a Party. Henceforth bourgeois nationalism will be expressed
through the constitutional channels of His Britannic Majesty’s most
loyal opposition.

The Swaraj Party started its spectacular career with the promise to
‘end or mend’ the present system of British administration. They cer-
tainly cannot claim that they have gone very far towards ending the
British domination of India. They have not even made a Very serious
effort to mend it. The mending has taken place not in the nature of
the British government, but in that of bourgeois nationalism.

But now the question is: does this bankruptcy of bourgeois
nationalism indicate an end of the struggle for the liberation of the
Indian people? It certainly does not. It simply means that the struggle
against imperialism cannot be carried on to victory under the
leadership of the bourgeoisie. It also means that the nationalist intel-
lectuals may indulge in heroic phrases, but they have not the courage
nor the ability to organize and lead the Indian masses in a revolution-
ary struggle for liberation. But the necessity for the Indian people to
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of the general demand for a higher standard of living. He detects
greed behind this demand, with which he has no sympathy, because
it violates his doctrine of the ‘simple life in the village’. He, however,
does not impose this beneficial doctrine upon those fortunate ones
‘whom wealth gives opportunity for selfsacrifice’. While be-
nevolently condoning the excesses of wealth ‘restricted to limited re
gions’, he shakes his moral mane at the ‘epidemic of voracity that has
infected the total area of civilisation’. The burden of his philosophy is
obvious. He does not consider the accumulation of wealth in the
hands of a small class to be objectionable; in fact, he declares that in a
society which permits such a state of affairs, (with some modifica-
tion, namely, that the rich give a part of their wealth to charity,
etc.)—‘property is the pillar that supports civilization.” But he holds
that civilization to be damned which demands such a distribution of
the social wealth as will raise the standard of living of the people at
large. Hurling his anathemas against ‘modern civilisation’, the Poet
cries: “The intemperance, which could safely have been tolerated in a
few, has spread its contagion to the multitude’. That is, confortable
living, normal enjoyment, even debauchery can be tolerated in the
fortunate few, who throw alms out of their bounty to the needy; but
the desire of the multitude who have toiled from time immemorial to
produce the wealth appropriated by the few, to share in the enjoy-
ment of that wealth, is deemed to be damnable greed which makes
for the collapse of civilization!

The class-character of this philosophy is unmistakable. Following
up his line of reasoning, Mr Tagore discovers that it is not the expan-
sionist tendency of capitalist industrialism, but the ‘greed’ of the
European working class, that is the root cause of the Imperialism
which subjugates Asia and Africa. He lays down: ‘the universal greed
is the cause of the meanness, cruelty and lies in politics and com-
merce, that vitiate the whole human atmosphere’. He opines that the
great industrial powers are obliged to seek victims where ‘human
flesh is cheap’, in order to ‘maintain constant feasts for a whole
population of gluttons’. This view of the cause of Imperialism shows
how miserably imperfect is the Poet’s knowledge of industrialism,
which he so wisely condemns, and how eminently aristocratic would
be the society of his ideal.

Since dogmatic opposition to ‘Western’ industrialism is the Poet’s
stock-in-trade, he should acquaint himself a little more about its
causes and effects. Even a very casual reading of history will teach
him that the imperialist expansion of the European nations began
with the adventures of the mercantile class in search of the lands of
spices and precious stones. The fabulous booty that reached Spain
from America did not go into the pockets of the common people, but
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India alone. The same conditions prevailed in Europe under the
feudal-aristocratic regime of the middle-ages. ‘Voluntary taxation of
the rich’ to maintain the water-supply, medical help, education and
amusement, was a feature of mediaeval civilization wherever it
flourished. But there was no superior moral sense of ‘mutual obliga-
tion’ behind this act. In those days, the toiling masses, attached to the
land as serfs, constituted part and parcel of the private property of the
owner, who had to feed them, house them and look after their gener-
al welfare for the sake of his own interest, just as he did in the case of
his horses and cattle. When the institution of serfdom breaks up,
under pressure of new social and economic forces, the upper classes
cease to perform these ‘voluntary duties’. A new form of property-
relation creates a different conception of ‘social responsibility’. The
obligation of the slave-owner to" feed and care for his slaves dis-
appears when the latter, in appearance, become ‘freemen’. But under
the new social conditions, the class-antagonism becomes sharper,
becomes more distinctly revealed, the propertied class makes the
‘liberated’ serf pay for his freedom. So long as the worker remained a
chattel like one of his horses, cattle or dogs, the owner took care of
him, even petted him, as he would a favoured animal; but as soon as
thie worker ceases to be a chattel, all ‘human touch’ceases to exist, and
brutal exploitation becomes the predominating feature of the rela-
tions between the propertied and expropriated classes. Patriarchal be-
nevolence, in which feudal serfdom is garbed, is supplanted by the
wage-system. The class-struggle becomes accentuated, as the em-
ployer secks to exact the maximum amount of labour for the mini-
mum amount of wages. The working class, on the other hand, grow-
ing more and more conscious of their rights as free human beings, de-
mand adequate value for their labour, which is the source of wealth.

It is against this demand of the workers that the Poet takes his
stand. He is not alone in this inglorious battle. A whole galaxy of phi-
losophers and economists, seeking to perpetuate the present social
order, are with him; the philosophers and economists who try to jus-
tify and explain the present class-ridden civilization. But the Poet’s
tirades against industrialism will not be appreciated or even tolerated
by this learned company. He would be too reactionary even for
them.

Mr Tagore finds himself in such an anomalous condition because
of his incoherent theories. He believes in private property, but is
opposed to the evolution of property forms and relations. He affirms
the existence of property to be a ‘moral force’, yet denies the essential
‘morality’ of the present form of property-relations, capitalist indus-
trialism, which rests upon and is a product of the sacred right of
private property. Not knowing how to extricate himself from this
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dilemma, Tagore postulates that property-relations should develop as

far as feudal-patriarchy, and stop there. But this is impossible. The

forces that determine the evolution of benevolent despotism out of
tribal patriarchy, do not cease to operate at the bidding of a reaction-

ary dreamer. The modern plutocrat is just as inevitable a product of
these forces of evolution as was the benevolent despot. If property is

. eternal, as Tagore holds, its successive stages of evolution cannot be

denied. To preach the eternal nature and beneficial role of property,

and to denounce modern industrialism, whose foundation is private
property, as immoral, is either hypocrisy or blinking at facts.

But the most significant feature of the Tagorean philosophy is the
fact that he takes exception not to the present form of property-
relation, but to the general demand of the masses for a rise in their
standard of living. The Poet laments: ‘With the rise in the standard of
living property changes its aspects. It shuts the gates of hospitality,
which is the best means of social inter-communication’. The standard
of living of the people at large should not be elevated, because it dep-
rives the ‘fortunate few’ of the pleasure of feeding the poor. The great
mass of humanity should remain in a state of ‘simple poverty’, so that
the moral stamina of the rich may be raised by acts of charity, hospi-
tality, self-sacrifice, etc.! If this is the ‘special genius’ of Indian cul-
ture, India is indeed obsessed with an evil genius!

According to the Poet, the curse of industrial civilization is not its
capitalist character; it is the ‘popular claim to the right of freedom to
be extravagant in our enjoyment, to the extent that we can afford it’.
What signifies this reprehensible claim, which Tagore holds to be the
root-cause of the moral depravity of modern civilization? It signifies
ultimately a challenge to the rights of property! The enormous
wealth, produced by social labour, must cease to be the exclusive
possession of a small and privileged class; it must be so distributed as
to insure to every member of the human community a minimum
standard of material comfort, as well as intellectual and aesthetic en-
Jjoyment.

This growing desire, conscious or unconscious, of the expropriated
and exploited majority, to reconstitute social production, is not at all
compatible with the social philosophy which holds property to be
eternal and the very foundation of human existence. This is the
reason that Tagore and the whole school of reactionary social philo-
sophers combat this growing desire on the part of the working-class
to share in the products of their labour, just as the defenders of capi-
talism do. The chief difference is that the Poet and his followers
clothe their opposition to any change in the system of property, in the
language of philosophy and theology; they take their stand on moral
grounds, while bourgeois economists argue in the language of ne-
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