I 15 in this way that Chang~Tso—Lin seeks to court the
favour of the imperialists. In the nuddle of December the Chinese
press reported that a Chl_no-j?panese Anti-Bolshevik Congress
was shortly to take place in Kirin. Wh'y in Kirin of all places>
Because the governor of this town (a follower of Chang-Tso-Lin)
is the commander of the troops guarding the Eastern Chinese
ailway. The arrest of the Soviet director of the Eastern Chinese
aitway 1. of course, to be attributed to this anti-Bolshevik
ongress.

Chang-Tso-Lin has now allowed his Japanese masters fto
enctrate into Northern Manchuria, which is not occupied by
oreign powers. He will not only deliver the local population
gain into the clutches of the imperialists, but will convert the
ountry Into a seat of war of the international imperialists
gainst the Soviet Union. It is the most important and necessary
k of the world proletariat to do everything to prevent this,

The British Labour Party and India.
By M. N. Roy.

\hile the MacDonald Government made it clear that the
ffical attitude of the British Labour Party towards India dif-
ed very little from that of the bourgeoisié, the Left Wing vos)
on has been rather ambiguous. The Left Wing leaddrs from time
time prolested against exiraordinary repression and generally
itinized Imperialism. They also expressed their sympathy with
e Indian nationalists. But it has always remained doubtiul how
r the Left Wing leaders of the British Labour PParty would go
the way of practically supporting India’s demand for freedom.
here have been instances indicating that the Lefi Wing did not
nd for the programme of giving India full and unconditional
ght of self-determination. One of such instances was the severe
ndemnation by Col. Wedgwood of the Gandhi movement of
n<oopration, not owing to its reactionary social outlook, but
ause of its mass composition and revolutionary potentialities.
nother instance has been Lansbury's frank and persistent de-
ration in favour of retaining India inside the British Ilmpire,
stead of having her break away irom i1, Ou many other ocea-
ns left Wing leaders have condemined any revolutionary ten-
ey in the Indian Nationalist Movemen.

At last the veil has been lifted. The Lefi Wing leaders have
de n clearly known how Yar their sympathy for India's aspi-
ion will go. Their proposal 1s comtained in a draft bill brought
ore the British Parliament by Lansbury, Wedgewood, Brom-
. and several others. This bill has been framed on the basis
the <o-called Commonwealth of India Bill which was last
T fresented to the British Labour Party by Mrs. Besant. In
lting the Commonwealth of India Bill, Mrs. Besant was sup-
ried by a comparatively small section (loyalist) of the Indian
urgeoisie. In the beginning, the lett nationalist groups (Swa-
1sts, Non-cooperators, revolutionary nationalists) refused (o
cribe to Mrs. Besant's draf( bill. Eventually the Swarajists
ough C. R. Das and Gandhi, expressed their desire to sub-
ibe 10 the bill, if its passage in the British Parliament was
ranteed.

The sum and substance of Mrs. Besant's bill was that India
uld be granted the status of a self-governing dominion (inside
Brinsh Empire like Canada, Australia, South Alrica, etc.)
an Act of the British Parliamem. The bill prepared by the
t Wing teaders of the British Labour I'arty does not go even
Clar: Tormally it grants the status of a self-governing domi-
m bt reality, the political rights granted by the hill lcave
12 vnnrely under imperialist domination.

The nnain features of the bill are & The British Viceroy ap-
tted by the English King will still vetain the absolute power;
the \iceroy will appoint and dismiss his ministers; 3. he
| have he right to dissolve the parliament elected by the
ple. 4. in addition to the autocratic pro-consul there will be
ther check upon the rights ol the parliament: it will be a
a representing the landed aristocracy, big capitalists and
er hureaucrats; 5. all the provincial governors will be ap-
nted by (he Viceroy.

These are the “measures of freedom” that would be permitted
tte Indian people even by the left leaders of the British
ur Party. 1f credence is to be given to rumours, the majority
he Party” 1ed by MacDonald will not support the bill. They
ently consider “the bill to be too strong a dose of freedom

to suit the Indian stomach. The majority ol the party led by
MadDonald might still prove themselves sturdier defenders of
the Empire than the Tories. Because there is hardly anything in
this bilr which is essentially more than the British bourgeoisie
are prepared to grant. As a matter of fact, the Left Wing leaders
have given concrete expression to their support and sympathy
tor India’s aspirations fully in conformity with the program re of
British Imperialism. There is no doubt about it that the posti-war
crisis of capitalism has imposed upon Imperialism a somewhat
reconstructed colonial policy. The underlying principle of ths
policy is to win over a larger section of the Indian bourgemsic
by economut concessions and political reforms. Manv cconom
concessions have already been made in order to convince the
Indian bourgeoisie that capitalist development of India could
proceed (even with unexpected rapidity) ‘with the co-operation
and under the hegemony of Imperialism. Consequently the
ludian beurgeoisie have reduced their political demands to
extreme moderation. Of late. Lmperialism has been manoeuvring
to find a way of granting this mederate demand of the Indian
hourgeoisie without losing prestige. This moderate demand was
ncorporated in the Commonwealth of India Bill brought to
England by Mrs. Besant. The Bill of the [eft Wing leaders
of the Labour Party contains a still more moderate version of
that demand. The Left Wing leaders have acted in a states
manltke way. They have not acted prematurely.  They have
brought forward a concrete propesai of reforms m India Just
at the moment when the bourgeoisie are also in favour of
seme reform; and they have formulated the reforms on the
lines that are known o bhe more or acceptable 1w the
British bowrgeoisie.

It is hardly necessary to analyse the bill to expuse its
worthlessness. It does not” give the Indian people any political
right. The economic aspect of the question is totally teft out.
[Hfow can India govern herseli and be governed by British
Imperialism through the Viceroy at the same time? The bill
does not answer this question. The parliament granted by the
bill will have no more power than the present oue, cven f
the electorate is.enlarged. (I am not informed whether the bill

less

touches the Franchise Question at all). If the parliament
will  be based upon a  larger electorate,  then by the
fact that the Viceroy is given the right to  dissolve i,

makes the Viceroy a more powerful autocrat than he hitherto
has been. The result will be an apparent increase of the element
of self-government. but an essential increass of British abso-
futism in the Government of India. As a matter of fact, m
essentials, this bill is hardly an improvement upon the Reforus
granted in 1910, notwithstanding the term Dominion status.

Owing to their lamentable timidity and deep-rooted  11-
perialist prejudice. the Left Wing leaders have produced a
plan of Indian reform which fails 1 go anywhere near the
very minimum demand of the Indian people. This plan might
secure the approval of the maost loyalist section of the [ndian
tourgeoisie; but will certanly be rejected by the majority of the
peoplc.

The Franc Forgery Pact of Hungarian
Social Democracy
Letter from Budapest
By Molnar

The franc forgery scandal » extending i an ever wider
circle. The foul swamyp of corruption already reaches to the
hips of some of the memibres or the government (Rakovshy,
Minister of the Interior, Klebelsberg, Minister for Education,
Csdky, Minister for Defence <tc.) and has not even stopped .t
the Prime Minister Bethlen. That Horthy is one of the orig:
mators of the Franc forgery no one, even in Hungary, doubis
for a moment; but na one ventures to say so openly

It has transpired that Bethlen not only backed the [ranc
forgerers by the ,energetic investigation*, but he knew betore-
hand of the planned Franc forgeries; it follows therefore, that his
conduct was detarmined not only by political, tut also by the
dirtiest personal motives.

There recently appeared in the foreign press a report
regarding a letler that Bethlen had written with his own hand,
dated December 1925, in which he requested his friend Baron
Perényi, the President of the fascist ,League of Social Unions”,



