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lndla and Brltlsh Pol,lcy towards the
‘U. 8. S. R.

By G. A. K. Luhani.

The Conservative Government of Great Britain is
endeavojuring wunceasingly on the FEuropean terrain to create
a coalition of Powers for the purposes of its policy of encircle-
ment of the U.S:S.R. with a view to eventual intervention.
The contradiction of interests among the Furopean Powers and
the gradual maturity of the forces of the class struggle within
each European country — mnot the least in England itself —
quite often neutralise or postpone the result of the activities of
British ‘diplomacy in this direction. These factors of the .Euro-
pean situation are fairly well known.

But British pohcy towards the U.S.S.R. ‘has another and,
perhaps, a more sinister side — a side to which not enowgh
attention has been paid up till now and which has gained in
importance with new developments in the world sitiiation.

The very difficulties which -its diplomacy meets within
Europe dictate to the Conservative Government in Great Britain
the need to wtilise to the utmost the possibilities within - the
Brilish Empire litself for ifts policy of aggression against the
U.S.S.R. Further, the doubtful allegiance — of which we have
had a proof at the last Imperial Conference in London — of
the British “dominions” towards “the ideal of Empire” circum-
scribes, in its turn, the particular area of the British Empire.
outside England in which to concentrate the preparation of
forces which will be deployed -by Great Britain at the moment
of the next world crisis.

The particular area in question is India.

In the past the colony of India stood to Great Br1ta1n in
an economic relationship highly important for the latter for
its development as a first class industrial power. In the pre-
sent period, when capitalism in Great British is with difficulty
postponing- the inevitable process of decomposition, the “eco-
nomic importance of India to Great Britain is immensely
“ greater. Correspondingly great is also its political importance,
considering the development of social forces within India itself
and its exceptional position as being prachcally synonymous
with what is called the “British :-Empire”. ;

Since 1870 — when Great Britain became officially an
“Empire” — it has wused the man-power and resources of
India for purposes of its Imperialist expansion. It has made
mercenary -soldiers out .of the exploited and  starving ‘Indian
peasants and used ‘them in the three continents of Asia, Africa
and Europe as cannon fodder in its wars fo extend its ex-
ploitation and oppression to other peoples of the ‘East or to
strike «down - its other imperialist rivals for colonial markets.
The latest example is the presence of troops from the Punjab
in Shanghai and Hong Kong. That there had been “troubles”
lamong 'these troops and that 2’ pant of them had to be withdrawn
from Shanghai is a significant symptom. It is the beginning
of the end of something incalculably odious m the hxstmv
of imperialist barbarism in the East.

- The objective situation within India, without fhe oonhrt
with the world shaking events in China, has been and is
revolutionary. As the social forces of revolution in"India —
held in check by severe repression — begin to organise them-
selves under the impact of Chinese events, the British foreign
office will no doubt be preparing to send more diplomatic
notes to ‘the, Commissar of Foreign Affairs of the U.S.S.R,,
perhaps ' in the same inconsequential style as ‘the last one, but
certainly with the same threat to break off diplomatic relations.

Any student of the Indian situation must be umpressed by
the infense and ostentatious ~military ‘preoccupations of the
British Government in India. More than one-third of the entire
revenue of India continues to be used every year for the mili-
tary budget. It is well known that a very costly railway line




-— built purely for the purpose of rapid transport of troops —
“ has been pushed across the North-West frontier of India right
up to Afghanistan. Along this frontier there have also been
established strong aircrait bases, equipped with the best that
the technique of British productlon of war materials can pro-
vide. One of the first duties which the present Viveroy per-
formed on arrival in India was an extended tour of this frontier.
A policy has been followed of late of occupying all the available
tercitory, inhabited by mnountain tribes, between the administra-
tive frontier of India and Afghanistan. In view of this provo-
‘cative policy of Great Britain on the north-west frontier of
India, the Government of the U.S.S.R., it will be remembered,
concluded last year a treaty of neuhrahty and ‘non-aggression
with- Afghanistan.

‘ As a sign.of the general extension of military activities by
the .Government of India, may also be noted the despatch of an
expeditionary force equipped with considerable artillery to
another frontier of India, namely the north-eastern frontier bet-
ween Burma and the Chinese province of Yunnan. With the
naive hypocrisy habitual to the British Government, parti-
cularly in India, the expedition is announced to have been
undertaken:for the purpose of “liberating slave tribes” on the
Sino-Burmese {rontier.

It is well known that the British Government, by a policy
of “proftection” and special subsidies, has developed in India
a technically. well equipped irom and steel industry financed
to a considerable extent by Indian capitalists. The products
of this industry have begun successiully to compete with similar
prodicts of ‘European and American manufacture. But it may
not be generally known to what a great extent the very large
productive forces represented in this industry have been diverted
by ithe British Government for the purpose of its war policy.
As ‘a matter of fact however, the steel industry in India was
called irto being and helped to establish itself with the express
purpose of providing a technical basis in India for British
militarism.

How #ar this has been realised is remarkable. Giving. evi-
dence before an official commission last year; a represemtative
of one of the Indian »steel-pvrogducin:g firms - said that his firm
received “from time to time” orders from. the ordnance (war
materials) department ot the Government of India; “for various
parts of gun mourtings and other munitions” as-‘“their plant
was. pantlcularly well adapted for the manwuf\acture of a large
variety of casting for munition purposes”. The same firm was
also asked to undertake the “manufacture of aerial bombs
weighing respectively 5 cwis., 1 cwt., and 20 lbs. The probable
number required was stated to be 5000 or more per month. The
representativeé of the firm further said “in the event of war,
a vast quantity of special steel for manufacture of high ex-
plosive and: shrapnel -shells, gun-tubes and jackets, ribs, barrels
etc. were  certain to be requlred at very -short notice.. Their
works could be turned on to this class with little: or no ‘delay”.

It is difficult to see to what m111tary purposes ‘within India
thére can ‘be- 4a,pp11ed “the five tholisand or more ‘per month”
of aerial bombs, manufactured at 'one factory alone. The output
is certainly too much for the ordinary “civil” Purposes of
British administration in India, swhich habitually, ' ‘inassacres
workers and peasants by bombmg ‘them from aeroplanes The
reason fior this vast accumulation of-war matenials must be soughit
outside India; it is vitally connected with the direction ifi which
Bm‘us}%1 «Eomlgn policy.1s. moving; . And, . we -knoaw, suificiently
well the master-idea behind British, foreign poticy sindé’ the
consolidation of the UISiS.R. as the historic and irresistible
centre of the world revolution.

.. In this mnnechon it is important to note the tepercussion
in Tndia of the recent British Note to the U.S.5.R. The reper-
cussion ' closely ‘foltows the présent line of division in “the Indian -
nad"lormahfsig movement. The upper sectiois of the Indidn bour-
geoisie” hive fot some tifie past made common cause with
British imperialisth’ and have been co-operating with*'the latter
in the administration of India undér the so-called constitutional
reforms of 1919.' As the real issues ‘of ‘the revolutionary”struggle
in Indiz become more apparent, these bourgeois efermients lean
more and ‘more_on British imperialism, which they go. out:of
Hhieir: wiay Yo identity thentselves with' on the bagis’ of a common
interest inthe éxploitationl’ of the masses’of Indfa. -

We see, for instance, that a principal organ of the re-
formist bourgeois Party which has .accepted ministerial posts



in the Bengal Government, strikes a mnote in its comment on
the Chamberlain letter which comes very near to. justifying
the attitude of the British government towards the U.S.S.R.

“With their burning faith - in Marxian Communism”,
this paper says, “the representatives of the Soviet Government
‘were rash in having undertaken not to spread discontent in the
British Empire. The recent British Note to the Soviet Govern-
ment justly reminds the latter that it did make that promise in
June 1923 and should not break it”.

Coming now to the middle class, petty-bourgeois and intel-
lectual elements which comstitute ‘the vast majority of the na-
tionalist movemernt and which are now at last orienting towards
an alliance with the exploited masses of workers and peasants,
we find quite another attitude with: regard to the British Noie
to the U.S.S.R. In the circles of the Swaraj Party, the Indian-
‘National Congress (more particularly its Left wing), the Bri-
tish Note is unhesutatmgly condemned and it is maintained that
the British Government had no case to put up.

For example, the “Bombay Chronicle” (Congress Centre)
describes the British note as “pompous and petulant”, It refers
to the “seriomisness of the Chinese situation and the increasing
labour discontent” in England as having “unhinged” the mental-
ity of the conservative party.

“Let the die<hard Tories of England understand”, the
paper continues, ‘“once for all ithat if the Communists of
Russia talk of the revolt of the East and economic revolu-
tion throughout the world, it is not because they are in-
spired by special hatred towards England, but because their
hearts and minds are set on the extreme yet logical doctrines
of equality and fraternity which cut at the very root of all
the old systems so dear to Britishers.”

The “Indian National Herald” of Bombay (Congress Left
wmg) says “The British Note... reveals the denseness of the
Tory mientality ... The impetus to national freedom and eco-
nomic emamixpaﬂi(m has no doubt come from the achievements
of Russia... but imperialists cannot susccessfully resist the tide
of economic fresdom ‘whether in England or China or India”.
The paper reminds the Tories of the “overt acts they themselves
committed ‘against Russia by the fomenting of internal disturban-
ces. Under the inspiration of Mr.. Churchill, about 100 millions
were squandered towards the overthrow of the Russian Go-
vernment.” “Yet the British Note laments confirmed belief of
Russia that the British Empire or at any rate the British
‘Government epitomises the spirit and tendencies of revolt within
Russia’s borders and outside her immediate frontier”.

The “Swarajya” the organ of the Swaraj Party in Madras,
characterises as “wanton” ‘“the spirit of provocation behind the
British note”. It says: “The Soviet reply has returned cold
reason for ‘intemperate criticism”. “The fundamental fallacy
of the British Note”, actording to the “Swarajya”, “consists
in the assumption implied in it that what is right when done
by British ofticials is wrong if done by Russian, and that when .
international disputes ‘arise, the British Empire is to be judged
by one standard, and all others by another. It is obvious that
only British Imperlahsts and none other will acquiesce in a
dastmcmon so monsfrous and one-sided”.

.~ “Ferward”, the Swarajist organ in Bengal,.consi‘ders the
British Note as a step in the development of the British policy
of -intervention against the U.S.S.R. It says: “The force of
circumstances which are too strong at the present moment. for
British imperialism has compelled it to put on the war paint.
The clash df interests on:the shores of the Pacific in China has
become too crude, -and- Britain cannot possibly conceal the
mailed fist oo long-in the velvet glove”. “It is but natural”, the
paper - continues, “That Britain should see red everywhere in
her numerous dependencies -and spheres of influence... The
seed of ‘discontent is there in the chained population, and it is
only the easiest thing to connect the two and explain the results
as those of Soviet untrxgue"’

., ““Forward” concludes: “The Sov1e1 idea has “persisted. It
seems to bear a charmed life... The conflict between im-
perialism and Sovv1ehsm is eternal . . Sovietism, if it is of the
genuine brand, is bound to be at war with mtpenahsm at all
pom'ts ” ) . .
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