Problems of the Revolution in India.
By Karl Radek. - o ‘ A

Il. The National-Reformist and National-Revolutiouary Camps,.
(Conclusion.)

Why have the national reformists, whose class position
impels them towards a comproinise with English imperialism,
and who fear the revolutionary movement of the workers
and peasants, nevertheless adopted some fighting measures?
We answered this question partly in our previous article,
which pointed out thut the antagonlsms between the intcrests
of English imperialism and those of young Indian capitalism
do not allow English imperialism to satisty the needs of the
caplitalist development of India. T'his forces the Indian industrial
bourgeoisie into an opposition which intensifies, during cere
tain phascs, into attempts at fichting. At the present iuncture
such a necessity for active struggle has been brought about
by the difierentiation in the camp of the nationalists.

The working class, which followed the national reformists

blindly in the period betwcen 1919 and 1922, began to scparate

from themn in the years from 1926 and 1927, and to withdraw
irom their influence.
national reforurats from e fcadiug posstions i the trade
unions: during the cnormous strike wave, which rushed far
bevond the highest tide-mark of the strikes of the previous
period, the working class began to form as class, for these
strikes were not purely economic disputes, they were couflicts
in which the working class began for the first time -to fool
itscli as a separate power, and to oppose not only English
imperialism, but the so-called Indian society. The workers
who have refused the intermediation of the “holy man”
Gandhi, the workers who have rejected the aid of the “svme

pathiscrs”, for the rcason that this aid was only intended for -

a part ot the workers — the Mchammed. 2 —, the workers
who have now been carryving on the struwele for months,
are no longer the same mass which blindly followed the
natlonal reiormists. 1t was not for nothing that the reformists
pushed forward in the trade union tnovement, their “very
Leitest leader™, the younger Nebiru, who decked himself with
revolutionary feathers in order to gain control df the move-
ment. 1t suifices to read the speech held by the vounzer
Nclirn at the Counference of the Trade Union Ceutral in Nagpur,
in order to grasp the enormous political importance of the
Indian strikes of the last three years., Jawaharlal Nchru was
obliged not only to declare himself in favour of complcte se-
paration from England, but to proclaim that the working cliss

did not need an indcpendence in which the rule of the Eng--

It be2an to remove the avents of tha’

fish was replaced by the rule of the Indian capitalists, The aim |
of the revolutionary movement can only be socialism, and this
can only be recalisced by the seizure of pawer by the workinz
class. Therefore he, Nehru, was an enemy of the 1L Inter-
national, the lackey of the bonrgeoisic.  And therejore he
was filled with enthusiasin at the rise of the Soviet Union
But . .. as he is not agrced with the methods of the Com-
intern, hic begged for a postponeinent of the affiliation to the
Pan-Pacific Trade Union Sccretariat!  Nothing more.

Jawaharlal Nehru, the son of Motilal Nehry, the actual
leader of the national-reformist camp, came forward wit,
Gandhi’s blessing at the Trade Union Congress as a so-catled
“oppositional communist ', one who is mecrely dissatisfied with
the “regime”. This fact in itsclf shows the cnormous inftuence
exercised by the strike wave on the petty bourgeoisic. [t
might have been expected that after such a speech Jawahart
Nchru would have been expelled by the national reformists 2«
deserter to the revolutionary camp., Gandhi, who piopos. .

ic candidoture ns prosdent of the Naticual Cougress, su'e-

staitiated his proposal as iclivws:

“No-one can surpass him in his love for his country:
he is brave and passionate, and at this moment these
qualitics are very essential. But, although passionate and
resolute in the strugyle, still he possesses the reasom of a
“statesman. An adherent of discipline, he has proved in
decds his capability to submit to decisions with which he
is not in agrecment. He is modest and practical enoush
not to rush to extremes, In his hands the nation s per-
fectly secure.” :

Did Gandhi alter his attitude towards Jawaharlal Nehet
after his almost communist specch?  Not in the least!  Anud
voung Nehru, the “almost-communist”, was elected presiden
of the Indian National Congress, to the end that with his i
and through his intermediation the workers and the dewmo
cratic petty bourgeoisie might be restrained from independer
action.

Gandhi's words on the growing influcnce of the **part
of violeace™ are {o be attributed to the fact that the exaemr!
given by the struggles of the working class has awakened ti:
democratic revolutionary tendencies of the petty. bourgeoisi
Externally, this is chieily mauiiested in the radicallsation ¢



the Youth League, which promotes the revolutionary mass
striuggle against imperialism, and in the activisation of the
terrorist movement. This we have learnt fom the newse
paper reports on the proceeding of the Congress at Lahore,
where Gandhi was at times threatencd with with the loss of
the majority. There can be ne doubt that not one hundredth
part of the facts have come to our ears which signalise the
beginning concentration of a national-revolutionary camp, and
its opposition to tlie national-reformist camnp.

The national reformists, through their spokesman Gandhi,
tell the plain truth when they declare that it would mean the
abandonment of the ficld to the national-revolutionary move-
ment and to English Imperialism, were they to abstain from
action In this situation. In other weords: they would lose the
leadership of the movement. The transition of the national
reformists to fighting methods is not caused solely by the im-
possibility of coming to an understanding with English imperia-
iism, but as much by the fear of losing influence over the
petty bourgeois and proletarian masses mow urging on the
real fight. It need not be said that thie national reformists,
in taking up the struggle against English imperialism, had hoped
that the English would be intimidated by the mass movement,
and would make concessions before the struggle for the bour-
geoisie couid become dangerous. At the same time they

took measurcs to prevent the revolutionary struggle from
gctting beyomd their control.
] ¢ >

When Gandhi began the salt campalgn, he probably lef
| himself be guided by the hope that he would thereby chiefly
arouse the village, which suifers more than the city from the
burden of the salt tax. It was to be a mecans of pressure upon
the governmment. But at the same time it was to side-track
the peasants from the struggle against the landowners. Gandhi
mtended to lead the national movement into the desert, pil-
grimaging ‘from Ahadabad to the sea. But before the news
of his campaign had reached the villages of mighty India, all
the cities had riscn.

l . It is the city workers who suffer a hundred times more,
for the foremen demand a month’'s wages from them for
engaging them. They suffer a hundred times more through
the system of arbitrary fines which robs them of the greater
vart of their wages, quite apart irom the many other burdens
tmposed on the Indian proletariat. But the working masses
and the democratic petty bourgeoisie urge on the struggle,
and they realise that the salt campaign is an utterance of
disobedience to the English laws, and that it represents that
brick n the decaying structure of English imperialism whose
removal may run a fissure from the top to the bottom of
the building. The magnificent mass movement, the demon-
Strations, simple but taken part in by millions, converted
the salt campaign into an important revolutionary fact, quite
Contrary to the intentions of the national reformistss A glance
at the English press suffices to observe in its howls the
alarm which has seized upon the Enulish bourgeoisie. The
. difference between the reactionary “Morning Post” and the
iberal “Manchester Guardian™, which rcpresents the best
traditions of English radicalism, is only omne of tone. What
1S that article in the “Manchester Guardian” worth which
liefengjg Gandhi's arrest, which maintains that for such a holy
ascetic prison is no punishment, and that it is excellent for
ms bealth to be removed from the scene of political excitea
them? Garwin, the representative of common sensc among
e %Olyservauves. who stood out agtinst the dic-hards during
. of h{nese revolution, and who is opposcd to the rupture
i Y relations with the Soviet Union, writes about Gandhi:

i  “In words the apostle of the remunciation of violence,
' ke is however at the same time in actual practice the
Organiser. of amarchy, an apostie of hate and a lorerunner

of bloodshed”. (“Observer”, 4th May 1930. Retranslated
from the Russian.)

The press of that “Labour” government which realises
the wishes of English imperialism writes essentially the same,
The common class interests of the English bourgeoisic appear
to be touched on a very sore spot when the “Lcft” Brailse
ford comes forward with a despicable article in which he
proves that what is going on in India is not imperialist
robbery, but an antique tragedy. Both heroes — English
imperialism and the Indian people — are therefore fizhting for
sacred rights: The pcople of India are striving for their inde«
p&hdence, but England cannot simply thrust aside its respon-
sibility in India, which would bccome the scene of great inner
struggles after the withdrawal of the British army.

All the comic papers in world are publishing one and the
same caricature which has sprung spontanecously into bcing
with regard to the salt campaigu: Qandhi strews salt on the
tail of the British lion, but the lion roars, and it can be seen
that its whole body is covered with sores; a handiul of salt
Is enough to make the majestic animal 'roar and rear. It
would be the grcatest possible error to iail to grasp the
objectively revolutionary importance of the situation created
in India by the whole of the previous struggles of the wore
king class, and by the policy of English imperialism, merely.
because the helm of the movement is outwardly in the hands
of the national reformists. Had the counter-revolutionary
trend of Gandhi and his intentions gained the upper hand of
the objectively revolutionary importance of the movement,
and had the really revolutiomtry elements therefore turned
tlieir backs on the movement, then thcy would have done
the national reformists the greatest service. The masses of

- the workers and petty bourgeoisie, formaliy the followers

of the national reformists, have been shown by facts to have
imparted a revolutionary character to a movement which was’
initiated as a purely reformist one, and to have exceeded
the limits drawn for the movement by the national reformists.

For those same masscs who demonstrate today with a
handiul of salt, will tomorrow attack the salt stores and

“take up the fight against the soldiers of Euglish wmperialism.

Under the influence of the revolutionary movement of the
prolctariat and of the city petty bourgeoisie, a peasant moves«
ment is beginning to develope, and the Indian army is be«
ginning to crumble. The movement is beginning to get¢ beyond
the control of the national reformists. The national-revolutio-
nary camp must place itself at its head. Such a camp will
inevitably be formed. Every necessary social element exists.
The history of the movemnent from 1919 till 1921 has not
failed to leave its traces among the masses. The fact alone
that Motilal Nehru and Gandhi have becn forced to hide
their policy behind ‘Jawaharlal Nehru, the president of the
Independence League, whose pseudo-radicalism has made himn
popular, proves in itself that cven the lcaders of the national
reformists take into account the distrust of the masscs, that
is, their political expcricnce. Every treacherous step taken
by the national reformists adds to the political experience
of the masses, and accelerates the separation of the national-
revolutionary elements from the national reformists.

This situation sets the working class of India great tasks,
It must create a proletarlan mass party, it must conquer the
hegemony over the peasantry and the city pctty bourgeoisie.
It can attain this aim by combining the soclal struggle of
these strata with the polltical struggle for [iberation from
the yoke of English imperialism. The Indian communists are
faccd with the questions of an agrarian program, of the
attitude to be adopted to the slogan of dominion status, the
questions «° the methods of revolutionary struggle, which
they, aided by the experience gained in the Russian and
Chinese revolutions, but taking fully into account the con-
ditions in India, must solve. These solutions can have nothing
in commmnon with the Menshevist confusion of Roy.
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