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Problems of the Revolution in India.

By Karl Radek.

I. Indian Capitalism and English Imperialism.

(Conclusion.)

In as far as this latter process is going on, it does not

signify the emancipation of India from paying tribute to English

imperialism, but the growth of its dependence and the increase

of this tribute, with the sole difference that the trading profit

is superseded by the industrial profit. The loans given by

European capitalists to the United States of America during

the capitalist youth of that country did not enslave America,

but accelerated its independent development into the greatest

capitalist power, for the proportion of these loans to the natio-

nal income of the young capitalist country, with its enormous

and growing home markets, was inconsiderable. Had English

capitalism not suffered as it has indubitably done since the

war, and had the extent of the English export of capital to

India been in accordance with those fantastic imaginings and

expectations which represent one of the bases of reformist

perspectives with regard to India, then this would have meant

the growth of India's independence of England, and not its

weakening. In view of the existing interweaving of the interests

of English imperialism and Indian feudalism, it would signify

the strengthening of that whole Asiatic-feudal-imperialist system

which is throttling India, and not the weakening of this system.

Finally, it must not be forgotten for a moment that Indian

policy is not made by some abstract class of historical ten-

dencies and subordinates itself to historical necessities, but by

a living English bourgeoisie in whose policy the gentlemen of

the "Indian Office", and the Colonial military and civil

bureaucracy, elements entirely at one with the ruling strata

of the English bourgeoisie, play a much greater rôle than all

the MacDonalds, even were we to assume that it has been

proved and we have no reason to do this that these

last are extremely anxious to improve the situation of the

Indian people. The Colonial bureaucrats and officers are

figthing not only for their high salaries, not only for those

200 million roubles of savings which they send year for year

to England. In their struggle against the policy of concessions

they can refer to such facts as that for instance, that whilst

Japan expends about 300 million roubles yearly (figures from

1926) for its fleet and army, India spends 600 million roubles

annually for its direct and indirect "defence" . 50 % of the

total Indian state expenditure is for the immediate purposes

of war. To this must be added the expenditure of a concealed

military character, such as the payment of state debts and

the building of railways, so that military expenditure, in the

opinion of the English financial experts, amounts to 70 % of

the Indian budget. Thus write the German reformists Schrader

and Furtwängler in their book "Das werktätige Indien" (Wor-

king India), (Berlin, 1929, p. 80). India pays not only for its

chains, but to a considerable extent for the defence of British

interests in the East. India signifies the basis of English

imperialism in the East, and English imperialism will protect

this basis to the utmost of its power.

*

*

*

All the promises made by the English goverment, where

these go beyond the extension of local self administration, or

of the increased participation of the leaders of the Indian bour-

geoisie in the administration of India, are pure swindle. The

solution of Dominion Status for India, that is, the placing of

India in the same position as Canada, Australia, and South

America, is simply Utopian. The Conservative die-hards who

admit this speak the truth, and the Liberals and the Labour

Party people who maintain the contrary are either fools or

hypocrites. The position of the English dominions is that of

practically independent small countries in which chiefly English

capital has built up the economy, in which the bourgeoisie

is mainly English, and whose essential character is that of

an extension of the British Empire. Where they have not been

able to protect themselves (for instance Australia against Ja-

pan) they have agreed to certain restrictions of their indepen-

dence with respect to their foreign policy, and have gran-

ted certain privileges to English imperialism, which has

however not interfered in any way in their internal affairs,

nor lived at their expense. In proportion as the Australian

and Canadian bourgeoisie have developed their own indu-

stries, they have resisted the attemps of English imperialism

to find a means of escape from its eeconomic difficulties at

their expense. It was these attempts to league the Dominions

more closely with the Motherland which shipwrecked Joe

Chamberlain's policy, and which will shipwreck the policy

of Beaverbrook and Mond, who are striving to renew Cham

berlain's effort in the present acuter stage of the crisis of Bri

tish imperialism. The Dominions, under the influence of the

growth of the world power of the United States, have turned

to the money market of New York, and in 1921 they helped

the United States to force England to abandon the alliance

with Japan. The Dominions have developed towards com-

plete independence. Dominion Status for India would signify

first of all an onset against the unbearable war burdens now

crushing it, and a struggle for the replacement of English

bureaucracy by Indian. Gandhi himself found himself obliged,

in his ultimatum to the Viceroy, to demand inter alia a 50%

reduction of the war expenditure and of the salaries of the

higher English bureaucracy, and this although Gandhi is noto-

riously of the opinion that the interests of the Indian bourgeoisie

render the maintenance of the connection with England necess-

ary. The weakening of the rule of British imperialism in India

would signify such a weakening of feudal imperialist positions

in India that the next day would raise the question, if not imme-

diately of the liquidation, at least of the bridling of the whole

regime of feudal imperialist exploitation, the question of the

transference of the bureaucratic administration of India, scantily

covered with the figleaf of legislative institutions participated in

by representatives of 3% of the population, at least into the

hands of bourgeois democracy. India as Dominion would signify

that English imperialism makes the Indian people a present of

nine tenths of the independence of India. It is possible to gain,

complete independence by fighting for it, but it is not possible

to be given the half or nine tenths of independence as a present,

This being the actual position, a fresh outbreak of oppo-

sition againt English imperialism was inevitable, even on the

part of the national reformist bourgeoisie of India, which

strangled the revolution of 1922, and is ready to betray another

hundred revolutions. That Indian bourgeoisie which betrayed

the revolution of 1922, and broke off the struggle in its fear of

that revolution, expects concessions from English imperialism;

but it has not even been permitted to take part in the Simon

Commission for the investigation of the situation in India. This

is tantamount to telling it that it is the object, and not the sub-

ject, of English policy. It has not been allowed to secure a

majority for the Indian National Congress representing the

interests of the Indian bourgeoisie, in the conference of the

"Round Table" which is to be assembled to confer on the

question of India's new constitution. It has been told : English

imperialism is not going to alter its social basis in India; it has

complete faith only in the feudal lords, the princes, the com

pradore bourgeoisie. And finally, after MacDonald had com-

manded the Viceroy, Lord Irwin, on 31st October 1929, to

dangle before the eyes of the Indian bourgeoisie the Fata

Morgana of Dominion Status, he was obliged to declare in

Parliament, when pressed against the wall by the Conserva-

tives, that there is no change impending in English policy in

India. The prophecy contained in the resolution of the Com-

intern has proved true in every respect :

"The independence of the country in relation to imperia-

lism, being to the advantage of the whole colonial people.

corresponds also to the interests of the national bourgeoisie.

but is in irreconcilable contradiction to the whole nature of

the imperialist system. Various native capitalists, it is true,

are by their immediate interests to the great extent bound

by numerous threads to imperialist capital. Imperialism is

able directly to bribe a considerable portion of them (it may

be even a greater portion than heretofore) and to create a

definite Compradore position. a position of intermediary

trader, subexploiter or observer over the enslaved population.
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But the position of slave owner, of monopolist supreme ex-

ploiter, imperialism reserves for itself alone.

Independent rule, a future of 'free' people this imperia-

lism will never voluntarily yield to the national bourgeoisie.

In this respect, the contradiction of interests between the

national bourgeoisie of the colonial country and imperialism

is objectively of a radical character. In this respect, imperia-

lism demands capitulation on the part of the national bour-

geoisie.

The native bourgeoisie, as the weaker side, again and

again capitulates to imperialism. Its capitulation, however, is

not final as long as the danger of class revolution on the

part of the masses has not become immediate, acute and

menacing."

This is how history actually puts the question to the Indian

ourgeoisie-capitulation or struggle. It has not been able to

capitulate immediately, not only because this would have signi-

red the complete renunciation of the defence of its capitalist

Interests, but because it would have signified the loss of the

eadership over the petty bourgeoisie of the cities and over the

peasantry, and a direct surrender of the hegemony to the

proletariat.

In our next article we shall deal with the inner class

relationships in India, which are impetuously breaking down the

confines of the national reformist struggle against imperialism.

In this question too the resolution of the VI. World Congress

foresaw all the difficulties facing the Indian communists, and

laiddown the correct tactical line to be adopted.
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THE LABOUR MOVEMENT

The Woollen Strike in Great Britain.

By W. Rust (London).

The great strike of the woollen workers has entered a new

↑ and decisive stage marked by the growing power of the Central

Strike Committee and a new desperate attempt on the part of

the Labour Government, trade Union bureaucracy and

employers to deal a heavy blow at the strike and to drive the

workers back.

The taking of a ballot was one of the means employed by

the trade union officials in order to spread confusion and

defeatism. At the same time the officials made a further offer

to accept the MacMillan Award (a wage cut of approximately

10%) spread over several months.

The result of the ballot, which was confined to members

of the trade unions, extremely discomfited the bureaucrats, for

inthe eight weeks of the struggle 67 % of the workers voted

for continuuing the struggle. In some unions the percentage

was much higher, e. g., no less than 81% of the members of

the National Woolsorters Society voted for remaining on

strike.

This result is all the more significant in view of the fact

that the ballot papers were worded in a confusing fashion and

the union officials made a big effort to get a majority for cal-

ling off the strike.

Following upon the declaration of the ballot result a
meeting of trade union bureaucrats was held, at which it was

decided to dissolve the National Association of Unions in the

Textile Trade and to give the constituent unions the right to

conclude whatever agreements they can.

Thismovemeans the abandonment of all claims to a collec-

tive agreement and gives the bureaucracy of each union bigger

Opportunities of carrying through strike breaking manoeuvres.

Three unions have now definitely decided to call off the strike,

including the Woolcombers Society which organises the key
men of the

industry.

But the strike goes on under the leadership of the revo-

lutionary Central Strike Committee, which has been demon-

strated to be the real leader of the strike.

The trade union officials are assisted by the social-facist

violence against pickets and demonstrators and by the "good

offices " of the representatives of the Ministry of

latest moves, the strikers have eight weeks experience behind

them and the bulk of the strikers in Shipley and Bradford

are still firm.

The whole situation was fully discussed at the last meeting

of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Creat

Britain, and a comprehensive resolution was adopted.

The Central Committee took as its starting point the revo-

lutionary character of the struggle and its significance as a

struggle against the Labour Government under revolutionary

leadership. The specific revolutionary characteristics of the

strike were stated to be:

1) It is a mass offensive strike in which masses of wor-

kers for the first time stand under the revolutionary leader-

ship of the Communist Party and Minority Movement. This

is the outstanding feature of the strike showing the develop-

ment of a new phase of the class struggle on a higher plane

than hitherto, the growth of the revolutionary consciousness

of the working class. It is a great victory for the Communist

Party hastening the development of a mass Party able to lead

the working class in the revolutionary class battle.

2) It takes place in a basic industry, which is in a state

of permanent crisis; during the world economic crisis and a

growing political and economic crisis in the British Empire.

3) It is conducted in the teeth of the attack of the Labour

Government and is marked by a breaking through of the com-

bined forces of the Labour Government, employers and union

officials and shows a marked decline in the influence of re-

formism over masses of workers.

In appraising the situation and laying down what must

be done in order to lead the strike to victory the Central Com-

mittee did not hesitate to expose all opportunist tendencies,

specifically condemned the mistakes made and whilst empha-

sising the need for a more systematic fight against the main

danger, which comes from the right, it also showed the need

for the fight against the "left" sectarianism which has shown

dangerous forms.

Without question the Party has pursued a correct politi-

cal line, come forward as the independent leader of the wor-

king class and made a determined effort to apply the tactics

of the united front. Serious mistakes have been made, however,

in the application of the line.

The chief right mistake of the leadership of the Party has

been the serious under-estimation of the radicalisation of the

masses and their willingness to struggle. This was shown

in the insufficient attention given to the preparations for the

struggle, the failure to send adequate forces to Yorkshire, and

the fact that the "Daily Worker" did not conduct a systematic

woollen textile campaign.

The "Strike Now" slogan advanced by the Party leader-

ship in the preparatory period was the "Left" reflection of this

right mistake, a typical example of the substition of bold

phrases for mass work. This mistake gravely hindered the

preparations for strike action in the mills.

The gravest weakness in the present situation is the failure

to consolidate the influence of the revolutionary Central Strike

Committee by the formation of strike committees on a mill

basis and the development of the Minority Movement.

The importance of the committees has been greatly under-

estimated and a passive resistance has been displayed by many

comrades, shown in a tendency to place mill committees in

contradiction with other forms of mass work, to regard mass

demonstrations and picketing as a substitute for the com-

mittees and to excuse the neglect of this work on the grounds

that sufficient revolutionary propaganda had not been carried

out.

Opinions have been expressed which show a misunder-

standing of the social-fascist role of the trade union officials,

shown for example, in the conception that the bureaucrats

have been driven by mass pressure to fight against the em-

ployers and on the other hand that reformism has little or no
influence.

Consequently, insufficient attention has been devoted to

the detailed and systematic exposure of the treacherous ma-

noeuvres of the trade union bureaucracy.

There has been a marked tendency on the part of some

comrades to leap ahead of the masses and to indulge in revo-

lutionary phrasemongering such as describing the strike as

the lordly RamsayexacDonald is talking about "intervening ". "a struggle for power ", issuing calls for mass political strikes
On the other hand the political issues are becoming

clearer to the masses and are made still clearer by these
and idle talk about the formation of new unions.

This "left" sectarianism was shown very sharply by the


