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The Indian Revolution and the 
Nationalist Leaders 

By V. CHATTOPADHYAYA 

AT a secret m eeting of the All-India C on-
. gress C ommittee, of whose three hun-

dred m embers over one hundred already are 
in prison, it was resolved to sti ffen the strug
gle against British imperial ism by resort ing 
to the n on-payment of taxes and by intensi
fyi ng the boycott of Bri tish goods. And the 
C ongress C ommittee in the provinces and 
villages are carrying out the mandate of their 
Executive to the best of t heir ability. 

Meanwhile the great C ongress leaders can 
i!J. n o way be regarded as sincere. T hey have 
taken up the slogan of independen ce outward
ly, because otherwise they would have lost 
their hold on the masses immediately and 
because they were astute enough to realize 
that it is only with the help of the revolu
tionary mass movement that they can obtain 
acceptable concessions from Brit ish imperial
Jsm. 

For the purposes o.f the bourgeois leaders, 
the C ongress m ovem ent was divided into two 
parts. T he Civil Disobedience campaign was 
to be under the di ctatorial guidance of G an
dhi, who was empowered to nominate his 
successors in the · leadership, while the C on
gress itself was under the leadership of its 
President, now P andit M otilal Nehru. 

T his division of labor has proved to be 
ve ry w ise and convenient. J awaharlal Nehru 
is in prison for the t r ivial offense of having 
violated the salt laws, and h is f ather M oti
lal, w ho has succeeded him, has maintained 
a som ewhat susoicious silence during the 
whole campaign. 

The m ore one st udies the I ndian politi cal 
si tuation the more one is forced to the con
clusion that the C ongress leaders are anxious 
to enter into negotiations with the govern
ment as soon as possible. T his is not at all 
surpnsmg. Not only did they never in tend 

to partJCJpate in a r eally r evolutionary mass 
movem ent, but they never even wanted m
dependence or believed that it was more de
sirable than a " responsible" place within the 
British Empire. It is instructive in this r e
spect to recall the r ecent history of the chie f 
C ongress leaders. 

A bove all , G andhi himself. His f amous 
letter to his " dear friend," the Vice roy, left 
no doubt as to his definit ion of the word 
independence. That was on the eve of launch- -
ing his salt campaign. But that his . view 
has never changed is proved by his own arti
cles in his p~per Y oung I ndia, in which ir, the 
issue of April 24th, i. e. 18 days aft er he had 
begun his campaign f or "independence," 
G andhi stated : 
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"The present campaign is not design-
ed to establish independence, but to arm 
the people to establish Swaraj." 

H is successor, the old Abbas Tyabji, was 
a political non entity who never declared him
self for independence, and since he too was 
given the usual C ongress term of imprison
m ent of six months, the leadership has f allen 
to M rs. Saraj ini Naidu. T his f act alone suf
fi ces to show the political standard of the 
C ongress leaders. When the L abor Congress 
passed the resolution on independence, she 
and D r. Ansari declared that they consider
ed that resolution to be against the interests 
of the " country." 

M rs. Naidu, however, is a mere puppet 
who is placed in charge of the theatrical 
side of the campaign, while the wiser and 
cleverer heads are keeping their hands free 
f or negotiations with the imperialist govern
m ent. Among the most important C ongress 
leaders who are in touch with the Viceroy 
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through the back door are Motilal N ehru, 
Patel and Mohammed Ali. 

The way in which these negotiatwns are 
managed is shown by the history of the no
torious Delhi Manifesto of last November 
which was signed not only by Motilal N i?hru 
and Gandhi, but also by the advocate of 
independence, J awaharlal Nehru. 

Writing immediately af ter the Delhi meet
ing at which the Manifesto was issued, the 
Tribune of Lahore pointed out the role play
ed by Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru, the agent of 
L ord Irwin. Sapru was "receiving frequent 
communications from the Viceroy" during 
the Delhi meeting, and he influenced Mo
tilal Nehru and Gandhi, who in their turn 
brought pressure to bear on J awaharlal. 

The same T ej Bahadur Sapru has been 
continually at work again not onlv to bring 
about the All-Parties' Conference which met 
at Bombay on May 16th, but to act as a go
between between Motilal and Lord Irwin. 
Motilal has never' concealed his opinion that 
he prefers dominion status to independence, 
nor does anyone suppose that the astute law
yer does not realize the real danger of the 
mass movement to his class. 

A number of "distinguished" Indians are 
expected in London early in June, the date 
of their arrival almost coinciding with the 
publication of the first volume of the Simon 
Commission's report. Among these Indians 
is also Pandit Motilal Nehru. The M ahratta 
of Poona, a nationalist weekly, writes in its 
issue of April 27th: 

"Pandit Motilal's projected visit to 
England is the topic of much banter, 
not altogether r-ood-natured, in the press. 
With Pandit N ehru in London, there 
is no knowing what turn Indian politics 
and the Gandhi campaign may take . 
Last time Pandit was there, he was far 
from revolutionary in his political out
look." 

"As for Patel, who is the friend and ac
tual representative of Gandhi, there can be 
no doubt whatsoever as to his real aims. When 
ht remained in the Legislative Assembly in 
disobedience of the Congress mandate, when 

he then suddenly resigned from the position 
of speaker of the Assembly, when he ad
dressed his letters to the Viceroy and began 
his boycott of foreign cloth - he had but 
one object in view, and that was to enhance 
his own popularity and importance in order 
to make it easier to betray the movement. 

In his second letter to the Viceroy, Patel 
says: 

"It is true that the Congress has now 
adopted complete independence as its ob
ject, but I am not without hope, if 
with any further delay India is 
offered complete responsible government 
within the British . Commonwealth of 
Nations, she would be prepared to accept 
it, and perhaps such responsible govern
ment is more to her advantage than iso- _ 
lated independence." 

And the Mohammedan elements that were 
the allies of Gandhi a few years ago, are 
now openly against independence. Their 
leader and spokesman, Mohammed Ali, wir
ed to the Viceroy a couple of days before 
Gandhi's arrest, advising the government to 
come to terms with Gandhi. He has now 
asked permission to visit Gandhi in prison 
and there is no doubt that he will persuade 
G andhi also to come to terms with the Vice
roy. This Mohammed Ali, who is actively 
working for Muslim participation in the com
ing negotiations, is at the same time clamor
ing for independence for the Arabian coun
tries! 

All these Congress leaders will take part 
in some form in the Round Table Confer
ence which has · been called to London on 
October 20th. The "Liberals" and the princes 
will also be there, together with the Right 
Honorable Srinivasa Sastri, the lackey who 
has done the dirtiest work for British im
perialism in South Africa. 

But special attention should be paid by the 
British working class to the Labor leaders 
who are also coming to London in June to 
betray the Indian workers and their splendid 
struggle for independence: N. M. Joshi, the 
man who broke up the Indian Trade Union 
movement and accepted a position on the im-
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perialist Whitley Commission set up by the 
Labor Government; Shiva Rao, the notorious 
theosophist- reformist, who has exercised so 
disastrous an influence on the labor move
ment in Madras, and S. C. Joshi, the secre
tary of the G.I.P. Railway Employees' Un
ion, who betrayed the splendid r ailway strike. 

The presence in Europe of these three 
enemies of the working class, at the same 
time as the political representatives of the 
landlords and the bourgeoisie, is a clear proof 

I c 

that a betrayal of the Indian revolution is 
being planned. 

The British labor traitors are delighted 
that an Indian L abor Committee has been 
formed in L ondon by Purcell to "look af
ter" their Indian colleagues, while they joint
ly devise schemes for selling the Indian work
ers to MacDonald's masters. The British 
workers must frustrate their plans by para
lyzing the MacDonald government and giv
ing more active support to the Indian work
ers and peasants in their struggle. 

01 

E ast Africans tn Revolt 
0 f recent months the dispatches from Kenya, British E ast Africa, tn spite of 

the careful censorship, have revealed a great and growing revolt of the biaL:.t,_ 
workers against their imperialist oppressors. There have been, as usual, alarmed ejacu
lations by the British governor about ccMoscow agents" and ((Communist agitators." 
It -is well, therefore, to examine the detailed and intensely interesting story :;f the 
K enya revolt of eight years ago, because upon that revolt the present movement arose. 
The following describes that movement most vividly.-EDITOR. 

M OST workers conceive of Kenya as a 
place where white settlers go to start 

farms, on which they grow coffee, sisal, 
wheat and maize, etc. 

It must be clearly understood that . all the 
land in Kenya is owned by the natives, having 
been acquired by them by hereditary right 
from time immemorial. In spite of this fact, 
the British Government has assumed that all 
land in Kenya comes under their direct con
trol (under Crown Lands Ordinance ) for 
disposal according to their discretion and, of 
ccurse preferably to wlnte settlers . 

In consequence of this attitude of the Gov
ernment, the former native owners of land 
in Kenya find themselves deprived of the 
land to which they had hitherto held all tra
ditional rights and title. In short, they are 
robbed. 

The native of K enya, in fact, all Africans 
-whether they have com e into contact with 
European civilization or not-prefer to live 
as their forebears have done, namely, in their 
villages, which are m ore or less self-support
ing. Their wants are few and their economic 
requirements are simple and easily supplied, 
in as much as they can grow their own food 
and rear their own cattle and sheep. This 
preference for a simple life is beyond the 
comprehension of the majority of Europeans, 
accustomed as they are to the more complex 
form of life in the West. 

"sUPERIORITY" FALSEHOOD 

What is not understood often leads to mis
conception, with the result that the white 
settlers think the mentality of the Africans is 
on a much lower level than their own. This 


