
Freedom's Battle
BY V. K. KRISHNA MENON

WHAT is the role of the Indian and other
colonial peoples in the titanic struggle
that now rages?

The embattled ranks of the free Soviet
people, their formidable weapons, their
impenetrable armour of steel and will,
hold in deadly combat the ruthless and
aggressive might of Nazi imperialism.
That eighteen hundred mile battle-front
witnesses not only the most gigantic en-
gagements in human history and great
feats of daring and strategy, but the
grim determination of a united people,
who give battle or scorch their earth to
destroy Fascism so that it may never rise
again.

The attack on the Soviet. Union
aroused the spontaneous solidarity of
vast sections of people in every country
in the world, not excluding those now
part of the greater Reich. Germans and
Finns, goaded into battle by their Nazi
masters, have deserted and sought their
liberation in the-ranks of the " enemy."
Not Quislings, not traitors or hirelings,
but pronounced anti-Fascists and demo-
crats lead this response.

Nowhere has this response been more
spontaneous, more extensive or more
deep-sprung than among the colonial
peoples. Subject ; they yearn and strive
passionately for freedom which to them
is the greatest of all realities. To them
the victory of the Soviet Union is not
merely the hope of freedom, but the
guarantee of its achievement. They real-
ise that the Soviet people have unfail-
ingly recognised the common interests of
the peoples of the world. The passions
of deadly war have not shaken the Soviet
people in this basic knowledge and
belief; their leaders have proclaimed
that the Soviet Union has faithful allies
among the peoples of the world, not ex-
cluding the German people. The subject
people know that the U.S.S.R. has no
imperialist interests, she wages no war
on any people, and covets no territories.
Where rulers and exploiters have led
people into war against the Soviet Union,
she has brought the conflict to a vic-

t o r i o u s conclusion not only for herself,
but for the people of the other country,
whom she has often liberated.

The Soviet Union has consistently
championed the struggles for national
independence and the autonomy of

nationalities. Her own liberation from
Tsarist tyranny and the dawn of a fuller
life for 180 million people, not "welded "
into a " nation," but members of a free
and powerful fraternity, has given great
inspiration to the colonial peoples, and
stirred the masses in these oppressed
lands to new hopes and sustained en-
deavour. It has also inspired and en-
abled national movements of liberation
to recognise their role and seek to play
their part in a freer world and in the
world struggle for people's freedom.

In India, ihe national movement has
reached a high stage of political develop-
ment. It commands the allegiance of the
overwhelming majority of the Indian
people. It offers fearless and unremit-
ting resistance to imperial domination.
It has well defined objectives. It has
maintained and advanced national unity
in India in :he face of all attacks and
subterfuges by interested parties.

This alone would not, however, entitle
it to claim political maturity in the
present-day world. The clear recogni-
tion that the national struggle is part
of the struggle for a freer world, that
India and her people, even though
powerless to commit or to control their
government, must declare themselves in
relation to world affairs is integral to the
policies and programmes of the Indian
national movement.

The rise of Fascism in Europe and
Asia, its depredations and its allies, its
increasing threat, actual and .potential,
to the peoples of the world, aroused deep
concern in India. Soon—and sooner
than in most countries of the West—it
resulted in decisive alignments and pro-
digious mass acjivity. The participation
in the world anti-Fascist front became
integral to policy, which attained increas-
ing clarity in formulation as the world
struggle developed. Their hostility to
Fascism has been enduring and intense.
The support of the peoples' struggle
in China and Spain and the mass
solidarity with those peoples is one
of the major chapters of recent
Indian history. Equally, the Indian
people have declared their determination
to resist imperialist war or commitments
imposed on them without their consent
and free co-operation.

In September, 1939, the British Gov-
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ernment declared India a belligerent
country without consent or consultation,
thus deliberately flouting public opinion.
Legislation in Parliament and Ordinances
in India further restricted the narrow
sphere and competence of the provincial
governments and substantially increased
the enormous powers of the Viceroy.
The numerous Ordinances promulgated
affect every aspect of Indian life and
provide for extreme penalties. In a few
weeks, thousands of men and women of
the National peasant and working class
movement were rounded and put into
prison, although no general resistance
had been declared.

The Congress asked the British gov-
ernment, on the 14th September, 1939,
to declare its purposes and to apply to
India and to the colonial peoples the
principles of liberty and national Inde-
pendence to vindicate which it claimed
to be waging war against the Nazis.
There is no section of Indian opinion
that is not anti-Nazi, and none more
passionately so than the popular move-
ments. Even the British Government
and other detractors have repeatedly ad-
mitted that the Indian people are pas-
sionately anti-Fascist.

Nazi-propaganda has found Indian
soil barren. The Fuhrer-von-Indian,
now in an internment camp, stumped the
country, thanks to official benevolence.
Sir Reginald Maxwell, of the Indian
Government, considers even now that
the Nazis are better people than the
brave Indian anti-Fascists whom it has
put into concentration camps. The pro-
Fascist elements in India are to be found
among the young bloods of the Euro-
pean Associations and in other high
places. It is they who have been
armed—virtually a private army of a
class.

The British Government, however,
rode roughshod over Indian opinion, re-
fused every reasonable request, imposed
more Ordinances and behaved as though
this war was its exclusive concern!
There was no pretence in India that it
was a people's war! Indeed, British
Statesmen spoke of the " freedom of
Europe."

In the twelve months which followed
the declaration of India's belligerency,
the Indian national movement strove
patiently and tenaciously to obtain the
release of the forces of freedom in-India.
Yet the Government ignored the vital
claim of the Indian people that they were

entitled to play their part as a free
people in world affairs. It chose to rely
on the time-honoured weapons, coercion,
" divide and rule," misrepresentation,
and on its Quislings.

Having rejected the proposals of the
Indian National Congress, the Govern-
ment fell back on its discredited devices,
and offered a plan for enlarging the
Viceroy's Executive Council by the ap-
pointment of representatives of the
" great political parties " to it. It also
proposed an advisory committee of a
larger size to enable India to assist in
the war effort. The Congress ignored
the British proposal, other political par-
ties expressed disappointment and anger.
Months passed, the scheme had no spon-
sors or supporters in India. Autocracy,
which had obtained now over the larger
part of India, increased coercion for war
purposes, more imprisonments and sup-
pression continued.

The final break between the Congress
and the Government could not be post-
poned. In October, 1940, Congress em-
barked on civil disobedience, severely
restricted at first, and later extended, but
only by selected individuals. Nehru was
arrested and sentenced to four years' im-
prisonment for speeches made to the peas-
antry at Gorakhpur, " illiterate villagers
and therefore highly inflamable
material," said the Magistrate. Others
followed, almost all leaders of the Con-
gress, former Congress Ministers and the
majority of Congress members of legis-
latures. In a few months the number
swelled, though resistance was still
strictly controlled by Mr. Ghandi, and
at fhe end of May there were twenty
thousand men and women in prison for
their advocacy of the Congress cause.
In addition there are over 800 in con-
centration camps, among them well-
known Socialists and Communists;
Hindus, Moslems, men and women, stu-
dents, peasants, workers, leaders, follow-
ers, and every one of them a convinced
anti-Fascist. The penalisation of
opinion, of pro-Soviet views, of agitation
for improvement of standards of life and
wages of workers, restrictions on the *
Press, and an insistently directed hos-
tility to working class, Communist, stu-
dent and peasant leaders is a feature of
the nation-wide repression that now ob-
tains.

Such is the disastrous spectacle that
is the consequence of British policy in
India to-day. Men who should be lead-
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ing the fight against Xazrsin are in
British prisons, those who could tnohr
Use the vital forces of freedom in India
for world freedom are languishing in

—- jails and concentration camps, subject to
^ humiliation and much cruelty.

This does not complete the picture.
More and heavier burdens have been
placed on the peasantry. Price fixing
Ordinances hil the producers hard while
the cost of living rises and the prices of
imported goods soar. The war effort
sees India selling raw material at con-
trolled prices and buying imported goods

, &t high prices. Raw produce such as
jute, corn and grain lie unsold and un-
•exported owing to the loss of markets
and Ordinance regulations. Distress in-
creases. Large scale strikes and peasant
demonstrations have vastly increased. In
spite of the war and the great needs of
war production, Indian industrial de-

.yelopment is surprisingly limited, taking
all-round figures.

* All this is not the picture of an un-
happy past which we may, without loss

! forget, but is the stark reality. It is
believed that the British Government,

I having failed to secure any support for
its plan in India, is about to impose it. *
It may then be proclaimed to the world
that Indian co-operation has now been
secured, but facts will contradict the
claim. The Government plan is as futile
as it is dangerous.

Meanwhile, world events move with
unprecedented rapidity. No event in
our time so emphatically proclaims the
compelling nature of the new situation
as the Anglo-Soviet Alliance. There have
been Russo-British alliances before, open
and secret. Some of them are the more
sinister chapters of European history.
They were the alliances of two empires
(and of Royal relations) against a newer
and more energetic rival. An alliance
between the Soviet Union and Britain
is a fundamentally different arrangement.
Indeed, it was this difference that stood
so adamantly in the way of such an
alliance in the days prior to the war and
made the opposition to it their corner
stone of Imperial foreign policy and in-

sisted on its maintenance till the entire
world situation was transformed by the
Soviet Union leaping to arms as the
effective champion of resistance to
Nazism in its path of world Empire.
Britain is not now in alliance with the

* The forecast here given was borne out
by Mr. Amery's announcement in par-
liament on 22nd July.

Russia of the Czars, not with another
empire who equally seeks with the defeat
of a rival imperialism, but wilh a mighty
people's .State, which is the antithesis of
Empire. The Soviet Union seeks no
territories or imperial gains of trade or
commerce or colonisation. The ci1 ilisa-
tion which it is fighting to defend is in-
compatible with the domination of
peoples at home or abroad, or with parti-
cipation in world imperialism. \U role
is as that of the leader and the bulwark
of the people against world empire,
which is Hitler's objective. It transforms
the character of the world struggle to
the colonial peoples.

Nazi imperialism has hurled itself
against the mightiest bulwark which
stands between it and world domination.
Its challenge summons the peoples of
the world to action. It calls for the full-
est mobilisation of all the forces of free-
dom everywhere. Nowhere are those
forces so vital, so awaiting release, so
ready to take a place in the world-front
against Nazism as in India. The
Indian people are aware of the basic
purposes of the U.S.S.R. and her contri-
bution to world peace and national in-
dependence. They are conscious of the
newer and vital elements which have
now entered this world-battle. They
know that the battlefront is no mere
Russo-German battlefront. Their en-
slavement alone hampers the fulfilment
of the task which the world situation
demands from them. From this bon-
dage they must secure their release.
That release is no mere national ambi-
tion, it is no exclusive national concern
or destiny. I;: is part of common world

purposes.
Every practical consideration, every

moral argument, every reasonable cal-
culation points to the conclusion that
the emancipation of India is now su-
premely imperative. There are no insur-
mountable obstacles to the establishment
of free co-operation with India. It is too
late in the day to argue that there are
minorities which bar the establishment
of Independence. By that token Poland
Czechoslovakia and Syria would all be
condemned to subjection. Nor can it
be contended seriously that it takes
twenty-eight years to make a General
and that India, therefore, could not de-
fend herself. Soviet achievement, China
and Spain, and on the opposite side
France, in recent years, have discredited
this argument,

At this historic hour, freedom's battle
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calls for the fullest mobilisation of
Britain's moral and material resources.
It calls for the release of all the forces
now enchained, crippled or stultified by
narrow and sectional interests of privi-
lege, profit or empire.

The suppression of India is one of the
major factors in the present situation. It
diverts the energies of the British from
the field of the real battle of the British

people. !i confuses British purposes
and make.-, it less capable of that vside
acceptance which is imperative at this
juncture. It hampers the Indian people
from playing their significant part in the
world snuggle for people's freedom.

Release India'. Release India for
freedom's htittlel
July 20th. 194!.

The 'Daily Worker' and the
National Front

" A free Press is the unsleeping guardian
of every other right that free men prize:
it is the most dangerous foe of tyranny.
No wonder, then, that the great democra-
cies have always been quick to resent any
attempt to limit its independence or to
bring it under regulation. Sometimes, no
douhi. the liberty of the Press is abused.
but the ordinary process of the courts and
the frown of public opinion are. on the
whole, sufficient safeguards against muck-
raking and mischief.

" The newspapers, however, fail in their
duty when they allow either mass prejudice
or ihe fear of prosecution to prevent them
from printing what they believe to be the
truth." (Mr. Winston Churchill. Sundav
Chronicle. 12.1.1936).

THE MLRGING of the struggle of the
British and Soviet peoples against
German Fascism, described by Prime
Minister Churchill as a turning point in
the war, has given a marked impetus to
the strivings of the masses for the crea-
tion of an anti-Fascist front. One of
the first results of this development of
mass activity is an enormous and spon-
taneous strengthening of the demand for
Ihe lifting of the ban on the " Daily
Worker," which has become one of the
popular issues of the day. Even before
the Nazi attack on the Soviet Union, the
campaign against the ban, tenaciously
conducted by the " Daily Worker " De-
fence Leagues, had been gaining many
new adherents, especially among the
trade unions. On June 20th, the National
Committee of the Amalgamated Engin-
eering Union, composed of delegates re-
cently elected and representing 600,000
organised engineering workers, passed an
anti-ban resolution by 43 votes to 4.
After Hitler's attack on the Soviet
Union, this steadily growing movement
bursi into a storm of protest.

The lifting of the ban is no longer

BY
WILLIAM RUST

regarded as a political question which
concerns only the left-wing of the
Labour movement. The demand is sup-
ported by all those who believe that the
freedom of the Press is an essential con-
dition for the mobilisation of the people
in the fight against Fascism. This view
is strikingly expressed in the following
message from the Bishop of Bradford : —

" 1 am all in favour of the freedom of
the Press. I pass no criticism on the
banning of the " Daily Worker," since i
knew nothing of the circumstances which
led the Government to take that action at
the time. But I think it would be a
mistake to keep on the ban one moment
longer than is necessary. As an antagon-
ist to Fascism, open or concealed, in
Europe or in England, the "' Daily
Worker " can do great service to the
national cause, and it expresses a point of
view which, whether one agrees with it or
not. has a tight to be expressed now. when
every resource of British opinion against
Fascism should be mobilised in a struggle
which is more a struggle against a system
than against a people. I hope your protest
will help to convince the Government that
it is time for the ban on the " Daily
Worker " to be lifted."

Men and women in all walks of life
are in favour of the re-publication of
the paper. They include many Members
of Parliament and several Fleet Street
editors, as well as trade union leaders and
shop stewards. Such well-known literary
a.nd artistic figures as J.B. Priestley.
Augustus John, H. W. Nevinson and
Mrs. Cecil Chesterton have written to
the Press in favour of the ban being
raised. Several newspapers and journals
have come out editorially against the
ban, following the lead of the '' News
Chronicle." which is to-day making _a
powerful contribution to the anti-Fascist
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