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By JAWAHARLAL NEHRU

[ The Presidential Address of Jawaharlal Nehru to the Indian
National Congress which has just concluded its sessions at Lucknow
in April has aroused considerable discussion, and is likely to mark
an important stage in the development of the Indian national
movement. We print below the full text of the most important
sections. Reasons of space have compelled the omission of a
number of sections, including passages of considerable interest on
the Indian States and on the communal question.

After a personal introduction, which is here omitted, the speech
begins with a survey of the position of the Indian national struggle
in the world situation.]

SIXTEEN years ago we took a new and long step converting this
Congress from an ineffective body, feebly functioning amongst the
upper classes, into a powerful democratic organisation with its

roots in the Indian soil and the vast masses who live on it. A handful
of our old friends, representing an age and a class which had had its day,
left us, fearful of this democratic upsurge, and preferring the shelter and
protection of British imperialism to joining hands with the new vital
forces which convulsed the country and struggled for freedom. Historic-
ally, they lapsed into the past. But we heard the rumbling of those
forces and, for the moment, lined up with them and played a not unworthy
part in current history. We sensed the new spirit of mass release, of
psychological escape from the cramping effects of long subjection ; we
gloried in the breaking of the mental bonds that encompassed us. The
exhilaration of being in tune with the masses and with world forces came
upon us and the feeling that we were the agents of historic destiny.

The Indian National Struggle and the World Situation
We were engrossed in our national struggle and the turn it took bore

the powerful impress of our great leader and of our national genius. We
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were hardly conscious then of what was happening outside. And yet
our struggle was but part of a far wider struggle for freedom, and the
forces that moved us were moving millions of people all over the world
and driving them into action. All Asia was astir from the Mediterranean
to the Far East, from the Islamic West to the Buddhist East ; Africa
responded to the new spirit ; Europe, broken up by the war, was struggling
to find a new equilibrium. And right across a vast area in Europe and
Asia, in the Soviet territories, a new conception of human freedom and
social equality fought desperately against a host of enemies. There were
great differences in the many aspects of this freedom struggle all over the
world and we were misled by them and did not see the common back-
ground. Yet if we are to understand these varied phenomena, and derive
a lesson from them for our own national struggle, we must try to see and
understand the whole picture. And if we do so we cannot fail to observe
an organic connection between them which endures through changing
situations. If once we grasp this organic bond, the world situation
becomes easier to understand and our own national problems take their
proper places in the wider picture. We realise then that we cannot
isolate India or the Indian problem from that of the rest of the world.

During the troubled aftermath of the Great War came revolutionary
changes in Europe and Asia, and the intensification of the struggle for
social freedom in Europe, and a new aggressive nationalism in the countries
of Asia. There were ups and downs, and sometimes it appeared as if
the revolutionary urge had exhausted itself and things were settling down.
But economic and political conditions were such that there could be no
settling down, the existing structure could no longer cope with these
new conditions, and all its efforts to do so were vain and fruitless. Every-
where conflicts grew and a great depression overwhelmed the world and
there was a progressive deterioration, everywhere except in the wide-
flung Soviet territories of the U.S.S.R., where, in marked contrast with
the rest of the world, astonishing progress was made in every direction.
Two rival economic and political systems faced each other in the world and,
though they tolerated each other for a while, there was an inherent an-
tagonism between them, and they played for mastery on the stage of the
world. One of them was the capitalist order which had inevitably
developed into vast imperialisms, which, having swallowed the colonial
world, were intent on eating each other up. Powerful still and fearful
of war, which might endanger their possessions, yet they came into
inevitable conflict with each other and prepared feverishly for war. They
were quite unable to solve the problems that threatened them and help-
lessly they submitted to slow decay. The other was the new socialist
order of the U.S.S.R. which went from progress to progress, though often
at terrible cost, and where the problems of the capitalist world had ceased
to exist.
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Capitalism, in its difficulties, took to fascism with all its brutal suppres-
sion of what western civilisation had apparently stood for ; it became,
even in some of its homelands, what its imperialist counterpart had long
been in the subject colonial countries. Fascism and imperialism thus
stood out as the two faces of the new decaying capitalism, and though
they varied in different countries according to national characteristics
and economic and political conditions, they represented the same forces
of reaction and supported each other, and at the same time came into
conflict with each other, for such conflict was inherent in their very
nature. Socialism in the west and the rising nationalisms of the eastern
and other dependent countries opposed this combination of fascism and
imperialism. Nationalism in the East, it must be remembered, was
essentially different from the new and terribly narrow nationalism of
fascist countries ; the former was the historical urge to freedom, the latter
the last refuge of reaction.

Thus we see the world divided up into two vast groups to-day—the
imperialist and fascist on one side, the socialist and nationalist on the other.
There is some overlapping of the two and the line between them is difficult
to draw, for there is mutual conflict between the fascist and imperialist
Powers, and the nationalism of subject countries has sometimes a tendency
to fascism. But the main division holds and if we keep it in mind, it
will be easier for us to understand world conditions and our own place
in them.

Where do we stand then, we who labour for a free India ? Inevitably
we take our stand with the progressive forces of the world which are
ranged against fascism and imperialism. We have to deal with one
imperialism in particular, the oldest and the most far-reaching of the
modern world, but powerful as it is, it is but one aspect of world-imperial-
ism. And that is the final argument for Indian independence and for
the severance of our connection with the British Empire. Between
Indian nationalism, Indian freedom and British imperialism there can be
no common ground, and if we remain within the imperialist fold, whatever
our name or status, whatever outward semblance of political power we
might have, we remain cribbed and confined and allied to and dominated
by the reactionary forces and the great financial vested interests of the
capitalist world. The exploitation of our masses will still continue and
all the vital social problems that face us will remain unsolved. Even
real political freedom will be out of our reach, much more so radical
social changes.

Decay of British Imperialism

With the development of this great struggle all over the world we have
seen the progressive deterioration of many of the capitalist-imperialist-
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countries and an attempt at consolidation of the reactionary forces under
fascism or Naziism or so-called " national " governments. In India
the same process has been evident to us during these past years, and the
stronger the nationalist movement has grown, the more have efforts been
made by our imperialist rulers to break our ranks and to gather together
under their banner the reactionary elements in the country.

Meanwhile the decay of British imperialism in India becomes ever
more apparent. It cannot, by its very nature, solve our economic prob-
lems and rid us of our terrible poverty, which it has largely itself created.
It subsists on a normal fare of the fiercest repression and a denial of civil
and even personal liberty. It surrounds us with a wide network of spies
and, among the pillars of its administration, are the tribe of informers
and agents provocateurs and the like. Its services try to seek comfort
for their obvious deterioration and incompetence by perpetually singing
songs of mutual adulation. Argument gives place to the policeman's
baton and soldier's bayonet and prison and detention camp, and even
our extraordinary finances are justified by the methods of the bully.

A government that has to rely on the Criminal Law Amendment Act
and similar laws, that suppresses the press and literature, that bans
hundreds of organisations, that keeps people in prison without trial and
that does so many other things that are happening in India to-day, is a
government that has ceased to have even a shadow of a justification for
its existence. I can never adjust myself to these conditions, I find them
intolerable. And yet I find many of my own countrymen complacent
about them, some even supporting them, some, who have made the
practice of sitting on a fence into a fine art, being neutral when such
questions are discussed. And I have wondered what there was in com-
mon between them and me and those who think like I do. We in the
Congress welcome all co-operation in the struggle for Indian freedom ;
our doors are ever open to all who stand for that freedom and are against
imperialism. But they are not open to the allies of imperialism and the
supporters of repression and those who stand by the British Government
in its suppression of civil liberty. We belong to opposite camps.

The National Congress and the Masses

That is one side of the picture. What of us ? I have found a spirit
of disunion spreading over the land, a strange malaise, and petty conflicts
amongst old comrades growing ever bigger and interfering with all
activity. We have forgotten for the moment the larger ideals we stood
for and we quarrel over petty issues. We have largely lost touch with the
masses and, deprived of the life-giving energy that flows from them, we
dry up and weaken and our organisation shrinks and loses the power it
had.
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Our direct action struggles in the past were based on the masses, and
especially the peasantry, but the backbone and leadership were always
supplied by the middle classes, and this, under the circumstances, was
inevitable. The middle classes are a vague group or groups ; at the top,
a handful of them are closely allied to British imperialism ; at the bottom
are the dispossessed and other groups who have been progressively
crushed by economic circumstances and out of whose ranks come the
advanced political workers and revolutionaries ; in between are the
centre groups, which tend often to side with the advanced elements, but
which also have alliances with the upper groups and live in the hope of
joining their superior ranks. A middle class leadership is thus often a
distracted leadership, looking in two directions at the same time. In
times of crisis and struggle, when unity of aim and activity is essential,
this two-faced leadership is bound to injure the cause and to hold back
when a forward move is called for. Being too much tied up with property
and the goods of this world, it is fearful of losing them, and it is easier
to bring pressure on it and to exhaust its stamina. And yet, paradoxically,
it is only from the middle class intellectuals that revolutionary leadership
comes, and we in India know that our bravest leaders and our stoutest
comrades have come from the ranks of the middle classes. But by the
very nature of our struggle, these front-rank leaders are taken away and
the others who take their place tire and are influenced more by the static
element of their class. That has been very evident during our recent
struggle when our propertied classes were hit hard by the Government's
drastic policy of seizure and confiscation of monies and properties, and
were thus induced to bring pressure for the suspension of the struggle.

How is this problem to be solved then ? Inevitably, we must have
middle class leadership, but this must look more and more towards the
masses and draw strength and inspiration from them. The Congress
must be not only for the masses, as it claims to be, but of the masses ;
only then will it really be for the masses. I have a feeling that our relative
weakness to-day is due to a certain decay of our middle class elements
and our divorce from the people at large. Our policies and ideas are
governed far more by this middle class outlook than by a consideration
of the needs of the great majority of the population. Even the problems
that trouble us are essentially middle class problems, like the communal
problem, which have no significance for the masses.

This is partly due, I think, to a certain historical growth during the
last fifteen years to which we have failed to adapt ourselves, to a growing
urgency of economic problems affecting the masses, and to a rising masa
consciousness which does not find sufficient outlet through the Congress.
This was not so in 1920 and later when there was an organic link between
Congress and the masses, and their needs and desires, vague as they were,.
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found expression in the Congress. But as those needs and desires have
taken more definite shape, they have not been so welcome to other elements
in the Congress and that organic connection has gone. That, though
regrettable, is really a sign of growth and, instead of lamenting it, we must
find a new link and a new connection on a fresh basis which allows for
growth of mass consciousness within the Congress. The middle class
claim to represent the masses had some justification in 1920 ; it has much
less to-day, though the lower middle classes have still a great deal in
common with the masses.

Partly also our divorce from the people at large is due to a certain
narrowness of our Congress constitution. The radical changes made in it
fifteen years ago brought it in line with existing conditions then and it
drew in large numbers and became an effective instrument of national
activity. Though the control and background were essentially middle-
class and city, it reached the remotest village and brought with it political
and economic consciousness to the masses and there was widespread
discussion of national issues in city and village alike. One could feel the
new life pulsating through this vast land of ours and, as we were in harmony
with it, we drew strength from it. The intense repression by the Govern-
ment during later years broke many of our physical and outward bonds
with our countryside. But something more than that happened. The
vague appeal of earlier days no longer sufficed, and on the new economic
issues that were forcing themselves on us, we hesitated to give a definite
opinion. Worse even than the physical divorce, there was a mental
divorce between the middle class elements and the mass elements. Our
constitution no longer fitted in with changing conditions ; it lost its roots
in the soil and became a matter of small committees functioning in the air.
It still had the mighty prestige of the Congress name behind it and this
carried it a long way, but it had lost the living democratic touch. It became
a prey to authoritarianism and a battleground for rival cliques fighting for
control, and, in doing so, stooping to the lowest and most objectionable of
tactics. Idealism disappeared and in its place there came opportunism
and corruption. The constitutional structure of the Congress was unequal
to facing the new situation ; it could be shaken up anywhere almost by
a handful of unscrupulous individuals. Only a broad democratic basis
could have saved it and this was lacking.

Last year an attempt was made to revise the constitution in order to
get rid of some of these evils. How far that attempt has succeeded or
not I am not competent to judge. Perhaps it has made the organisation
more efficient but efficiency means little if it has no strength behind it,
and strength, for us, can only come from the masses. The present
constitution stresses still further the authoritarian side of the organisation,
and in spite of stressing rural representation does not provide effective
links with the masses.
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The real problem for us is, how in our struggle for independence we
can join together all the anti-imperialist forces in the country, how we
can make a broad front of our mass elements with the great majority
of the middle classes which stands for independence. There has been
some talk of a joint front, but so far as I can gather, this refers to some
alliance among the upper classes, probably at the expense of the masses.
That surely can never be the idea of the Congress and if it favours it, it
betrays the interests it has claimed to represent, and loses the very reason
for its existence. The essence of a joint popular front must be uncom-
promising opposition to imperialism, and the strength of it must inevitably
come from the active participation of the peasantry and workers.

Perhaps you have wondered at the way I have dealt at some length with
the background of international and national affairs and not touched so
far the immediate problems that fill your minds. You may have grown
impatient. But I am convinced that the only right way of looking at our
own problems is to see them in their proper place in a world-setting. I
am convinced that there is intimate connection between world events,
and our national problem is but a part of the world problem of capitalist-
imperialism.

The Aim of Socialism

I am convinced that the only key to the solution of the world's problems
and of India's problems lies in socialism, and when I use this word I do
so not in a vague humanitarian way but in the scientific, economic sense.
Socialism is, however, something even more than an economic doctrine ;
it is a philosophy of life and as such also it appeals to me. I see no way
of ending the poverty, the vast unemployment, the degradation and the
subjection of the Indian people except through socialism. That involves
vast and revolutionary changes in our political and social structure, the
ending of vested interests in land and industry, as well as the feudal and
autocratic Indian States system. That means the ending of private
property, except in a restricted sense, and the replacement of the present
profit system by a higher ideal of co-operative service. It means ulti-
mately a change in our instincts and habits and desires. .In short, it
means a new civilisation, radically different from the present capitalist
order. Some glimpse we can have of this new civilisation in the territories
of the U.S.S.R. Much has happened there which has pained me greatly
and with which I disagree, but I look upon that great and fascinating
unfolding of a new order and a new civilization as the most promising
feature of our dismal age. If the future is full of hope it is largely because
of Soviet Russia and what it has done, and I am convinced that, if some
world catastrophe does not intervene, this new civilisation will spread to
other lands and put an end to the wars and conflicts which capitalism feeds.
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I do not know how or when this new order will come to India. I
imagine that every country will fashion it after its own way and fit it in
with its national genius. But the essential basis of that order must remain
and be a link in the world order that will emerge out of the present chaos.

Socialism is thus for me not merely an economic doctrine which I favour;
it is a vital creed which I hold with all my head and heart. I work for
Indian independence because the nationalist in me cannot tolerate alien
domination ; I work for it even more because for me it is the inevitable
step to social and economic change. I should like the Congress to be-
come a socialist organisation and to join hands with the other forces in the
world who are working for the new civilisation. But I realise that the
majority in the Congress, as it is constituted to-day, may not be prepared
to go thus far. We are a nationalist organisation and we think and
work on the nationalist plane. It is evident enough now that this is too
narrow even for the limited objective of political independence, and so we
talk of the masses and their economic needs. But still most of us hesitate,
because of our nationalist backgrounds, to take a step which might frighten
away some vested interests. Most of those interests are already ranged
against us and we can expect little from them except opposition even in
the political struggle.

Much as I wish for the advancement of socialism in this country, I
have no desire to force the issue in the Congress and thereby create
difficulties in the way of our struggle for independence. I shall co-operate
gladly and with all the strength in me with all those who work for inde-
pendence even though they do not agree with the socialist solution. But
I shall do so stating my position frankly and hoping in course of time to
convert the Congress and the country to it, for only thus can I see it
achieving independence. It should surely be possible for all of us who
believe in independence to join our ranks together even though we might
differ on the social issue. The Congress has been in the past a broad
front representing various opinions joined together by that common bond.
It must continue as such even though the difference of those opinions
becomes more marked.

The Fight Against the Government of India Act

I come now to a question which is probably occupying your minds—
the new Act passed by the British Parliament and our policy in regard
to it. This Act has come into being since the last Congress met, but
even at that time we had had a foretaste of it in the shape of the White
Paper, and I know of no abler analysis of those provisions than that con-
tained in the presidential address of my predecessor in this high office.
The Congress rejected that proposed constitution and resolved to have
nothing to do with it. The new Act, as is well known, is an even more

C
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retrograde measure and has been condemned by even the most moderate
and cautious of our politicians. If we rejected the White Paper, what
then are we to do with this new charter of slavery to strengthen the bonds
of imperialist domination and to intensify the exploitation of our masses ?
And even if we forget its content for a while, can we forget the insult and
injury that have accompanied it, the contemptuous defiance of our wishes,
the suppression of civil liberties and the widespread repression that has
been our normal lot ? If they had offered to us the crown of heaven with
this accompaniment and with dishonour, would we not have spurned it
as inconsistent with our national honour and self-respect ? What then
of this ?

A charter of slavery is no law for the slave, and though we may perforce
submit for a while to it and to the humiliation of ordinances and the like,
inherent in that enforced submission is the right and the desire to rebel
against it and to end it. . . . To this Act our attitude can only be one
of uncompromising hostility and a constant endeavour to end it. How
can we do this ?

I think that, under the circumstances, we have no choice but to contest
the election to the new provincial legislatures, in the event of their taking
place. We should seek election on the basis of a detailed political and
economic programme, with our demand for a Constituent Assembly in
the fore-front. I am convinced that the only solution of our political
and communal problems will come through such an Assembly, provided
it is elected on an adult franchise and a mass basis. That Assembly will
not come into existence till at least a semi-revolutionary situation has been
created in this country and the actual relationships of power, apart from
paper constitutions, are such that the people of India can make their will
felt. When that will happen I cannot say, but the world is too much in
the grip of dynamic forces to-day to admit of static conditions in India or
elsewhere for long. We may thus have to face this issue sooner than we
might expect. But obviously, a Constituent Assembly will not come
through the new Act or the new legislatures. Yet we must press this
demand and keep it before our country and the world, so that when the
time comes we may be ripe for it. A Constituent Assembly is the only
proper and democratic method for the framing of our constitution, and
for its delegates then to negotiate a treaty with the representatives of the
British Government.

One of the principal reasons for our seeking election will be to carry
the message of the Congress to the millions of voters and to the scores
of millions of the disfranchised, to acquaint them with our future
programme and policy, to make the masses realise that we not only
stand for them but that we are of them and seek to co-operate with them
in removing their social and economic burdens. Our appeal and message
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will not be limited to the voters, for we must remember that hundreds
of millions are disfranchised and they need our help most for they are at
the bottom of the social ladder and suffer most from exploitation. We
have seen in the past widespread official interference in the elections;
we shall have to face that, as well as the serried and monied ranks of the
reactionaries. But the real danger will come from our toning down our
programme and policy in order to win over the hesitating and compromis-
ing groups and individuals. If we compromise on principles, we shall
fall between two stools and deserve our fall. The only right way and the
only safe way is to stand four-square on our own programme and to com-
promise with no one who has opposed the national struggle for freedom
in the past, or who is in any way giving support to British imperialism.

When we have survived the election, what then are we to do ? Office
or no office ? A secondary matter perhaps, and yet behind that issue lie
deep questions of principle and vital differences of outlook, and a decision
on that, either way, has far-reaching consequences. Behind it lies, some-
what hidden, the question of independence itself and whether we seek
revolutionary changes in India or are working for petty reforms under
the aegis of British imperialism. We go back again in thought to the clash
of ideas which preceded the changes in the Congress in 1920. We made a
choice then deliberately and with determination and discarded the old
sterile creed of reformism. Are we to go back again to that blind and
suffocating lane, after all these years of brave endeavour, and to wipe out
the memory of what we have done and achieved and suffered ? That is
the issue and let none of us forget it when we have to give our decision.

How has this question arisen ? If we express our hostility to the Act
and reject the entire scheme, does it not follow logically that we should
have nothing to do with the working of it and should prevent its function-
ing, in so far as we can ? To accept office and ministry, under the con-
ditions of the Act, is to negative our rejection of it and to stand self-con-
demned. National honour and self-respect cannot accept this position,
for it would inevitably mean our co-operation in some measure with the
repressive apparatus of imperialism, and we would become partners in
this repression and in the exploitation of our people. Of course we would
try to champion the rights of the people and would protest against re-
pression, but as ministers under the Act we could do very little to give
relief, and we would have to share responsibility for the administration
with the apparatus of imperialism, for the deficit budgets, for the sup-
pression of labour and the peasantry. It is always dangerous to assume
responsibility without power, even in democratic countries ; it will be
far worse with this undemocratic constitution, hedged in with safeguards
and reserved powers and mortgaged funds, where we have to follow the
rules and regulations of our opponents' making. Imperialism sometimes
talks of co-operation but the kind of co-operation it wants is usually known
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as surrender, and the ministers who accept office will have to do so at the
price of surrender of much that they might have stood for in public.
That is a humiliating position which self-respect itself should prevent
one from accepting. For our great national organisation to be party to
it is to give up the very basis and background of our existence.

There is only one straight course open to us, to go to the people with
our programme and make it clear to them that we cannot give effect to
the major items in it under present conditions, and therefore, while we
use the platform of the legislatures to press that programme, we seek to
end these imperialist bodies by creating deadlocks in them whenever we
are in a position to do so. Those deadlocks should preferably take place
on those programmes so that the masses might learn how ineffective for
their purposes are these legislatures.

We must never forget and never delude our masses into imagining,
that we can get any real power or real freedom through working these
legislatures. We may use them certainly to advance our cause to some
extent, but the burden of the struggle for freedom must fall on the masses,
and primarily, therefore, our effective work must lie outside these legisla-
tures. Strength will come from the masses and from our work among
them and our organisation of them

Broadening the Mass Basis of the Congress

I have referred previously to the growing divorce between our organisa-
tion and the masses. Our present Congress constitution is, I feel, not
helpful in developing these contacts or in encouraging enough the demo-
cratic spirit in its primary committees. These committees are practically
rolls of voters who meet only to elect delegates or representatives, and take
no part in discussion or the formation of policy.

It is interesting to read in that monumental and impressive record, the
Webbs' new book on Russia, how the whole Soviet structure is based on
a wide and living democratic foundation. Russia is not supposed to be a
democratic country after the Western pattern, and yet we find the essen-
tials of democracy present in far greater degree amongst the masses there
than anywhere else. The six hundred thousand towns and villages there
have a vast democratic organisation, each with its own soviet, constantly
discussing, debating, criticising, helping in the formulation of policy,
electing representatives to higher committees.

All this is of course utterly beyond us, for it requires a change in the
political and economic structure and much else before we can experiment
that way. But we can profit by that example still and try in our own
limited way to develop democracy in the lowest rungs of the Congress
ladder and make the primary committee a living organisation.
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An additional method for us to increase our contacts with the masses
is to organise them as producers and then affiliate such organisations
to the Congress or have full co-operation between the two. Such organisa-
tions of producers as exist to-day, such as trade unions and peasant
unions, as well as other anti-imperialist organisations could also be
brought within this sphere of mutual co-operation for the good of the
masses and for the struggle for national freedom. Thus Congress could
have an individual as well as a corporate membership, and retaining its
individual character, could influence, and be influenced by, other mass
elements

It seems to me necessary that the Congress should encourage the
formation of peasant unions as well as workers' unions, and co-operate
with such as already exist, so that the day-to-day struggle of the masses
might be carried on on the basis of their economic demands and other
grievances. This identification of the Congress with the economic
struggle of the masses will bring us nearer to them and nearer to freedom
than anything else. I would welcome also the organisation of other special
interests, like those of the women, in the general framework of our national
struggle for freedom. The Congress would be in a position to co-ordinate
all these vital activities and thus to base itself on the widest possible mass
foundation.

There has been some talk of a militant programme and militant action.
I do not know what exactly is meant, but if direct action on a national
scale or civil disobedience are meant, then I would say that I see no near
prospect of them. Let us not indulge in tall talk before we are ready for
big action. Our business to-day is to put our house in order, to sweep
away the defeatist mentality of some people, and to build up our organisa-
tion with its mass affiliations, as well as to work amongst the masses. The
time may come, and that sooner perhaps than we expect, when we might
be put to the test. Let us get ready for that test. Civil disobedience
and the like cannot be switched on and off when we feel like doing so.
It depends on many things, some of which are beyond our control, but
in these days of revolutionary change and constantly recurring crises in
the world, events often move faster than we do. We shall not lack for
opportunities.

The major problem of India to-day is that of the land—of rural poverty
and unemployment and a thoroughly out-of-date land system. A curious
combination of circumstances has held back India during the past few
generations and the political and economic garments it wears no longer
fit it and are torn and tattered. In some ways our agrarian conditions
are not unlike those of France a hundred and fifty years ago, prior to the
great revolution. They cannot continue so for long. At the same time
we have become parts of international capitalism and we suffer the pains
and crises which afflict this decaying system. As a result of these ele-

PRODUCED 2005 BY UNZ.ORG
ELECTRONIC REPRODUCTION PROHIBITED



294 The Labour Monthly

mental urges and conflicts of world forces what will emerge in India
none can say. But we can say with confidence that the present order has
reached the evening of its day, and it is up to us to try to mould the future
as we would like it to be

To the progressive forces of the world, to those who stand for human
freedom and the breaking of political and social bonds, we offer our full
co-operation in their struggle against imperialism and fascist reaction,
for we realise that our struggle is a common one. Our grievance is not
against any people or any country as such, and we know that even in
imperialist England, which throttles us, there are many who do not love
imperialism and who stand for freedom.

The Fifteenth Anniversary
of the Labour Monthly

falls in July. We appeal to you to celebrate this event by so increasing
circulation that we will require to print at least 8,ooo copies that month.
When, in February, we printed just over 7,000 copies, we put this figure
of 8,000 as the objective to be reached before the Summer. This month
we are printing 7,500. A further five hundred can be got by July if
every reader makes a special effort. For instance :—

(a) Send us a list of those you think would be interested to receive
a specimen copy of a back number with a subscription form inside.
(Please note that those lists already sent in have produced good
results).

(b) Approach your Public Library to take it or else the library of
your trade union branch, co-operative, workers' club or party.

(c) Approach your newsagent yourself to display it more pro-
minently, to take a display card (9 by 12 inches) supplied free by us,
either to hang or to stand in his shop (specify which), or a current
poster, or else send us his name and address for'us to write him
direct.

(d) Become an agent of the MONTHLY yourself by taking, on sale
or return, 3 or more copies at our special rate of 4^d. a copy. Write
us for further particulars.

(e) If you are already an agent increase your order this month
and see whether you can get new readers.

The LABOUR MONTHLY is continually receiving from new readers
appreciation in such terms as: " your admirable Monthly," " one of the
finest Marxist theoretical publications that we have," " this champion
of the working class cause." There must be hundreds more who, when
once it is introduced to them, will think likewise. It is up to you to
co-operate with us in getting hold of at least 5 of these hundreds by our
15th Anniversary and so enable us to

Mark it with an 8,000 print!
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