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INDIA DEADLOCK 
By KUMAR GOSHAL 

EVER since the ill-fated Cripps mis
sion in the spring of 1942, news 
about India in the American press 

has been scarce. Even some sections of 
the liberal press have followed a hush-
hush policy toward India. During a re
cent discussion over colonial problems, 
an honest editor of a liberal newspaper 
gave me a twofold reason for soft-pedal
ing the Indian scene at the present time. 
This editor ^rgued that, first of all, the 
wrong people in the United States use 
the evil of imperialism to smear our ally 
Britain. This, he rightly contended, 
would lead to anti-British feeling, there
by, endangering the unity of the United 
Nations. Therefore, he concluded, in 
order to preserve harmony today and 
tomorrow, no embarrassing criticism of 
the British government should be made 
at this time. 

The problem, unfortunately, is not so 
simple. I have no doubt that the opin
ions expressed by this editor are shared 
by many liberals in the United States. 
Yet these arguments seem to me not 
only fallacious but conducive to the very, 
danger these liberals wish to avoid. The 
isolationists, the anti-British and the pro-
fascists in America are not sporting 
enough fellows to shut up simply be
cause the liberals offer no opposition. In 
fact, by remaining silent, the liberals 
leave the field to them. Nor do the 
wrong elements in America lack am
munition. Thus, while the news of the 
famine in India and William Phillips' 
letter to President Roosevelt about In
dian conditions appeared in the Ameri
can press, they were handled gingerly, 
as one handles repugnant objects. They 
were published without analysis, as were 
the official British explanations and 
denials, which, in reality, explained and 
denied nothing. All this was grist to the 
mill of the reactionaries in the United 
States. And the public, lacking a frame 
of reference, was confused, to say the 
least. 

This danger of confusion still exists, 
and in fact increases as the emphasis of 
war is about to shift to Asia. The 
Phillips letter furnishes an excellent ex-
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ample. It will be recalled that, among 
other things, Phillips said: "It would 
appear that we wiU have the prime re
sponsibility in the conduct of the war 
against Japan. There is no evidence that 
the Bp'tish intend to do more than give 
token assistance." Immediately there 
was vehement denial of this accusation 
from various official quarters. The Brit
ish Information Service stated that 
"there is abundant evidence that Brit
ain is now preparing to participate a 
great deal more" in 
the Asiatic theater 
of war. Anthony 
Eden spoke in simi
lar vein in London. 
And at the Quebec 
conference M r . 
Churchill said that 
the only point of dif
ference arose over 
what he considered 
the American desire to do too much of 
the fighting themselves in Asia, where
as Britain wanted a greater share in that 
fight. 

One is compelled to ask, what does 
the British government mean by "pre
paring to participate more"? Logically 
such preparation should include the full 
mobilization of the enormous resources 
and manpower of India. But nothing is 
being done in this direction. Facts prove 
that only the British Commonwealth is 
mobilized for participation, whereas the 
mobilization of India, the keystone of 
the Empire, is studiously avoided. Is it 
difficult to imagine how this plays into 
the hands of those who are actively en
gaged in creating anti-British feeling in 
America? 

' T ' o DISCUSS India's contribution to the 
war against Japan, it is necessary to 

take a brief look at India today. Most 
of the Indian leaders are in jail incom
municado. The people's living conditions 
are beyond description. There is every 
indication that the famine, which took 
such a heavy toll of life last year, is 
casting its ominous shadow over the land 
again, because no basic.steps have been 

taken by the government to avert it. 
The outbreaks of violence provoked by 

the arrest of the Indian National Con
gress leaders in August 1942, have died 
down; but the methods used to sup
press them have left a legacy of bitter
ness and anger. It is important to note 
that the outbreaks, confined largely to 
student groups, died down not so much 
because of British bayonets as because of 
the ceaseless educational campaign con
ducted especially by the members of the 
Trade Union Congress, the Commu
nist Party, and the Kisan Sabha (Peas
ant League), which kept the larger issues 
of the war alive in the hearts of the 
Indian people. 

Political deadlock continues in India 
even though after his release from 
prison last May, Gandhi made a series 
of proposals opening the door to a peace
ful solution. Despite his repeated denials, 
the British government continued ac
cusing Gandhi of advising the Indian 
people to sabotage the United Nations' 
war effort and of preventing Hindu-
Moslem unity by opposing the Moslem 
League's demand for a separate Mos
lem state. Gandhi now positively 
urges the Indians to support the war 
effort to the best of their ability; he has 
conceded the right of the Moslems to 
determine their future status in a free 
India through a plebiscite in the pre
dominantly Moslem areas; he has in
vited the Moslem League to join the 
Congress in its demand for a provisional 
Indian national government for the 
duration of the war and has asked the 
government to release the Congress 
leaders and reopen negotiations with 
that aim in'view. 

Gandhi's proposals brought new hope 
of a solution to India. Public opinion, 
both in India and in Britain, strongly 
supported Gandhi. Irrespective of re
ligious denomination or political aflSli-
ation, all Indian newspapers and organ
izations called for the release of the 
Indian leaders and the establishment of 
a national government. They were 
joined by the Indian industrialists' 
J. R. D. Tata and Sir Homi Modi, 
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who asserted that delay by the British 
government will prove that they "are 
determined to carry on as they are do
ing, regardless of the feeling throughout 
the country that their persistence in a 
purely negative policy is against the true 
interests of India." Many Labor MP ' s , 
British authors and journalists issued 
similar statements. But the British gov
ernment refuses to budge an inch from 
its stand. Viceroy Lord Wavell has 
three times refused to hold an interview 
with Gandhi. 

Thus , political stalemate continues 
and the British government continties 
to give excuses for the maintenance of 
the status quo and vague promises for 
the future. It is necessary, once and for 
all, to sift these excuses and look 
squarely at these promises in order to 
reach the heart of the Indian problem. 

T h e British government states that 
nothing can be done in the course of 
the war to establish a national govern
ment because of lack of unity between 
the Congress and the Moslem League 
and also because it would require a 
constitutional change, impossible dur
ing the war; that India's contribution 
to the war effort has not suffered be
cause of the present situation, and there 
has been tremendous industrial expan
sion in India during the war ; and that 
the Cripps proposals have offered free
dom to India after the war. 

This is complete ^ham. T h e govern
ment itself is preventing Congress-
Moslem League unity by, keeping the 
Congress leaders in jail incommunicado. 
There is no insuperable obstacle to the 
establishment of a national government, 
as was pointed out by Cripps himself in 
October 1939. It is true that Cripps 
used the same excuse in 1942, on the 
basis that a Japanese invasion of India 
was imminent; but no such threat of 
invasion exists today. 

India's contribution to the war, 
though not inconsiderable, has been 
negligible compared to her potentialities. 
In natural resources she ranks next to 
the United States and the Soviet Union; 
yet she has contributed only such items 
as burlap, puttees, tents, leather goods, 
small ammunition, etc., but no tanks, 
ships, or planes. Indian mills and fac
tories derive their power from coal and 
electricity. But the output of coal has de
creased sharply, and the slight increase 
in electric power output has been no
where near enough to offset the loss in 
coal production. T h e total supply of 
industrial power is actually less than it 
was in 1937-38. W h a t has really hap
pened is that a very large proportion of 
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existing production has been diverted 
from civilian to military needs, but in
dustrial activity as a whole has not in
creased. The fact remains also that with 
a population of nearly 400,000,000, the 
number of Indians fighting in the Brit
ish Army is minute. 

Wavell and Leopold Amery, Secre
tary of State for India, have accused 
Gandhi of failure to offer a constructive 
program; yet with full power in their 
hands, they themselves have done noth
ing constructive whatsoever. No proper 
steps have been taken to alleviate the 
famine situation, and the program pre
sented by the Kisan Sabha- has been 
ignored. There is an acute shortage of 
food supplies, but no rationing or price 
control. Price levels have reached'^dizzy 
heights, many items costing 1,000 
percent over the pre-war price. T h e 
general cost of living has risen by 250 
percqfit to 300 percent. Inflation is 
rife, speculation and black market opera
tions flourish unchecked, and the vast 
majority of the people have been reduced 
to utter destitution. 

I t is true that other countries have 
suffered casualties and serious privations 
in the course of the war. But in India's 
case the dead number nearly 5,000,000, 
and these died not in defense of their 
country but from famine which could 
have been prevented by a competent 
government. And the severity of the 
privations the people are suffering today 
could have been—and still can be— 
lessened by proper government action. 
India's contribution to the war effort, so 
far, has been largely negative; the only 
condition under which she can make 
more positive contribution requires, as 
William Phillips reported to President 
Roosevelt, the establishment of a pro
visional national government, the de
mand for which is virtually unanimous 
in India. 

T D H I L L I P S also stated that the British 
•*• government should declare that 
"India will achieve her independence at 
a specific date after the war ." T o this 
the British Information Service has 
countered that "Britain has gone a good 
deal further than offering India self-
government on a specific date. T h e 
Cripps proposals left the date to the de
cision of the Indian leaders themselves." 
But the fact is that the Cripps proposals 
did not offer independence to India. 
The Cripps proposals also stated that the 
British government will transfer politi
cal power to an Indian government pro
vided that the various parties and groups 
in India reached a prior agreement 

among themselves with regard to a con
stitutional form of government. In case 
of failure to reach an agreement, pro
vision was made for dissenting provinces 
of British India as well as the Indian 
princes' states to stay outside the union 
and establish their own relationships 
with the British Crown. 

Admittedly there is lack of unity in 
India—but so is there such a lack, in 
varying degrees, in Britain, China, and 
the United States. T h e greater unity 
the Indians develop, the stronger they 
will necessarily be; from this stand
point the Gandhi-Jinnah meeting (J in-
nah is head of the Moslem League) , 
though it has temporarily ended with
out any definite agreement, is a great 
improvement over the past. I t is well 
to bear in mind that a perfect solution 
of the minority problems in a country 
as large as India is a slow process. 
Gandhi's appeal to the people to exert 
their pressure on the leaders indicates 
that there is already a greater under
standing than ever before among Hindus 
and Moslems. By putting undue em
phasis on the communal question, the 
British government is in effect aski'Ag 
for an impossible ideal unity in India be
fore it is willing, presumably, to part 
with power. In the debate over India in 
the House of Lords, the Undersecretary 
of State for India, Lord Munster, sig
nificantly stated, "Let it not be forgot
ten, that if an agreement is reached 
between the Congress Party and the 
Moslem League . . . there are still a 
number of minorities to be solved." 
Under the best of circumstances there 
will always be many of the 562 
Indian princes, whose sovereignty 
is guaranteed by "solemn treaties" 
with the British government, barring 
the road to- freedom for India. This last 
point was the biggest "joker" in the 
Cripps proposals. 

The reason for British stubbornness 
is not far to seek. As long as there is a 
possibility of the pre-war world econo
my being restored in the postwar period, 
Britain and other imperial powers will 
continue tightening their hold on colo
nial possessions for combined reasons of 
profit, security, power, and prestige. 
Under an imperialist economy of re
stricted production, controlled markets 
and monopoly of natural resources, 
India is indispensable to Britain. 

This is the heart of the Indian prob
lem; all other arguments are mere eye
wash. India and all other colonial coun
tries can become free through comfara-
ttvely feacejul means only if their free
dom does not adversely affect the econ-
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07»y of the imferial countries. This in 
turn can be achieved only through inter-
nation collaboration as envisaged at the 
Teheran and Cairo conferences, and a 
worldwide planned reconstruction and 
industrialization of the economically 
backward countries in which the highly 
industrialized countries can play their 
rightful roles without fear of cutthroat 
competition among themselves. 

The United States has to take the 
lead in such a planned world economic 
relationship, since she will emerge from 
this war with gigantic industrial and 
financial resources. Her merchant ship
ping tonnage alone will be more than 
twice that of Britain. And until there 
emerges a planned world economic re
lationship which guarantees economic 
security to Britain, the British govern
ment will shift its excuses according to 
the strength of public pressure brought 
to bear upon it, but will never give up 
power over India. 

A LREADY there are indications of the 
direction in which the government 

will go in the postwar period. Public 
opinion is becoming increasing aware of 
the fact that industrialization of the 
colonial countries, with its attendant ris
ing standard of living and increased pur
chasing power of the colonial peoples, 
is absolutely necessary both for the bene
fit of these peoples and in order to main
tain the economy of such highly indus
trialized countries as the United States. 
The British government is not unaware 
of this rising tide of sentiment for in-
dustriah'zation among the peoples of the 
world. Giving lack of unanimity as an 
excuse to keep India in bondage, the 
government will nevertheless generous
ly offer to industrialize India. In fact, 
in the House of Commons recently it 
was argued that economic development 
of India must precede independence. 
This is, of course, a preposterous idea. 

If the benefits of industrialization are 
to reach the vast population of India as 
well as the Americans and the British, 
who will need greatly expanded for
eign markets for surplus goods and in
vestments, such industrialization must 
take place at a very rapid rate. Such a 
fast pace can be set only by national 
planning, which requires an indepen
dent, democratic government. It has 
been clearly demonstrated both in the 
United States and in Great Britain that 
the rapid increase in production required 
by the necessities of war could be car
ried out only under democratic govern
ment planning and supervision. In 
India, it was not the British govern

ment, but the democratic National Con
gress, which set up a National Planning 
Committee in 1938. Its voluminous re
ports dealt with production, distribution, 
consumption, investment, trade, income, 
social security, minimum wage, and 
many other factors which act and react 
on each other. 

The overwhelming majority of the 
people of India are farmers by occupa
tion, tilb'ng minute patches of land in 
an attempt to eke out a meager living. 
One of the basic problems to be met in 
India is a thorough overhauling of the 
system of land tenure and improvement 
of agricultural methods. The National 
Planning Committee recognized this 
necessity; they realized that the Indian 
peasant is the customer, client, and ulti
mate market for the industrial goods 
that will be produced, and that he will 
determine whether industrialization will 
succeed or not. 

The British government has com
pletely ignored the National Planning 
Committee reports. It has not dared 
touch the vested landlord interests, even 
in the course of the present famine. Its 
offer of future industrialization of India 
will boil down to such ventures as the 
building of more roads, as has already 
been hinted, according to recent news 
from India. The precondition for genu
ine industrialization is set down thus by 
Jawaharlal Nehru, in the first volume 
of the Planning Committee's reports: 

"9ulek. Alfie, the ord Siegfried's 
busted," from "Our War Babies," a 
feature of the London Daily Worker, 

"It is clear that the drawing up of a 
comprehensive national plan becomes 
merely an academic exercise, with no 
relation te reality, unless the planning 
authority is in a position to give effect 
to that plan. An essential prerequisite of 
planning is thus complete freedom and 
independence for the country and the 
removal of all external control." 

It is well to recognize before it is too 
late that the very nature of the war we 
are fighting has generated in the hearts 
of all the exploited peoples of the earth 
a great yearning for freedom and de
mocracy, an indomitable desire to create 
a better life for themselves. If these 
peoples, Indians included, fail to find a 
peaceful road to freedom, they will in
evitably resort to violence. Even the 
conservative London Observer, in 
urging consideration of Gandhi's offer, 
commented that "the fact that some 
kind of revolution, maybe violent and 
certainly confused, is the only alterna
tive, provides the best and unchallenge
able case for a last bold attempt along 
these lines." And even Gandhi was 
sensitive enough to public feeling to de
tect the note of militancy in the voice 
of the people. "It is crystal clear," he 
observed recently, "that the British 
government is not prepared to give up 
power over the Indian millions unless 
the latter develop the strength to wrest 
it from them." A Britain with her em
pire in flames would hardly be in a posi
tion to contribute harmonious collabora
tion to the United Nations in the post
war world. 

The times call for bold and imagina
tive action. America can take the lead 
in offering a plan of world economic 
relations that will eliminate the British 
fear of American competition for the 
world market. But Britain cannot re
lieve herself of all responsibility by 
merely saying "let Uncle Sam do it." 
It is up to her to discard the phony argu
ments of Indian disunity and treaties 
with the princes, and the pretense that 
the Cripps proposals contained a genu
ine offer of freedom to India. Let Brit
ain be bold enough to present her 
dilemma to the world with honesty and 
some justification, and declare her will
ingness to cooperate in the creation of 
a world order of freedom, security, and 
peace. And as an earnest of her good 
faith, let her release the Indian Con
gress leaders, and cooperate in the for
mation of a responsible national gov
ernment in India now. 

Mr. Goshal is the author^ of "The 
Peofle of India." 
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