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_ THE CRISIS

India has failed again.

. She has missed the bus, now, as in every critical period
for more than 1,000 years, in spite of the pious protestations
of Pundit Jawaharlal Nehru that .we cannot afford to ignore
the international reactions to our national decisions.

Her own children have betrayed India into an unénviable
position from which the fanatically-minded political blunderers try
in vain to retrieve her, if possible. without loss of face. Gandhi,
the greatest of her children, has betrayed her by his unpractical

idealism.
This is not the first time in the history of nations that

the socalled saviour sacrifices the interests of his country for
the sake of his own pet philosophy, political or otherwise,

Dictators, violent or non-violent, - are one in this regard, they
he confidence of their fellow countrymen

in them.

They forget that the greatest patriot is he who sacrifices

tes his individual point of view for the
sake of the nation, and certainly not he who is prepared to
sacrifice the nation’s interests, particularly in a critical period
of its history, for his own personal aggrandisement or, as in the
case of Gandhi, for the propagation of political and philosophical
theories which have been questioned, tested and found wanting,
on his own admission.

The fact that non-violence is the sheet-anchor of Gandhi’s
programme does nob in the least lessen the ridiculous and
pitiable plight in which he has landed India in the present crisis,

Add to this, Congress’s political obstinacy which had its
climax at Ramgarh and the fantastic fulminations of Jinnah
for the vivisection of India at Lahore, you fill the cup

of India’s misery to the brim.

The antagonism between the two great political organisations
has worsened the situation to a degree unknown before in recent
Indian history. Politicians credited with modern outlook have
openly avowed religious fanaticism that cannot but end in civil
t urmoil. Congressmen and Muslim Leaguers both rivalied each
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other in damning Federation ag envisaged under the Govern-
ment of India Act 1935, instead of tackling thode problems
which lay deeper and were bound to come, in fact did come
to the surface when the critical period of declaration of wat’-

by Britain and France againgt Germany was reached in the end
of August 1939, ' , , N :

The anti-Federation zealots had the satisfaction of torpedo-
ing'the Federal scheme, without, however, suggesting any alter-
native solution to bind the centrifugal forces together when the
stress of war was upon India. They have embarrassed Britain
to nosmall degree and, but for the timely realisation by Britain
of the fact that India was neither politiéally developed nor milit-
arily prepared to defend herself for her to relax her control; we

do not know in what chaos the country would have been
plunged. o )

The Yederal scheme, as Hig Excellency Lord Linlithgow,
the Viceroy, has so often dinned into the ears of our leadors is
the one solution to bring the various provinces and states to-
gether to preserve the constitutional unity of India. And that
stands postponed and unless Britain is careful enough not to be
stampeded into any hasty course by Congressmen  and
Muslim Leaguers, one cannot visualise with equanimity the fate
of India when that constitutional unity is impaired,

This is not the first time, unfortunately, that we note these
attempts by the constituent units that composed the nation to
war with each other at the nation’s expense. That has ever
been with us throughout our history for 1,000 years. The present,
war has once more crystallised two tangled problems, or, what
might be considered two aspects of the samo problem that had
always faced the country, namely, not so much the attainment
of constitutional unity as its preservation and continuance in
critical periods of our history,

It is here that India has failed again and again. At every
crisis, when the coustitutional unity of India has been questioned
or disturbed, the petty jealousics and rivalries between the
various classes and communities crop up. Instead of unity we
are faced with disunity. 'This is the bane of our history, zm(i yet
our leaders have not learnt this bitter lesson that now at least

THE CRISIS 3

the constitutional unity of India should be prese.rv.fed at :?ll costs,
and that their predilections for a particular polltlfml philosophy
or economic programmes should not rcloud the issue and tend

to separate the national forces.

It is at a dangerous turn of our national affairs, at a 'moment
when the energies of all classes and groups should flow into t:he
one channel of unified nationalism, th?,t we make & fo’ohsh
oxhibition, unashamed and unrépenting, of our lac.k r.lot only of
po]itivca‘l wisdom but what is worse, our utter mfilfferencfa 1'30
national interests. We may paint our foreheads with patriotic
titles or shout political slogans till our voices are hoarse, the
horrid fact, however, remains that we lack the ecssence of

nationality, unity.

The war has once more churned our ancient muddy waters
and agelong feuds, which, one had thought, had. befen smot‘hered
by the solid British achievement of the constitutional unity of
India once again, have raised their hydra heads.

C 11

Events caught our leaders napping in August 1939, 'though
the shadow of war had been growing over Eurqpe with the
ever increasing bellicose utterances of Hitler and his herfohmen,
When the time came for quick judgement and wise decision, our
leaders wera unprepared. To save their faces they beg.ar} to' Wu?d
yarns of India’s rights and the conditions for the participation in

an * Imperialist” war,

The time for action becomes, to the unprepared, the time
for words. ' Spoeches and statements, any number of them, were
issued, one clarifying the one that went l?efore. Congress and
non-Congress parties were alike with the Allies ; the Congressmen,
wellknown for their mental reservations, had to cover their
inconsiétent approach to the problem that confronted the nation
en the outbreak of the war.

Our national impotence is patent indeed. The Congress,
numerically powerful, is strong only apparen.tly for whatever
strength is brought to it by its numerical supf:rlor?ty is sapped by
its vacillating policy. There i8 no direction in the Congress
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attitude to the proplems created by the war
Congtess is till probing its way and sounding 'q;
to decide its way of approach !

: perhaps the
g ‘different policies

Blinded by its hostility to Britain, the Congress i .
of the supposed sobering influence of Gandhi stands aloll; spite
the shrew has to be and will be tamed, of. But

The other parties, with the exception of the Muslim Leaou
weak in number and incoherent in policy, look to Britai gfe,
safeguards and guidance. than tor

The Congress blames Britain for all our ills and s
problems that confront the nation today are the 28 the
British domination. oreation of

L)

The Congress, speaks with two voiceé, one intended for h
consumption and the other for foreign, that i ot
consumption, ' s, British

' It sa.yﬂ3 on the one hand, that Swaraj cannot come with
Hmdu-Mushm unity. This is when the Congress add o
itself to the people of India. Toward Britain, however it hl'esses
its attitude and says that Britain should c,oncede it:s lc. anges
self-government for India and that Hindu-Muslim uc‘:"n' or
domestic problem and can be solved only after Brintl.y m. a
conceded the Congress claim, The communal problems, it i&un has
cannot be solved so long as the third party existed 1L stated,

The un.fair allegation that Britain is exploiting India’s
we?knesses .m only af) admission of our political bankrupt
which finds its expression in our impotence and patent disugi:;

. Gr‘t:lr.lting thz;lt they are right who nésert thé.t
ing our,disunity, how should w i

take us nearery the goal of f:e}:al('i(:)(srz?d?;:: e(l))r’xll;mt;:;tatlon; e
but the very origin of British rule in India inv th e ;““ance
century was the result of disunity and disorder ie eIardy T
tl'xerefore. we have to eliminate what hag resultnd ? o o
dlsumtfy, we have to tackle the root cause of the ; bll’om C;‘"'
thfa Pomt can never be overstressed that the ver czl:;: emf’ tl(l):
origin of forcign domination are responsible for i);s coni?nsancev

Britain is exploit-

THE CRISIS 5

If the Congress had only impartially viewed the problem
at this present crisis, the party would not have proceeded about
its business in a flamboyant manner—a covering for its vagueness
—but would have proceeded with humility to secure that
greatest common measure of agreement between all the parties
in India that is so necessary for the transference of power on
the part of Britain. Let us always remember that it is not her
unwillingness but the fact that there is no one fit to shoulder
the burden of responsibility for Indian affairs that prevents
Britain from parting with power in India.

On the other hand, the provocative attitude of the Congress
toward the Muslim League has only resulted in an open cleavage
between the two organisations, and what is worse, all the other
minority organisations have more or less rallied under the banner
of the Muslim League and proposed claims counter to those of
the Congress. The unhappy result of this was that whatever
prestige the Congress had in the eyes of Lord Linlithgow, the
"Viceroy, as the greatest political organisation in India and
capable of a realistic approach to the problems that faced the
country was questioned the very moment when His Excellency
was trying to come to a settlement with Gandhi and the major
political parties. With all sorts of discordant voices came
disgruntled nobodies and harassed His Excellency to hearken

unto them,

The Congress proceeded to criticise the Viceroy and the
British Government for stipulating that unity should precede
concession to the Congress claim for self-government. It is clear
that internal unity and ability to defend ourselves against
aggression are the sine qua non of the achievement of freedom.
If we only achieve that unity and so modify our political
thought as to give scope for military preparedness, freedom  will
follow as day follows night.

By ignoring these basic features of the Indian problem and
by its overzealous adherence to hazy sentimental nationalism, the
Congress unfitted itself for the task of accepting the responsi-
pilities for the Indian administration, however mnuch it demanded

it as a matter of right,
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Gandhi himself has realised’ this f
s e 1y or he i
risks in India if Britain withdraws, though ha;dmlts t.he.grav.e
own characteristic vein. Puts it in his

Gandhi said :

“ There can.be no manly peace in the lang unless the
bayonet is withdrawn. The rish of riots
Non-violence will be born out of
is to be part of the national life. It is da;

. is daily b ;
clear that real wnity will not come so lo';ig e;:m;,:;g ;ry':fa}f
ritis

bayonet crushes the Jree spiri
Yy spirit of the peo
i imposes is the peace of the grave, people. The Peace

British
has to be run,
such risks, if ot al it

“1 feel that riots will be a welco ;
- me relief, if that 3
price we have to pay for freedom, for oyt o}”f thoam 281 ct::,

conceive the possibility of peace coms
min
unreality. g ot out of the present

‘ The way out of riots, on the one hand, and British b
on the ot'her. hand, is frank acceptance of non-viol o
this my life is dedicated and my faith in its poss 'be?l&f?e. >
efficacy will survive the dissolution of my body ”p P and

But the Congress itself has not accepted the

theory without considerable qualifications Non-violence

Gandhi would advise ug t
' _ 0 run the rigk i i :
o.f his p'ast experiences and the bloodshed it h;lsf a,lilroetsdm S.plte
;18; to in .northern. Ind.ia. The British bayonet came to 9«8 {tlglven
ndian disputes in time for had the internecine wau'se i:}llle
y O ;]

o Itqis 01'115'7 implacable hatred for Britai

B;‘m'nd.hls ?Vllhng 'we]come to riots instead of cooperation wi

Britaln with a view to arriving at a compromise, Ag nl W:h
. already

pointed out it is such political fanatio;
. anat
history so long, aticism that has marred Indian

n that could explai;

THE CRISIS 7

As The Statesman (Calcutta) recently pointed out,

« The only possibility of an easier and happier solution in India
‘rests with Mr. Gandhi who can still hold back his followers.
There are times when he seems thoroughly weary of his own
former creed and to realise how much it has cost India and how
little good it has achieved. Experience has made him a co-
operator at heart. He has the power to turn his followers into
the path of cooperation. The first step in the path is to realise
that threats lead, not to peace but to war. ¢ Non-violent non-
cooperation’ far more than physical war breeds hatred and
leads to the unrestrainedly violent language that has character:.

sed each campaign.”

Gandhi effected such a cooperation immediately after the
inauguration of Provincial Autonomy in April1937 under the
Government of India Act of 1935. He enabled the Congress shrew
which had refused to accept office in proviness where it -had
obtained legislative majorities to take over the reins of administra-
tion or as the trumpet boys of the Congress would have it to
hide their political hypoerisy, to occupy the strategic posts and
fighting the enemy from within,

But note what followed. The Congress ignored the basic
problem of achieving unity between the various Indian parties.
The problem was there as a writing on the wall but in its zeal
“to fight Federation from within,” it proceeded with the
constitutional experiment in a manner more to show its prowess in
administration than to achieve constitutional unity in the
provinces and in the Centre, easily attainable in a peaceful

period.

The apparent excellence of the provincial Congress
administrations, not being based on communal unity, disappeared
at the first sign of stress when the Wwar came on. A share in
the Central Government was offered, but the parties were not
united. On the other hand, two and a half years of Congress
@ministration in the majority of provinces h:d only resulted in
further estrangement between the major political party and the
communal minorities, particularly the Muslims,

Whether the minority allegations against the Congress
Ministries were true or were merely the hallucinations of the
frightened man, the point cannot be gainsaid that minority fears
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exie':t.ed and, psychologica.lly worked terri
Political Telations. The purblin

flects of it

ble havoe in our mu;ﬂ:'!
d fused U0
note the disastrous ¢ Congreys, however, re

of ne : S own obduracy. The semblance
. beace Was e.nded In the drams of provincial autonomy. The

Piquang situation ¢} in which -the clock of poelitical
to the Minto days of undiluted autocracy

more exhibiteq he

herself,

Need we wonder that Lorg

: Zet] te for
India pleags that the P e an(.L Secretary of Sta
of words,

for but unable to
» In the words
outlook, m
tions for ¢

bring about a.
of Lord Linlithgow,
arkedly different demands
he problem,”
ssembly Proposal ag
r estrangement betw

the Congress
& safety valve.
een the Congress

This on] ¥y res

ulted in furth
and the Muyg}

im League.
IIx

It is true that the proposed Constituent, Assembly is the
only ang, Perhaps, the most democratic metho
the people’s will, It

is true that suc
electorate wij truly reflect the wishe
any settlement among the leaders ig likely to be superficial and
¢annot result in g gover

fiment of the people for the people, but
only the government of 5 caucus for its own ends,

d of ascertaining
h a direct appeal to the
8 of the people whereas

Gandhi intr;

guingly ddds that «
upon the Britigh

it will also have to rely
bayonet,”

Hostility to Britain, hostility, hostility and nothing else,

dia’s attitude toward Britain and the
war and in evolving the compromise formula for the achievement
of Indian unity, Gandhi origi i

9
THE CRISIS

isi the Viceroy in
t after- his first visit to
In his statemen

. rkin
Simla, he declared : :natructions whatsoever from t}:zlgfaphii
« I knew that I had no ‘:tster. 1 had answeredh ’ And what 18
Committee n the ,;;,e first train I couldnc;t;"; non-violence,
invitation and ml-cer:sponsible and out @ tional mind, and
more, w“”: t";y c:,:,,rld not represent the no
1 knew that 1.

: s0. 1 told His
rry figure 3f I tried to do -80
I should cut @ 80

ing or
much. . nderstanding o
Ezcellency 85 ™ uld be no question oha?ln%z e” sent for me to
« Therefore, zke’::hcine. Nor, I aow, Viceregal Lodge emply-
negotiation wi relurned from the v en or secret. If
negotiate. I hqve ut any undersianding, O%ongress and the

handed, aud w@tho“ would be between the

. any,
there i3 to be

. : ress
Government. sition vis-a-vis the (.Iona
fore, made my PO own sympathies were
“ Huing,l thefle told, His Excellency that my
quite clear,

the purely humanitarian stand-
m

fro ‘without being
with England and F;a:\t;e c:nld ot contefnl’l‘t:’ Lwo::d:n, which
point. I toll:{mmryt :lepth, the destruction o
stirred to the ve

; ble. And as I was
arded as 1mpregna d Westminis-
had bitherts beell'ui:"st'he houses of Pfrha?e::o;: down.
picfﬂl“:';! b::lutheir |;ossible destruction,
ter Abbey

. / I am

h
hould allow suc
uarrel, with God that hese :lznost impotent.
in a perpetusl ¢ My " non-violence seem

on.
things to 90

. 1 that neither
s at the end of the daily qt"::: $8 tn Mmen.
But the answer O'O;sze is impotent. .Imp:n though 1 may
God nor o2 o without losing faith, ev
1 must try to ¢ ‘. :
break in the attemp ) X nk of India’s deliverance.
*® . i mng F nce
ust now thi . land and Fra
“1 am not, therbe(:l’; l;‘at will it be -worth i GEI:;“Y ruined and
It will com:, “come out victorious over
. it they
> fail, or it

humbled?

. geems as . .
«Yet ot alm;s;s Mr. Chamberlaz.n Sat.';:;’t rop
f?m' “ft is in the midst of this ca
else.

%

/ brute

) ws no God but '
e Hnlerhknz)ill listen to nothing
' he without parallel that
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Congress men and all other responsible Indians ind;
collectively have to decide what part Indig ¢
this terrible drama.”’ 8

vodually and
to play j}'n

And now see ‘how Gandhi changes his view .or
justifies the Congress Working Committee’s statement on thmther
stipulating on the conditions for India’s willing participatiz w:-a,r

‘ n in

the war. Commenting on the Con .
. N gress Work M4 »
statement Gandhi said : g Commlt,tee 8

I am sorry to find myself alone i ki

support was to be givenfto the 'Z?‘rit:?z;ankzzgu;;mt whateer
uniondit;;onally. This could only be dope
violent basis, But the Commit

ponsibility to discharge. It cmtz,el?i Zd t:ke t’;;mendous o
violent attitude, It felt that the nation hadc p:‘m.l” non-
th,e'non-.violent spirit requisite for the Ppossession 0;:1» smbibed
whwh. disdains to take advantage of the difficul W of th e strength
Burf in stating the reasons for the conclusion g, ‘ Co'ppon.e ne.
desired to show the greatest consideration for the En;li&ho?’nmmee

be given
‘On @ purely non-

Tl.le Working Committe statement, for active %) i
(non-violent, of course) in the war wanted ¢ the British Go peration
to declare unequivocal terms what their war aims are vernment

i

to democracy and imperialism and the new order that s e

in partioular, how these aims are poin
: ! to a
be given eflect to in the present. going pply to Ind

n regard
nvisaged,
ia and to

“ Do they include the elimination of imperialism d
Plﬁeatment of India as a free nation whose policy will b an _the
in accordance with the wishes of her people ? A clear d el guu?ed
about the future, pledging the Government to th o
Imperialism and Fascism alike, will be welcomed b :
all countries, but it. is far more

ending of
important y the people of
: ) : portant to give immed;
effccl:, to it, to the largest possible extent, for gon]y thiedmf,;
convinee the people that the declaration is meant fo be h;)nj)umd‘
red.

“ The real test of any declaration j i
: ation ig i icati ir
present, for it is the present that o o

. will ;
give shape to the future,” (Wi govern action today and

© THE CRISIE It
Barlier; the Working Committee stated : '

« If the war is to defend the status guo, imperialist possessions,
colonies, vested interests and privilege, then India can have
nbthing to do with it. If, however, the issue is democracy and
% world: order based on democracy, then India is intensely
interested in it.
inced that the interests of Indian
the interests of British democracy
ere is an inherent and inerhdicable

« The Committee are conv
democracy do not conflict with

or of world democracy. But th
conflict between democracy for India or elsewhcre and Imperialism
and Fascism. If Great Britain fights for the maintenance and
extension of déemocracy, then she must necessarily end imperialism
in her own possessions, establish full democracy in India, and the
Indian people must have the right of self-determination by
framing their own constitution through a Constituent Assembly
without external interference, and must guide their own policy,
Al free demeocratic India will gladly associate herself with other
free nations for:mutual defence against agression and for economic
She will:work for the establishment of a real world

cooperation.
order based' on freedom and democracy, utilising the world's
knowledge and resources for the progress and advancement of
humanity.”

In changing over to the Constituent Assembly proposal for
the evolution of a new constitution, Gandhi had deliberately gone
over to the extremist gection of the Congress. Many times before
he had himself met Mr. Jinnah fora full settlement of the Hindu-
Muslim problem, many times he had followed up the path of
personal negotiations and one fails to understand why he should
guddenly change his mind into thinking that only a Constituent
Assembly could possibly solve the Indian _tangle.

It has already been pointed out that the ,Constituent Assembly
is the most democratic form of ascertaining the people’s wishes, but
in the conditions obtaining in India today what is the sanction be.
hind the Constituent Assembly 2 Who is to enforce the results of
its deliberations? Will it notend in internecine quarrels and chaos
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. . i f
unless all parties are united and pledge to abide by the verdict ©
such Assembly ?

These are the questions that must be faced.

The very notion of a Constituent Assembly which we w‘;"‘
Britain to recdgnise is a political absurdity, for the success otb:
Constituent Assembly rests on two things, namely, first, that it
result of jtg deliberations can he enforced, and second, that 1

: . es-
envisages the achievement of g nationality which cannot be qu
tioned again,

is
Can India-fulfi] these conditions now ? Her proble!? to'df“i' .
to evolve a system of government with modern trappings fo

” . in &
community or rather 5 group of communities who still retain
feudal framework,

Let us remember thay if We only possess the strength to con-
vene such a Constitye

Britain, we solve the problem of Indian freedom once for all.

Such strength can eome only from internal unity which is a pOIitg
cal problem anq ability to defend ourselves now and hereafter an
resist all foreign aggression, which is g military problem,

. au
nt Assembly and enforce its conclusions on

’
BLEM
THE POLITICAL PRO
Let us first take up the political problem of 'Indian I;mtlyt.
i t that the Congress claims are far above 1ts. powers. ;
po o paen ised, on the one hand, the important political mino
h’:s antaf::;:ex;ted by the All-India Muslim League and, on the
rity as '
‘ ' Indian States,

o h”‘"d’. thf cause of this antagonism is that the Congress

.The pr;mz and half years when it governed in eight' provinces
du‘rmg o l'wt the sympathy of the Muslim community and to
fml'ed e llZtkable political compromise which would have found
fadin. at; “;o face the problems thrust upon her by the war.
e ss’s insistence on an undiluted application of the

i '1;:13 Cx;l)sf:;tic system has only provokfad the I.V.[uslin? Leagfxe.

It the Cor had only thought of achieving Indian unity during
et C'(:)r:ig!"z:;ead of merely consolidating its power as a party
- Toating er cheap parliamentary successes, e.!he wou'ld not
%nd g!oa.tmg - the wholesale adoption of the British Par.h.amep-
have oty i the unsuitable political climate prevailing in
tﬂ;&f si;t;ilhl:: widened the gulf of antagonism. .
e teran Congress leader Mr, S. Srinivasa Ayya.ngar

1}8 thot v’?ient of the Congress has pointed out in a searching
0:?!?;?:;?1:; political situation in the country recently :
)

o result of two and half years -.of demo.cmtz'c govemrr.wnt led
ol violent Congress party with their avmf}ed aims of
I')y " nm:md tmpartiality, we find ourselves facing not only
ﬂfsme ; ithin the Congress and discontent lamong C?ngres.e-
dw.genswnl«s’ wm; of communal feeling among large sections in
o bu‘; S;;I:Zr provinces, the suitability of party government to
tI’::;iZ: conditions stands conclusively dispr?ved. .
«We should also remember that in this province .the d.tﬁ'erenf:ea
Tamils and Andhras have become during this period
betwoeen e acute and general than ever they were before,
mud.l morﬁnd that apart from communal differences there are
Agm’:hw:ital differences -of principle or policy as can form
;;;;::undatim of any system of parties. ,
* * *
ia to adopt the system of party govern.
. It;ir;h‘::gzﬁir{y aZid ;‘mnce htz:ve eschewed it and when ¥t
m .
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does not now exist in any country in the world in the form in
which it is now sought to be maintained by Congressmen in
India. It will not only bring in its train all the evils to which
party system is subject but will lead to the added peril of one

party government or dictatorship whether of the Nazi, Fascist,
Bolshevist or other type.

“ The peril is not fanciful but real on account of the intoxication
of power which leadership of a great party holding the govern.-
ment of a country brings, The substitution Jor a party system
of a non-party government is quite practicable one as it has been
found #o be in all western countries in times of crisis.”

It is true that the Muslim League’s demands for partition of
India cut at the very root of the constitutional unity of India.
Only as a reaction to the extremist trend of Congress politics can
it be justified and for nothing else, The League itself found its
position only during the last two or three years. Inthe general
elections held under the Government of India Act 1985 before
the inauguration of the Provincial Autonomy it woefully failed-

to enlist the sympathies of the majority Muslim populations of
the Punjab and Bengal,

In the Punjab, Sir Sikandar Hyat Khan, leader of the Unio-
nist party (consisting of Hindus and Muslims) refused to bow to
the League’s demand for incorporation, and rightly so for. Sir
Sikandar could not antagonise the Hindu members of the Unionist
party and throw the province into a turmoil, as the Sind situation
now indicates. The Muslim League candidates were defeated by
the Unionist Muslims, and in a bitter temper during his election
campaign, Mr. Jinnah expressed his deep disappointment by
characterising the Punjab as the most official-ridden province.

In Bengal, Mr. Fazlul Huq as.the leader of the . Proja party
won a large following among the masses and his candidates were
returned: in a thumping majority, Kwaja Sir. Nazimuddin, Home
Minister was himself defeated by Mr. Hugq in the elections and it
was only when Mr, Fazlul Huq required the- help of the Muslim,
League members, consequent- on his refusal to cooperate with the

Congress, that he persuaded a member of the Proja party to resign
his seat to enable Sir Nazimuddin to be elected,

The General Elections proved that the Muslim- masses were
not: behind the Muslim League but the Unionist party in the

Lo 1]

'THE POLITICAL PROB]

Punjab and the Proja party in Bengal. pofen today nearly -

three years after the inauguration of Pro g " Autonomy both
Sir Sikandar Hyat Khan and Mr. Fazlul Hgh %
the provinces with majority Muslim population R

ho emiers of
inkw full we!
they can carry on the legislatures with them- ol Wi v

of a coalition with the Hindu parties. They hy
Ministers and who dare say that these two provincCougjiges 4
by such coalitions. »

In view of this cooperation between the leaders of the two
communities in these provinces, one fails to understand how . Mr.
Jinnah eould reconcile the demand of the League .for. a pa.rt.lt.lon
of India with the success that has attended the Unionist Ministry

in the Punjab and the Fazlul Huq Ministry in Bengal.

What will happen if provoked by the Muslim .Lea,gue’s politi-
eal pyrotechnics the Hindu Ministers resign?. Will it not n?ea»n that
like the Congress the Muslim League is spon.lmg. for a fight a.n'd
that the League demand for -partition of India will only result in
the extension of chaos to the Punjab and Bengal now happy under

inistrations?
&uto?}:l:o;;d?f :}ford the extension of political bankruptcy .yith
the progress iof the war?! Certainly not. The League’s suicidal
demand for the partitioning of the country should be' taken more
as an expression of the communal problem. For let it be stressed
the partition will not solve the communal problem,

The spirit that inflamed the League to pass the. partition
resolution will be only fanned further after such. a partition with
the increasing temptation to form the Pan-IslaI.mc federg,t,ion, The
temptation will be irresistible and it will result in aggression on the

| southern or Hindu part of India. Who can envisage with equani.

mity the chaos and ruin such a situation will bring upon us?

The Congress’s insistence on the introduc'tion of the British
democratac system was responsible fc?r this provocation of
the League. But the danger does not lie f,here. a,lc.me. That it

oes further than the immediate political situation is made clear
by Mr. Srinivasa Ayyangar who prophetically uttered the following
warning :

« Looking at the question from another aspect, when, as we fondly

hope, we attain complele independence, the system of a party
government will undoubtedly give rise tothree of its greatest

dangers.
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“ A numerous gng dissatisfied barty might invite a foreign g.m.)er”'
ment gs, in early or medievg] India, oppressed communitses of
defec.zted rulers Probably inyited or supported the invasion of
Joreigners. Again ambitigy, rulers of Indian states might olly
themselyes with a defeateq and inflamed party and imperil the
new democmcy. So also o disappointed party might form a®
alliance yigp, the chiefs of the Indian standing army.” '

ne TI;G Ijeague resolution hag only too truly proved the correct-
95 of this analygig, And the problem has come to us now itself,

:ﬁoner than Mr, Srinivagg Ayyangar hoped, and long before even
¢ semblance of complete independence could be attained.

.Wha't is the attitude of the British Government to this

Partition scheme ? Before we discuas, however the British
Government’s Position vig.a.vis the partition problem, let us

consider how the Congregs policy towards the states had reacted
on the rulers,

If the Congresg’s

. intolerant a4t t the League
during the last two ap attitude toward the gu

that 'scheme t.;o Becure effective safeguards against the Congress,
that is, the British Indian encroachment,

_The one political blunder which the Congress has made and

for a Constituent Assembly—-so, it will not be su

wants to have the Princes removed Jock, stock and barrel,

thanks to the pressure from the extreme membersg of the Working
Committee Jod by Pundit Jawaharial Nehry,

a7
OBLEM
IPICAL PR e
THE POLI : ian ‘politics are
. a2t pole in Indis .
»n the Princes roio "= olicy.
: ndhi’ ments on b ial Congress po; R
o | Gondhi s'ét::ieance with ‘the om‘.”al..ac gAg {tohomy in April !9?7
mpletely ‘.lt v ‘ tion of Provincial uthe Congress, ﬁ'rs‘t in
'Wit}_l‘; the inm}g“:umption of office I')r{ces it was inevx@alz!e
and the subse(luef1 v later in eight Provi (;hé more democratic
Seven -provinces and l:; ghould react ‘t:i(:a" Power brought the
that the states peop s the border. d thought was
. 1 acros re an .
Peoples’ admlPISt:;t;oi?lilueﬂce and much o g British India and
Congress prestige \

'ms @ffectin
ed on the delic&te Proble .
‘ b beStOW . '

A i i o vis
. ' . t ofsltilotl"lﬁ’a“’1
the Indian states. . did not know thelr,ex?:h I:she assumption
For long the Prmfl#:%‘n thoy did know, V:ed by the aggressive
tho Congross; but M, o were ﬂab"“’é”?rs of the: states by
R "ngress, . 1al affa .
of office by the Cong “in* the 'intern _ .

form of interforsnos . o Tndis.
Congress leaders from ™ = onsored f jve both in north
4 ; indirectly 8P grow restive bo : :

More or less tes began t0 B purdened with the
the peoples of the ?;e“ Princes, alr(w]dyavowed desire to join
bnd south India. neiling their OPeN'Y m\ty and the consider-
énormous task of rec(.)nterests of namo.nal ) nd privileges which
the Federation in the:,:; their treaty r’gl.ltze:’ embarrassment was
able encroachments 5 involved, the Princ the more important
accession to Federam: e eitations within

inte

d by the 1 . .

om across the frontiers,
T

complete
states.
Their fear

d once more their

gthened anc O untlorstood
wing troubles were mis :
. t the growing to take advantage
exptessions 'Of ,dlsn'la{;tai/cians Who Olf}y w&fn::ding to' ‘assuage ‘the
by ‘British Indl&frl p(t)) rragsment instead 0 ‘l Y the - Princes began
of the Princes’ em_aidu&lly and collectively d external problems
Princes’ fears. In(::;k]e both -the internal an
1 to
to take counse m, : . i tors of
that suddenly foce :1!::; content -to remain Passlvriiipeiztimlised
) an {
That they are haos

. . India in ¢
i ill involv> heb of Nawanagar,
anything tha:;tv:;)eech'of H. H.-the -Jam Sa
{rom the rece

i i of the
mber of Princes 11 3 receri)t ‘rcvxew
Chancellor of th Che t'a meeting of the Chamber,

R ituation & NI .
Indian political swua. ted nut that the confused Potlmc;‘li th;:::::x:l
R in ; ‘ :
. His Highness PO b India toward the states athy to the
and the h(;sm::)trywith the Princes in their growing ap
a decisive tac v .

s were only stren
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Federal scheme. He rightly contended th

L o at ¢ i

large section in British India toward the me?lea:?l?;de of a

experiences of organised subversive movements from Britisehrfc(e;-‘t
ndia

against the States did not in the existing circumstances provid
o

that basis which was essential for a closer i
union .
India and the States. between British

Proceeding the Jam Saheb said :

« If India is lo progress on the path .
should be a §peciﬁc con-stitutimfz(; oblgiat::ffr;ide:o,l: u;? » there
honour amongst the units composing India. Let i;’; code of
understood that the Indian Princes are not averse t @ dearly
within'their territories and they have already given Pr:ofpmgres's
bonafides in this matter by the association of their peo lOf thf’tr
the administration and by laying down the basis of ap f .
and administrative reforms in the States. We are de:u e .of law
move from precedent to precedent. Nevertheless 1.0e fZ’lmt:Zd t,o
would b.e a sad tradition if people from one um:t beit a ta,zl 11/
a province, are permilted to march tnto the t,erritor oo ;:r
z?ther unit to coerce its duly constituted authority to takeyde:! t .
in matters within its competence. Such lendencies which o
lately exhibited themselves, if not arrested in time wou;; b’mve
invitation to civil war in the counlry which, all ¢ an
Indians must join their hands to avert.” pairiotic

That is the danger, that once again the constituti i
India will be broken up. onstitutional unity of

1f His Highness had pointed his fin

. : ger correctl '
problem of the. Indian situation, the comment of Tieagtfz};:a::: X
(Ca,lf:utt&.) on His Highness’s speech has brought out more clea ln
the implications of the danger. Says The Statesman : i

« We look to the enlightened Rulers of large and living stales to

combine to deal firmly with this situation, gnd also to give @

fresh lead in the changed circumstances of the world on the sub
ject. of federation. It is said that some States contem Iatee . 't;a
satisfaction the ‘coming of Dominion Status, in whicz Ithm wc:tl
culate on chaotic conditions arising when British supp;rt i:
withdrawn in what were lately the Congress governed provinces.

« It cannot, of course, be denied that such things are possible.
One can conceive a state of affairs in which, for instance, inhabi-
tants of the Central Provinces, if it fell into prolonged disorders
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might turn their eyes to the stable government]in Hyderabad

“ and beg it to extend itself not only into Berar but Jurther still.

But such calculations are of mo service to India. For India
to rise to the height of her greatness to fulfil the hopes that many
cherish, she mnst attain a strong Central Government of her
own, with its roots in this country, and evoying popular
consent and trust (antic ours). That she can only attain
through a federation, based upon the participation of the Indian
States and on the harmonious cooperation of the Hindus and
Muslims, the various magorities and minorities in Brilish

India.”’
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" 'THE MILITARY PROBLEM

Throughout its -history, or more correctly, after the advent
of Gandbi in. Indian polilics.. the Congress has concentrated its
attention only on the political aspect ,of the problem of Indian
freedom and completely ignored the military aspecﬁ rhxamerly
the defence of India,. 5cL,, N

In. other words, while demanding complete Independence
and the severance of British connexion immediately, the Congress
wants the benefits of the British defence system for India
In no other way can be explained the Congress poiicy of
demanding self-government without developing a corresponding
military preparedness for the defence of the country and for
maintaining what is achieved.

Apart from the -unfairness of the proposal to view the
British army in India as purely mercenary and the British
connexion as existing without any stake either for the British
or for oursclves, one has to consider whether India can isolate
herself from Britain, and even if that is possible, whether it
is desirable.

The present war, for all the horrid implications of its
extension to other . areas, particularly in the Near and Far
East, has not shaken the agelong torpor and apathy of the masses
in India and our politicians act in & manner which makes one
reasonab ly believe that they think that the present war will not
press on Britain so much as to fear a triumph for Nazi aggression,
Are the Congress politicians sure who refuse to follow Britain in
the present war—even granting their argument that was Britain’s
own making and is fought for Imperial ends—that India can for
long be immune from any need for direct participation in a war
at all ?

The fate of China and the continued march of Japan to the
western territories, now so near Indo-China, should be warning
to the stargazing Nehru. Stargazing, ‘however valuable in peace-
time, is hardly the luxury we can afford when the earthis being
dug under our feet. There can be no doubt that whatever
internal complications may arise in India if the British withdraw
bag and baggage, its international reactions, particularly in
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offering & temptation to the aggressive nationalism of Japan is the
real. to. be brushed aside. Already with a fairly settled feet -in
China, it is not improbable -that Japan would. like to exploit the-
situation for an extension of her influence over the Orient and
Central Asia. Unless the warning from the Far East is seriously
taken up and steps be immediately taken to counteract the
impcnding_catastrophe, an extension of the China war further west
is certain. Then, instead of India engaging herself with - a political
problem of settlement with Britain, she will be hard put to by
the military problem of great maginitude as well,

These are not mere fears or the expression of exaggerated
importance to small and isolated incidents. If the highly modern
and fully militarily prepared nations like the Dutch and the
Belgians are living in evergrowing threat of war, how much

greater is our problem.

It is the height of our political folly to prattle about
complete independence without developing our military strength
to resist foreign invasion. Solong as we depend upon Britain for
military help not only for internal ?rder—as even fqrmer Congress
Mi‘ni&tefs would ad_mit——but’to resist foreign aggression, we cannot
offord to make that help merely mercenary and draw upon it as
and when we like. ‘ ‘

The strained political relationship between Britain and India
is a reflex of the fact that while we want British military help for
the defence of our shores, we do not want that our political and
economic relationship should be compromised but be to our own
benefit. ‘

» The constitutional unity of India has been the achievement
of ' British rule and as a political ‘force in spite of all-India
character and strength, the Congress cannot effectively substitute
for the British element in Indian administration. The mindrities,
whatever the merits or demerits of their demands for safeguards,
ome of which like -the scheme of partition for India border on

8
“’political insanity, do not yet trust the Congress.

Britain will be justifled in withdrawing from her domineering
influence in India only when there is a cohesive force not only
willing but_capable of maintaining the unity of the country for
ever,
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As long ago as 1843, Lord Ellenborough, the Governor-General
explained the nature of British connexion in India, In his famous
minute on the nature of Paramountcy dated Nov. 1, 1843, Lord
Ellenborough said : ‘

« The withdrawal of our restraining hand would let loose all the
elements of confusion. Redress for the daily occurring grievan-
ces of the several states (now states, Provinces and communities)
against each other would still be sought, not from the superinien-
ding justice of the British Government but from the armed
reprisals of the injured, and bad ambition availing itself of the
love of plunder and of war, which pervades o large a portion of
the population of India, would again expose to devastation
countries which under.our protection have enjoyed many of the
advantages of peace.” -

Even earlier, the great Sir Charles Metcalfe has said :

“ We have become the paramount state in India. In 1817, it
became the established principle of our policy to maintain
tranquillity among the states of India...... and we. cannot be
indifferent spectators of anmarchy there in without wultimately
giving up India again to pillage and confusion from which we
reacued her.”

The warning is loud and clear and a century and a quarter
after it was uttered, has a relevancy to the present situation,
which is amazing indeed,

It is true that with the growing development of internationa-
lism India hag to surrender a part of her national savereignty.
But we have not yet even reached the stage when we.can be said
to have achieved national sovereignty which implies, as already
pointed out, internal unity and ability to resist foreign aggression,

Our total blindness to imminent iand overwhelming danger
is not a title due to Gandhi’s theories of a non-violent war,
In a note on the “Impending Crisis"'_in Harijan Sept. 2, 1939,
Gandhi stated : 4 o

“ But I have mo hesitation in redeclaring my faith in reason

which is another word for non-violence, rather the arbitrament
of war for the settlement of disputes or redress of wrongs-
I cannot emphasise my belief more forcibly than by saying #hat
I personally will mot purchase my own country’s [
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by violence even if such a thing werse a possibility. My faith
in the wise saying that what is gained by the sword will also be
lost by the sword i3 imperishable.”

Under the title Conundrums, in Harijan (Sept. 30, 1939),
Gandhi replies to the following questions by a wellknown
Congressman :

1. What is your personal attitude towards this war
consistent with non-violence ?

2, Is it the same as or different from your attitude
during the last war?

3. How could you with your non-violence actively
associate with and help the Congress whose policy is based on
violence in the present crisis ?

4. What is your concrete plan based on non-violence to
oppose_or prevent this war 1

To give a typical instance, a friend between whom and
me there never is.any mental reservation, thus writes in
anguish rather than anger:

¢ In the not-improbable event of India being a theatre of
war, is Gandhiji prepared to advise his countrymen to bare
their breasts to the enemy’'s sword ? A little while ago I would
have pledged my word he would do so, but I am not confident
any more,”

I can only assure him that, notwithstanding my recent
writings, he can retain his confidence that I would give the
same advice as he expects I would have given before, or as
I gave to the Czechs or the Abyssinians. My non-violence is
made of stern stuff. It is firmer than the firmest metal known
to the scientists. Yet, alas, I am painfully conscious of the
fact that it-has still not attained its native firmness. Ifit
had, God would have shown me the way to deal with the many
local cases of violence that I helplessly witness daily. This is
said not in arrogance butin the certain knowledge of the
power of perfect non-violence. I will not have the power of
non-violence to be underestimated in order to cover my
limitations or weaknesses,
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~ before as I am to-day.
' me to-day from becox;:ing
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Now fo P
r a few lines in answer to the foregoing questions.

]‘ M .

greater hoi'ofelzlonal reaction towards this war is one of
d eveerefore' I was not so disconsolate
t;t thle greater horror would prevent
that T h X e self-appointed recruiting sergeant
it may :f) I;Ziome during the last war. And yet, s%rangeuag
Wity PE2E, Y sympathios are wholly with tho Alles
democracy as thw%;‘l is resolving itself into one between such
 typified in 'Here Hgst has evolved and totalitarianism as it is
playing is ;ziﬁfl; 1ltler' Though the part that Russia is

paintul, let us hope that the unnatural combination

will i
, result in a happy though unintended fusion whose shape

-of non-violence. It could not honestl

no one

of whiclcla;;lefr(:ar?:eu Unless the Allies suffer demoralization

asod to ond o not the slightest indication, this war may be’

see to-day. I Z:rs’ i; ony rate, of the virulent type that we

it s with it ve the hope that India, distraught though
internal dissensions, will play, an effective part %'h

ensuring the desired end and
than hitherto, the spread of cleaner democracy,

Com’rlr‘llil;:; will. und?ubtedly depend upon how the Workin
s ec will ultimately act in the real tragedy that is being
speztator(:n ftt})lhe world stage. We are both actors in and
e -(:ii ?glrama. My line is cast. Whether I act as a
uide of the Working Committee or, i
. _ r, if I
stlir:le. exprgsslon, without offence, of the Gove:rnjgerl::e e
EOthan;:e will be for the deliberate purpose of taking eith’ o
iy er: 01;%') 1the pe‘mth of non-violence, be the steED e e v
Wa}; c;pc ;n ci.nl It is plain that T cannot force the pI;ce‘:aeiIt;hz?‘
. y use such pow.
or heart with for the momeflt. e o4 God may endow my head
2. Tthink I have covered tho 8eco

ring the first, nd question in answe-

3. There are de i
. grees of violnnce i
w as of non-viol
orking Commttee has not wilfully departed from etxllx(;e.povll;g;
Lo
Yy accept the real impli-
It felt that the .
cation vast mass of Congrss-
frszl ‘jg/]?:v:r clearly understood that in the event of dairss
ut they were to defend the country by non-violglf:

me: :
‘means, All that they had learnt truly was that they could

cations of non-violence

‘Working Committee to prev
'violent method” which it is ¢
west field and will be temporary.”

,broadcast of Sept. 5 in which His Exece
is a military country, Gandhi said :
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put up a successful fight, on the whole non-violent, against
the British Government. Congressmen have had no training
in the use of non-violence in other fields. Thus, for example,
they had not yet discovered asure method of dealing success-
fully in a non-violent manner with communal riots —on
goondaism. The argument is final inasmuch as it is pased on
actual experience. I would not serve the cause of non-
violence, if I deserted my best co-workers _because they
could not follow me in an extended application of non-violence.
them in the faith that their

I, therefére, remain with
hod will be confined to

departure from the non-violent met
the narrowest field and will be temporary.

«But assuming that God had endowed me with full powers
(whitch He never does), I would at once ask the English to lay
down arms, free all their vassals, take pride in being called
‘little Englanders’ and defy all the totalitarians of the world
Englismen will then die unresistingly and
go down to History as heroes of non-violence. I would further
invite Indians to cooperate with Englismen in this godly

It will be an indissoluble partnership drawn up
not of their so-

to do their worst.

martyrdom. )
in lettérs of the blood of their own bodies,
‘But I have no such general power. Non-

It grows imperceptibly
being misunderstood, I

called enemies.
violence is a plant of slow growth.

but surely. And even at the risk of
must act in obedience to the still small voice.”

The ‘still small. voice’ has not however, persuaded the
ent “their departure from the non-
laimed, will be confined to the narro-

Such are the intricacies of the Messianic vocabulary.

ellency the Commander-in-Chief’s

Again in criticising His Exc
llency stated that India

ndia 18 the least military.
g Committee in persua-
to declare their undying

«Of all countries in the world I
Though I have failed with the Workin,
ding them, al this supreme moment,
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Jaith in non-violence as the o :

nl?/ soverewgn remed ;
! X y for savin
mankind from destruction, I have not lost the hope thatJ;he masseg

will refuse to bow to the Moloch of war but will rely upon their

capacity for suffering to save the counltry’s honour, H

the m‘zdoubted military valour of Poland served he;- a o has
superior forces of Germany and Russia? Would Polandg —
have farfzd worse if it had met the challenge of these unag?ned
fomfs w@tf& the resolution to face death without retaliat; c?o nIfVW;d
.the invading forces have taken a hequier toll from a:";' . t;uld
more valorous Poland? It is highly probable that their nfims o ‘?';
fnat,f,,re would have made them desist from a whol essentia
of innocents. olesale slaughter

His saintly character and si i
his convi.ctions has made Gandh?l:cvszlrﬁfl a;;ir:::;:ft%at}(;nents of
(.)f .non—v101ence may be the beginning of a new Wlm}‘rl.d o e
it is clezn" tha.tt the enunciation of that world order j (t)rdem o
and con.sx.dermg the present stage of human develo i:ather e.ﬂrly
z;,nd politically such an order based on non——viol(fn r}f’ ;001311)’
orth out of the Gandhian womb would be a stillborfne (lvhildmught

Much less can the tender i i i i

to experiment with its very liIf)(laaE; 0;1{:2(11:“0::::10‘131:? I?ffgrd
aPlrlejufiy acted as an opiate and deeply affected the " 1as
olitical apathy has taken a new cloag of superiorit -
S}?:ngl:z;;::e:h who violently shout non-violent slogans Z(,msi?inxd
e salt of the earth, their faces beam with i "

the thought that they are making India deliver e
to mankind. T e e

This ‘message producing’ i i
ag g’ notion of Indian history th i
has b.ef;n a spiritnal dynamo and has always been tl)w oz:tiim:m
of spxr.lbuul messages is a kind of hallucination which e (fl‘
cial orientalists have helped to foster. superti

The sooner we got rid of such ideas th
_ we ] e better for u
nation, The pride and privilege that we will claim ?otm;nfil::

that she has & new paket of message of Ahimsa for the settle--

ment of individual, communal and nati i

' ) : onal disputes can se
to satisfy our human vanity, but it cannot save India as a na&ive
The socalled greatness of India even spiritually was wh hn‘
had a wellknit and strong politlcal organisation o e
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All human progress either in the east or in the west can
spring only from deep spirituality. No nation can be spiritually
great if politically small. The very success of the foreign inva-
gions emphasise that something was wrong within our social
fabric, praised to the skies for its socalled spirituality, which
allowed itself to be completely shattered if not destroyed.

A nation’s life is a coordination of its political instiutions,
cconomic and social systems and the basic spirituality of all *its
organisations. Any superdevelopment of one over the other will
gpell disaster and have many examples of it in our own history.
The moment we cease to believe in the integration of our political

social and economic institutions that moment we fall as a nation,

Let us not gloat over the exaggerated notion of our spiritual
eminence which may, after all, be onlya ecloak for our political
bankruptey. The really efficient automatically achieve equality
in status, and will not just lodge a claim for it as the inefficient

will do.

We must once for all shake off the exaggerated emphasis we

have so far placed on the Gandhian doctrine of non-violence.

Gandhi himself seems to be afraid of the implication of
anarchy that might result from a too lenient application of the

non-violent principle.

Can a state carry on strictly according to the principle of
non-violence ? This was the question put to him when he was in

Santiniketan recently.

« A Qovernment cannot succeed,” replied Gandhi, “in
becoming entirely mon-violent, because it represents all the people,
I do not today conceive of such a golden age. But I do believe in
the possibility of a predominantly non-violent society. And I am
working for it. A Government representing such society will use

the least amount of force.

« But no Government worth its name can suffer anarchy to
Hence I have said that even under a Government based

prevail.
force will be necessary.”

primarily on non-violence, a small police
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I.t is fallacious to argue that Britain was not interested in
fzreatlr'lg a national army as she is afraid of revolt ; that she has
- Intentionally . l:estrict-ed recruitment to the classes who can be
: gll:isite;ll f:l)rbt,helr loyalty to Britain ; and that the Army budget in
]OOkgt a een purposely made heavy to make the people always

to Britain helplessly for an adequate measure of defence
fequirements in abnormal times leik the present.

'Apart from the, generally accepted view that the educated
Indians are generally unwilling to join the army, the fact remains
that the Congress attitude toward Britain has inevitably estranged
the British attitude to the Indian defence problem. The British
should be more than human if we expect them to vote for a
thoroughgoing Indianisation of our defence forces when the
Congress politicians in season and out of season vehemently

denounce the British connexion.

. _If, thelfefore the Government of India scem to be somewhat
3n(.hfferent to greater speed and efficiency in India’s war effortg,
it is I?Ot:&little due to the hostile attitude of the Congress to
Britain and its muddled policy toward the military problem.

As Gandhi. has said, “no Government worth its name can
,Suff.el"anarchy to prevail.”  No Government can arm the rebels
against itself, - R | .

pnlike other Dominions, British India’s war effort is next to
nothing. Not that we do not realise the danger of Nazi triumph.
The fate of Austria, Czechoslovakia and Poland is still green in
our memory. Still in our own nonchalang way we take things
easily and think that, the distant war is not for us.

; ,,dTh@tr is; ,nof‘t,he attitude India should adopt. To be prepared
or danger is to a\.'ert it. If we do not bestir ourselves in time and
00111.1;3. t;?l a w:rk";g arrangement with the British (lovernment
poittically not only our constitutiona] ‘ro ;

: o Te 11 be st ed
completely but our military preparedness 1‘)‘,“;‘3}):8" i\iv1 e stopp

\

The present stalemate in Indi
Muslim League’s fratricidal atter
nipped in the bud.

How to do this ?

1. The Congress should revise it
tintain the

constitutional unity of India on the one hand and preserve an
international status on the other hand,

India’s natural aversion to totalitarianism leads to the corollary
that in world affairs she must ally herself with Britain. The
impracticability of isolation in these days when the world is
getting smaller and smaller has already been pointed out in
these pages,

2. The Congress should drop the Constituent Assembly idea
and concede the need for a conference of party leaders.

Federation should be the basis of any future constitution of
India. It should embrace the states; they should not be left out
on the ground of their autocracy, Personal rule will pass away in
the states as it has passed away in British India when the two
parts combine to work a real Federation of India.

3. The Congress should come to a settlement with the
All-India Muslim League to solve the communal problem. The
compromise formula should once for all remove the sting out of
Muslim suspicion and fear of Hindu majority rule. The wind will
then be taken out of the sails of Pakistanwallahs,

4. The Congress organisation should have nothing to do with

those aspects of Gandhi’s programme, now pompously classed as
the Constructive Programme, which only means revivalism

at its worst.

A Free India cannot but be founded on a thoroughgoing and
planned industrial regeneration. We cannot afford to ignore the
present and urgent needs of the country in the name of an attempt
to create a non-competitive world of artisans and handicrafts
which Gandhian economics envisage,

Will the Congress stoop to conquer? Who will tame this

shrew of Indian politics ?
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