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KAMALADEV1
By YUSUF MEHERALLY

IF 1 was asked to name the most intrepid woman in India

today, 1 should unhesitatingly point to Shrimati Kamaladevi.
It is not often that one comes across a person in whom the
will to dare and do is blended in such proportion. And with
courage is allied a rare gentleness. It has ever been her lot to
function in an atmosphere of excited controversy. Yet, with
what graciousness ot spirit and charm of manner she goes about
her work !

Her appeal is of one who has not ialked, but exemplified in
her own life her rcbel teachings. Born in a comfortable and
loxurious home in accordance with prevalent custom, she was
married young and became a widow while still a school-girl.
Convention prescribed that she discontinue her studies, and live
a ‘retired’ life, with all the outward marks of sorrow. But
young Kamala insisted on continuing in school. Shortly after-
wards, she even moved to Madras, from her home town of
Mangalore, to join St. Mary’s College. There, while still in
her teens, she once again startled the orthodox world by getting
married to Harin Chattopadhyaya, the gifted poet and brother
of Madame Sarojini Naidu. The young people had done their
own courting, and the marriage was not only inter-provincial,
but also inter-caste. Widow re-marriage was extremely rare then,
and so there was a great flutter all around.

It was to be expected that this society wedding should greatly
upset the orthodox circles. For Harin was a brilliant and
talented youth, standing on the threshold of a promising career,
while Kamaladevi was one of the most charming women in the
country, vivacious, full of spirit and swayed by high ideals. It
was not for nothing that Harin declared that the gods envied
him when he moved about with Kamala. This rematk evoked
a playful retort from the famous Irish poet, W. B. Yeats—
** Young man, it is not safe to trifle with the gods.” Little

1
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indeed did the happy couple know then that this remark made
in jest was to prove a prophecy. For, fifteen years later, they
separated.

. Kamaladevi’s thirst for knowledge then as now, was insatiable
and she planned fo go to England for higher studies. "As it
hapfened, finance was no difficulty. Her father held a high
post in the Madras Civil Service, while her mother came from
one of the richest families in Karnatak. Her uncle was a well-
known lawyer, with a wide and lucrative practice. To these
advantages of birth and social position Kamaladevi added an
indomitable spirit and an eager intellectual restlessness. Before
long, she was enrolled as a student at Bedford College and she
also attended lectures at the London School of Economics.

When Mahatma Gandhi unfurled the banner of Non-co-opera-
tion against the foreign government, Kamaladevi left her college
desk in England and returned to India in the service of her
country. She thought nothing of her academic career or of the
large amounts she had spent in going to Europe—only one thing
mattered—the thought of her country struggling to be free.

Right from the start, she was drawn to the women’s movement
in this country. Her own experiences had taught her how in
this man-made world the rigours of social conventions fell most
heavily on women. At the very first session of the All-India
Women’s Educational Conference she was unanimously elected
its General Secretary. Later, she was Organising Secretary of
the All-India Women’s Conference for several years in succession.
Her boundless energy set a new standard in devotion and work.
With pioneering zeal, she set about travelling, lecturing, making
new contacts, forming new branches, encouraging and inspiring
the younger generation of women to come forward to take their
rightful place in the scheme of things.

Kamaladevi was also the first woman to stand for legislative
election. She had returned from another visit to Europe, when
she was persuaded at the last minute, to put up her candidature.
Several of her well-wishers warned her that she had very little
chance, since the time factor was against her. The electoral
franchise was very limited and she was pitted against money-
bags. But success or failure meant little to her—ii was a ques-
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tion of vindication of women’s rights.

But even in the very few days left to her, her boundless
energy electrified the whole atmosphere. The opposing candi-
date had to spend thousands. When the result was declared,
Kamaladevi lost by a mere 200 votes. Everyone was astonished
at this performance and even the opposite camp admitted that
if there was a little more time at her disposal, the result would
have been different. Orthodoxy had put in all its weight to
defeat a candidate who had hitherto so successfully defied its
fiats, and for once it had its revenge !

Even then the campaign had a tremendous educational and
political value But how tumes have changed in the last few
years | If Kamaladevi now cared to stand for any legislative
election, she would probably be returned unopposed, or at any
rate by such an overwhelming majority that her opponent would
forfeit the election deposit This is natural enough, for she is
today one of the most popular leaders of the couniry

This remarkable populanty is undoubtedly the result of her
work and sacrifices in the national movement. Side by side
with the Women’s Movement she has been a tireless worker for.
the freedom of India In the late nineteen-twenties, the Youth
Movement found a rebirth and filled so much of the Indian poli-
tical horizon Kamaladevi was one of its most prominent leaders.
The advent of the Simon Commission in 1928 started a new
furore  The principal political parties resolved upon its boy-
colt The cry of ‘ Simon, Go Back' started by the Bombay
Youth League, rang from one corner of the country to the other.
Kamaladevi was President of the memorable scssion of the
Bombay Presidency Youth Conference at Ahmedabad in Detem-
ber 1929, where the youths enthusiastically backed the demand
for independence Two weeks later, under the leadership of
Jawaharlal Nehru, the Indian National Congress sct the seal of
national approval and made it the nation’s demand

The Civil Disobedience Movemcnt of 1930 found Kamaladevi
in the vanguard of the fight Her work in Bombay caught the
imagination of the people Many are the stories told of her
exploits in those days One day, with a group of lady volun-
teers, she invaded the precincts of the Bombay Stock Exchange
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and sold tiny packets of illegally-made salt for Rs. 40,000 in
less than one hour ! She was arrested and when the trying
magistrate enquired if she pleaded guilty, she invited him to
resign from the service of Imperialism and join ber band of
civil resisters. Presently, ignoring the rather dazed magistrate,
she started selling contraband salt in the court-room itself |

Nine months’ imprisonment followed. This was her first term
of jail. Since then, she has been a frequent inmate of the
prison-house. During one of her sentences, she spent a year in
solitary confinement. After each term in jail she came out a
physical wreck but with a light in her eyes and a smile on
her lips.

Kamaladevi is an ardent Socialist. Her generous heart and
progressive social sympathies attracted her quite early to the
cause of the downtrodden and the exploited. When the Congress
Socialist Party was formed in 1984, she plunged with zest into
its activities. The following year, she presided over the All-
India Conference of the Party at Meerut. Satyavati Devi was
the head of the Reception Committee, and Kamaladevi, Presi-
dent of the Conference. The spectacle of these two remarkable
women at the helm of the Socialist conference was widely
commented upon as symptomatic of the new status of women
in Indian public life.

Kamaladevi loves travel. Her political and social work has
taken her to every part of India. She has thrice visited Europe
and once gone round the world. She has represented India at
no less than five International Women’s conferences, at such
different centres as Geneva, Berlin, Prague, Elsinore, and
Copenhagen.

The outbreak of World War II found her in London. The
demand of the Indian National Congress for a clarification of
British War Aims and how they would apply to the question
of India’s freedom, brought the Indian case before the bar of
world opinion. The flagrant contradiction in England’s posi-
tion—that she was fighting for freedom everywhere—and her
flagrant denial of freedom to India, where she held power in her
own hands, was plain for all the world to see. Skilful British
censorship, however, blotted out all inconvenient news from India
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and at the same time clever Bntish propaganda flooded the
world, and especially the Umted States of America, with mis-’
representation of India s case

To counter this ariful propaganda Kamaladev: resolved to wisit
the New World For the next eighteen months, from October
1939 to March 1941, the Amernican Continent became her home.
From New York to San Francsco and from Boston to Mexico
C.ity, large and appreciative audiences crowded her lectures She
contacted some of the most influential personahities mn Amencan
public Iife and acquainted them with the true facts about India
Al a time when India s vowe was sought to be drowned, her
invaluable lecture tour at such great cost and sacnfice to herself
was indeed a great service 1o her country

In Japan, she received a tremendous reception Her very first
meeting drew an audience of 15,000 Kamaladevi has never com-
promused with her prnincples The rebel in her was up and she
openly condemned Japanese aggression on China This was an
act of courage that few indeed would have been capable ot

Imagne, therefore, her surprise when 1n Hong Kong the British
pohice arrested her on board the ship itself ! She was on her
way to Chungking to see something of China at war The inter-
vention of the Chinesc Government brought about her release
Subsequently, she visited both Free China as well as the occupied
terntory and met the heads of both the Governments—Marshal
Chiang Kai shek and Wang Ching way  Her impressions of her
bar Eastern tour aie contamed m two interesting httle books—
In War Torn China and Japan Its Weakness and Strength

Kamaladev: has a lighly artistic temperament She 1s not
only a lover but a connoisseur of the fine arts Her dehght 1n
music 15 great and she has herself a pleasant voice

What are her chief characteristics * The first 1s common sense
The wecond a capacity for gethng difficult things done without
fuss or hustle She always carmes a typewnter with her even
on her travels much fo the exasperation of her fmends, and sits
m a crownded third class railway compartment, typing out arhicles
direct on the machinc instead of wntng them first by hand
She unmustakably gives the impression of being an idealst, who
1~ alo a good business woman And she can 1ough it out.
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In a peasant’s dilapidated hut, she feels as much at home as
in a Maharani’'s glittering palace. And what is more, she knows
how to make both the peasant woman apnd the Maharani ifeel
at ease, after they have been with her for two minutes,

Once again at a critical hour in 1944 she was called upon from
her sick-bed, to lead the women of India. Her work as President
of the All-India Women’s Conference during 1944-46 will remain
memorable in the history of that august body. From a respect-
able gathering of society ladies it was transformed into the
premier women'’s institution in the country, not only in name
‘but also in fact.

When Jawaharlal was elected President of the Indxan National
Congress for the fourth time—an honour never before accorded
‘to any Indian public leader, it was but natural that he should
invite Kamaladevi to become a member of his new Cabinet,
among other things to represent the viewpoint of the new Indian
womanhood. Her Socialist colleagues were not joining the
Congress Working Committee, but they readily agreed to make
an exception in her case, in response to the wishes of the Congress
President.

Kamaladevi’s appeal has been one of rebellion. The little girl
born- with a silver spoon in her mouth, bidding good-bye to
comfort in the trials and rigours of public life. The school-girl-
widow, defying age-old conventions. The restless student crossing
‘the far seas in search of knowledge. The first society lady to
go on the stage not for money or fame, but for a new artistic
ideal. - The first woman to contest a legislative election, laughing
at the great odds against her. The tireless and persevering
organiser, knocking at inertia, apathy and indifference, spreading
encouragement and sunshine around her. The fearless cruosader,
‘criticising Japanese invasion of China, in the heart of Japan itself,
without caring for the consequenees. The unassuming political
worker, facing prison after prison, with a radiant smile. Such
‘is Kamaladevi.



THE SIMPLE CASE FOR DEMOCRATIC SOCIALISM*

€6 QINCE the world war, the Socialist movement has under-

gone one crisis afler another. With the triumph of Hitler
and the consolidation of the Russian dictatorship, the succession
of crises scemed to be culminating in a death ratile. Many
socialists, men of inlegrity and intelligence, reluctantly came to
the conclusion that they had been on the wrong track. Experience
and reflection seemed to reinforce their conviction that the iron
heel of totalitarianism had stamped into the ground, together with
millions of socialist lives the very ideals of Socialism as feasible
options in the present era of hislory. In order to safeguard the
democratic ethos of Socialism, they surrendered their belief in a
planned collectivist economy. Some became New Dealers, others,
advocates of a mixed economy, a phrase that covers the whole
spectrum of social forms ; still others became defenders of the
capitalistic status quo’° So said an article in the New Leader
of America.

The collapse of the Second International, that is, of its leader-
ship, and an inability on the part of its constituents to rally the
rank and file to meet the challenge sloutly and effectively, was
bound to bring disaster to the Socialist movement on its very
hecls. Such a collapse can only come of an absence of a deep
experience of a positive social philosophy. For it is not enough
to talk of faith and conviction. Faith may spring instinctively
from a strong mental attraction towards an ideal, reiterated
wishful thinking, or a favourable temperamental bias. But for
that faith to pass mnto conviction, experience has to step in like
an alchemist who transforms. The question is, how is the
experience provided ? Of course, through the programme of work
which is the instrument by which the Socialist State is built up.
That is why revolution in the sense of a mighty upheaval is not
enough to create a Socialist society. The process has also to be
faithfully worked out through the entire period of effort and
striving.

* Caravan, 1947.
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It is necessary to bear in mind that human beings cannot live
together in the world without conflict of interests arising at some
point. Harmony in living comes out of an inner satisfaction,
a fulfilment of our dreams, hopes and aspirations. But at the
same time life is fraught with limitations of all sorts. Life cannot
meet every demand, nor satisfy every material or psychological
need. A society that can find everything for everybody at the
same time, on any plane, seems too utopian for practical purposes,
at least at this stage of human development, Conflict is inevit-
able, even with the attainment of a highly efficient society., In
fact conflict is as much of a human ingredient, as friendliness.
One may as well say anger will be unknown in a Socialist society.
One can certainly venture it will be reduced in proportion to
better adjustment of the individual to the society, and the
creation of a more harmonious atmosphere. What a social
philosophy aims at, therefore, is negotiating these conflicts with
a view to reducing the clashes to the absolute minimum. Socialism
has therefore to create institutions and methods that can execute
these delicate tasks. In democratic socialism, the ideal is to
evolve only such techniques and institutions as will smoothen
out the frictions with a minimum of coercion, overt or implicit,
and @ maximum of collective participation. In working up
towards a Socialist society one keeps this as the regulative ideal.

Disappointment followed by disillusionment usually results from
a misconception of equality, by taking it to mean sameness or
uniformity. As a matter of fact uniformity never does mean
equal justice or even fairness. For what is right and proper for
one may be injurious to another, except perhaps in the case of
payment for identical work, such as a basic wage, although
generalisations even in this instance would be dangerous. For,
all types of socially useful work, though of equal concern to
society, is not of equal concern to the individuals concerned,
where personal liking, aptitude. physical capacity and such other
factors play an equally important part,

The only criterion, therefore, is to have the democratic ideal
as a regulative barometer—or, as has been often said, equality of
concern. Emotional adjustments are comparatively easier in a
family, though not without friction. But far more difficult in a
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society, especially’ modern society, where individualities have
become more pronounced with the gradual loosening of the com-
mumly traditions which made for close ties and co-operation.
Therefore something analogous to the role of emotion in a family
has to be evolved to regulate the social mechanism of a large
and heterogeneous group such as present-day society, with a far
wider diversity of interests.

A genuine socialist ideal starts from the premise that the aim
of social living is the creation of a society of creative personalities,
not mere automatons that conform to an ordered plan. Condi-
tions have therefore to be created for the interplay of free
individuals whe will discipline themselves out of a conscious
realisation of theirr own responsibility towards the collective. The
socialist ideal respects the human personahty and 1s fully aware
of its delicate shades and tones that would grow discoloured and
discordant or fade out into neutrals, unless nurtured by the breath
of free airr. Hence its emphasis on democratic practices.

The current apprehension, in some cases a dogmatic assertion,
that Marxism inevitably means fotalitarianism, has no doubt been
greatly accentuated by events in Russia and then in Germany ;
in the latter, in the guise of National Socialism. To most
observers, the two seem identical, in each instance a complete
state domination, that state in turn dominated by a single-party
lcadership. Although the leadership may shift from a class to
a political group, one has seen that group leadership in itself
becoming exclusive, rising out of a new aristocracy of, say, the
Stakhanovites, which can in course of time become filled with
its own technological power, as the old upper class was by the
weight of its wealth or blueness of its blood, and ultimately
cease to speak for the masses and lose its real identity with
them. Such a state of affairs we have scen is quite consistent
with ‘‘ equality of opportunity,’”’ for the lad from the slum may
risc to a managerial post. That is, however, not the corner-
stonc of socialist society. It can only warn us not 1o be blinded
by shibboleths which socialists also too often indulge in. What
usually happens in a pseudo-socialist society is that an economic
class is replaced by a political, or may be another economic
class based on other standards and qualifications—the class rule
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continuing nevertheless. We therefore work back again to the
character of the technique of achievement, the steps of progress.
Means are to a large extent ends, for an achievement is in its
essence an experience. Therefore democratic practices have to
be the way of life with every socialist, and the recognised
technique of a socialist party which aims at settmg up a socialist
democratic state.

It is usually erroneous to lay the responsibility for the growth
of totalitarian tendencies, for instance, at the door of a single
man and heap upon him all the blame as in the case of Stalin.
We have to look back further over his shoulders into the pre-
revolution era and appraise the character of those parties who
worked for the ushering in of the socialist state in Russia. Did
they believe in democracy ? Did they devise such instruments
as would bring this principle into every operation ? Were they
sensitive to the flowering of personalities ? Were they mindful
of the deadening effect of suppression and coercion ? For therein
lies the key to the puzzle of Russia—there the solution to future
socialist problems. Similarly in Germany, all evidence proves
that totalitarian tendencies did not follow the revolution but
preceded it. Both the DBolsheviks as well as the National
Socialists, although differing in their historical role in setting the
class alignments, had nevertheless one character in common—
they were undemocratic in their practices and processes of func-
tioning. This is indeed the crux of the whole problem, for, it
determines the entire character of the order the group evolves.
The two parties were not concerned with democracy ; their aim
was seizure of power in the quickest and most effective way.
They could not be bothered by scruples over means or the nego-
tiating of conflicts, to ensure conscious responsible action. On
the wave of an upsurge, they came to power. The destruction of
democracy was implicit in the totalitarian character of the parties
which set no store by the ideal of collectivism ; for they attached
no value to individual freedom in collective- action. To them
all this was just so much bourgecis nonsense. They had neither
the time nor the patience for such niceties. Any social set-up
by such groups, can only be along totalitarian lines, Their entire



LHrE SIMiLeE CASE »#OR DEMOCRATIC SOCIALISM 11

present approach and methods of execution can be traced to
their original philosophy and the processes which it necessarily
shaped.

It is these very experiences which urge us socialists not only
to cling to but also give effect to the ideals of democracy, which
should be ‘‘ {he distinguishing characteristic of a socialist "’—for
democracy must be an indivisible quality of real socialism.
Pseudo-socialist forms, however, are making such a discussion
necessary and are compelling socialists to be qualified as *“ Demo-
cratic Socialists’’ lest the common association in the public mind
of socialism with totalitarianism sully it, at least till the public
mind is dispossessed of this fallacy ; as also of a naive inference
that because democracy came into form with capitalism, with
the decline of the latter it too must end. At the same time the
historical process has to be intelligently worked out, so that all
the gains of human knowledge, because of their birth under
capitalism, are not destroyed only because of that, but preserved
for a happier and better organised posterity.

Far from Marxism going inevitably and helplessly along the
road of totalitarianism, it definitely assumed that the historical
development of planned society would lead to the disappearance
of the State, which is but an organised form of coercion, aided
by popular convention and legal sanctions. However utopian
the philosophical anarchism may seem to our practical minds,
it is at least clear that Marxism did not conjure up the totalita-
rian dictatorship that has subscquently been set up in the name
of Marxism. It definitely aimed at the discovering of condi-
tions, particularly material, wherein the ideals of cultural and
political freedom, as formulated by progressive minds and move-
ments from time to time, could attain greater fulfilment. Ortho-
dox Marxism, of course, believed that the economy of a culture
was the decisive factor in determining its social and political
character, and at any given moment this character may be pre-
dicted if one knows at the time the relationship of the various
economic factors to each other. Though in the main these labo-
ratory-like formulas may be right, human affairs cannot be over-
simplified like natural or chemical elements. We have seen
that more than one political form is compatible with capitalism
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in the different stages of its development. It is, therefore, equally
misleading to conjure up collectivist economy automatically with
totalitarianism and to declare that socialism is incompatible with
democracy. What faces all revolutionary reformists is the place
of the individual in collective living. There is the answer fo
* why democracy ? '’ Large societies, such as ours today, can-
not be knit together by mere pulpit sermons of ‘‘love thy
neighbour as thyself.”” Men may be temporarily moved by
eloquence or by personal example of stray leaders, but unless
they are convinced of the truth that the good of the single is
indivisible from that of the whole and vice versa, it cannot be
made to be translated into action. To achieve that, the will
for community in one form or another must play a big part.
Just as by our contact with those whom we love and who
matter to us we get inspired and exhilarated—life-giving force
as it is called—in a less complete form may be, it occurs in all
kinds of healthy associations and arises out of mutual personal
awareness, mutual enrichment and responsibility. The other is
the lethal relationship in which each tries to exploit the other
for one’s own personal interest. Human minds have to be
encouraged to be independent, free-thinking, not conditioned to
a single mould to discriminate yet be tolerant; to appreciate
cultural and individual differences, not as dividing hyphens but
as foundations for enriched co-operative community life. Demo-
cracy like freedom is best nurtured and preserved by living it,
not preaching empty slogans. Lastly there must be developed a
strong tradition of mutual responsibility—responsibility of course
includes kindliness and consideration. Such a responsibility also
means integrity, intellectual as well as social. Therefore, while
the individual is made aware of his or her responsibility towards
society, not merely in thought but stimulated into intelligent
action, the society in turn is made equally aware of the signifi-
cance of its duty towards the individual. In its practical
application the question arises in planned economy. The term
is itself ambiguous, for it has no intrinsic meaning of its own.
The meaning it takes on is from its context. The meaning there-
fore shifts from one social context to another. There is as much
planned economy attempted under capitalism and fascism as is
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envisaged under socialism. In capitalistic economy, the purpose
of planning is primarily to assure profit for the industrialists, all
else is incidental ; in fascist economy, it assures power and control
for the State ; in socialist society, the aim of planning is public
welfare or the economic and social security of the masses. The
chief components of public welfare are social efficiency and the
strengthening of those rights of personality which are associated
with the ideals of democracy.

The purpose of planning under democratic socialism is the
achievement of efficiency, elimination of waste, and maximum ser-
vice. While we may not want to encourage duplication, we
certainly do not want 10 destroy variety. As someone has said :
** Diversity, creative individuality and catholicity of tastes ’’ should
be its characteristics. The erroneous conception of planned society
as a rigidly and centrally direcled control must be abolished.
Decentralisation has not only a place in democratic social plan-
ning, but in the view of its very purpose, very desirable ; as in
the case of certain commodities and services, decentralisation would
make for greater social satisfaction and efficiency. All that is
necessary is to see that all such schemes have a place in the
total national plans and do not lead to conflict, which would
mean waste and inefficiency.

In conclusion one may confess that no specific device or any
set ot them, is by itself sufficient for the preservation of demo-
cracy in a planned socialist society. Generally speaking, we may
ask tor the guaranteeing of a few essentials, such as the freedom
of individuals 1o choose occupations for which they can qualify ;
to move freely round the country ; to be able to select from among
an ample variety, goods, services, amusements, etc.; a vested
right in a job, i.e., 2 minimum income or annual wage which can-
not be alienated once certain qualifications of skill have been met ;
trtade unions independent of the Government, whose function is
not to stimulate production and save money for the State, but
to insure the best woiking conditions and to protect their members
from arbitrary administrative power ; an independent judiciary ;
control of public services such as newspapers, radio by co-opera-
tive hodies ; and such hkec measures. One can’t be very dogmatic
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about details. Once the principle is established, ways and means
can always be worked out to keep the principal content intact.

THE CASE FOR SOCIALISM RESTATED

THE close of the war left humanity physically and mentally
torn from end to end ; old codes are dust, old paths faintly
traceable. Every thinking individual has today to rediscover him-
self-——more so every ideological group. Many of the familiar land-
marks can guide us no more. New ones keep eluding us. There
is a need for some fundamental thinking as well as for the restating
of its case for the left, especially the socialists, particularly so in
view of the deep impact of science on human thought and life
and the far-reaching changes that this has wrought. This is not
so very easy or simple a matter for unfortunately, human beings
still function in isolated sectors, and life’s various phases are rarely
co-related and treated as an indivisible whole. The scientists there-
fore carry on as though there were nothing else in the world except
science, while few men possessed of social sense also happen to be
trained as scientists. If one takes the atom bomb as an instance,
it illustrates these fateful gaps. For at least ten years before the
birth of this bomb, men had been working on this dynamic
energy, conscious in varying degrees of its immense implications
and the vast changes it was bound to effect in the very structure
and content of our existence. But no socially-conscious group
actually took steps to meet the situation. At the same time the
clever men of the laboratory who were letting loose the monster
as though it were just a whizzing bat, never bothered about the
possibilities of the aftermath that was bound to follow.

It is the role of the Socialists to analyse the import of such
discoveries and of similar forces that are fast changing the face
of our old life beyond recognition. It is only by an intelligent
understanding that we can direct the currents of life into useful
channels that humanity may benefit by it and not expose our-
selves to the accidents of haphazard factors.:

In restating the case the socialists have once again to reiterate
that socialism is not a mere negative protest against poverty,
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nor just a battle for better wages, sick pay, etc. It is not even
just the massed - self-interest of individval workers. It is much

-more the positive passion for happy human relations, a sound
society in the sense of the largest number finding fulfiiment and
¢ tisfaction in more than the mere self-seeking, that is in such

‘e experiences as comradeship, striving through a d15c1plmed
ict and a crusading spirit for a common cause. This is what
s the socialists both to social integrity and intellectual
sty.

} make this a practical experience in large societies is the
oof the socialists who have turned away from the ruthless
Muts of totalitarianism to the gentler and more abiding tech-
heof persuasion through reasoning and conviction and the
artion of comradeship through intimate experience. Ahimsa
col-violence as a way of life has been attempted through
certjous sages down the long centuries. Expenments have
vergide to make this ideal a living.philosophy in small com-
tiofmmunities—colonies of men and women who came together,
I by this ideal to illustrate it through their own life. Then
1dhiji came along to practise it om a mass scale and for a time

cceeded, incredible though it may seem. Even the fierce Pathan

t away his rifle and bared his chest like St. Francis, in the

sh of the crusaders. What the socialists have so passionately
~reamed of is still but a dream. )

. Socialism is interpreted so largely in terms of economic facts
and social formulas that one is almost tempted to overlook the
most important factor in it—the human. Consciously or uncon-
sciously what we all aim at is the realisation of the persomality
as each of us interprets or defines it. Every personal ambition
is but a reaching out to it ; every effort but a striving to unfold
oneself, stripping off layer after layer of the extraneous matter
which weighs our real being down. Whether we aspire in deve-

ping the personality fully in oneself or the society as a whole,
e basic urge is the same. In a socialist that urge expands
blyond one’s little personal shell. Socialism makes us alive to
thi issue that we ought to try to be fully human—not just personal
an{ self-centred—which implies that in the process of our own
dewlopment we strive to create conditions that help others in

3

e

-a
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developing their full personalities, when alone is it possible for
human beings to be really human. In the real sense it means
to be fully aware of oneself and of others in terms of different
needs and capacities, the differences linked by a single underlying
identity which we call the sense of comradeship. It is this whic'
enables us to appreciate the wealth in the diversity, to take
delight in it, and cultivate respect for it; to co-operate wt
heartedly in all the common ventures for the common goo.

all and thereby accept responsibility for one another’s wel

To be human is to have an inexhaustible capacity to love, to
enriched by contacts and enhance the value of life’s experit

by wide intercourse. At the same time this involves a cc
cated process of inward clashes between one’s own little se

that larger sef which ever seeks to put on wings to reac

very skies and span the mountains and oceans. One may

say it is a continuous process of the effacing of the sma

to develop into the larger, the community-self. Thus the

is transmuted into an expansion and enrichment of the persc

True, the human love one feels for an individual can ha
be felt collectively for a whole community where there is a cc
plete absence of intimacy, selectiveness and the delicacy of subt
ness, all of which can only come out of a personal fusion. B
one can function on the more general plane of affection. F
that the entire society itself has to be manifestly orgamised wit
full respect for the personality of each of its members. It is
such a society that socialism aims af,

This community has also to develop a strong sense of mutual
responsibility and, last but not least, kindliness in all dealings
amongst the members of the community. But the last two will
easily follow from the first, hence the emphasis of socialism on
the need of developing the human personality fully—where this
is ignored, we violate the community relationship of comradeship
It is this violation which permits us to tolerate a social system
which exploifation is an integral feature ; allows society to
<pht info varying economic and social groups one subordinatefo
the other, the more privileged oppressing the less privileged uitil
the entire society is caught up in a vicious vortex.

Economics do not function op a separate plane in spl?(did
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isolation., They are meaningful only in terms of human affairs,
When human beings are starved and deprived of essentials, the
society is not concerned only in terms of 10§ of production, fall
in incomes, higher mortality and the like. It is much more
than that. What is after all the aim of life ? Not to produce
for the mere sake of production or earning for earning’s sake. All
these are but the means to some end—human satisfaction. Man
alone amongst the inhabitants of this animal kingdom, has risen
over the mere physical needs and developed emotional and mental
hunger for things which go beyond the creature comforts. He
craves not only for a clean environment but also a beautiful one.
Man counts music, colour, design, more than ]ust utlhty When
he builds a house he is not content merely to raise four walls
and a roof. He introduces artistic designs, motifs, touches of
colour, a garden and an orchard if possible. Man has created
certain subtle urges, which if not satisfied end in emotional per-
versions even as physical denials end in frustration. The func-
tioning of present society leads not only to physical destruction
but social deterioration by generating subversive, anti-social ele-
ments even amongst the very young. Therefore, to say that
socialism is materialistic in the sense of being opposed to moral
and cultural standards, is misleading and untrue. On the con-
trary it is far more acutely aware of their force. Socialism is
therefore defined as a moral urge. Though it may not make a
fetish of non-violence, it seeks to cxpress it in a practical and
effective way. It exposes capitalistic society as founded on violence
and operating through violence. In fact this element of violence
is one of socialism’s strongest objections to the present order. It
seeks to found the new order on universal co-operation and
comradeship instead of on coercion as now and does not there-
fore recognise those unreal divisions human beings are broken
up into, on religion, caste, creed, races, nationalities and a host
of others. Socialism {ranscends all that and stands for a world
community of free citizens. It means an attempt by man so to
order his affairs that no one member of the community is less
important than another, everyone to be an equal shareholder in
all the good things of the earth ; to give full opportunity to that
hunger in man to express ideas, thoughts, emotions, desires or
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whatever be the name one prefers to give to that deep urge in
him which keeps restlessly welling up to take shape.

Culture has with few exceptions been the product of leisure.
The large masses of the people have néither the equipment nor
the energy for creations of any gigantic proportions. Creative
effort calls for independence, the calibre and courage that go into
the making of a great artist. Talent of itself is not enough, just as
a basketful of vegetables and tins of spices by themselves cannot
form a delicacy. An experienced hand is as necessary as a fire
and a pan to do that. Easily 75 per cent of mankind is today
without the environment or the equipment neccssary for creative
expression. The wide worn-out section of our society is either
frustrated or aggressively anti-social.

Nor is the class that frequents universities and other seats of
learning, in a very much better position. For the present-day
education does not treat knowledge as a scientific research in rela-
tion to a fast changing socicty. Rather is it treated as a static
block to disturb which is taboo. Even the atom bomb is not
able to shake their complacency. Therefore the revolution with
which our present age is bursting has to be no less intellectual
than economic or political. For most of the present-day pandits
are smugly content to sink in the somnolent academic glory of
past ages, to float on the dimness and confusion of ideas which
are but the outmoded relics of bygone centuries. It is only when
human knowledge is interpreted in terms of life as a moving
stream, as social forces in revolution, can it in ultimate perspective
become a live factor as related to the intellectual plape. Un-
doubtedly socialism will represent, for a long time to come at
least, the fundamental philosophy of the coming epoch, until it
too may have to give way to newer modes of thought and newer
philosophies of life, and slip behind the ancient curtain of history
to take its place amongst the faded monuments of human ideas.
For the last word of Marxism itself is that there are no last words.
However, that is yet a long way off. But it is good to bear that
in mind, lest any ideology be cxtolled to the status of a theology
and the book itself into a mystery cult to make of a living force
a bogus science. That danger forever threatens and one would
do well to be on one’s guard not to take the shell for the kernel.
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In the meanwhile, we have to hurry on with the process of
superseding the semi-scientific sciences fostered by the present-day
decaying bourgeois society which is obviously tottering on its last
legs, which Marx himself once very aptly described as ‘* the end
of the prehistoric era in human annals.”” The sciences of the
previous ages were comparatively slower, born of ample lassitude
and leisure, and therefore more abstract and metaphysical. But
in our machine age whose basic characteristics are continuous
motion and dynamic potentiality, resulting in endless transforma-
tions, the philosophy has necessarily to be conversely of dialectics,
not the Being of the metaphysical era but of Becoming of the
explosive age. A revolutionary philosophy is dynamic not only
in its analysis but in its practical application as well—which can-
not only explain and analyse but also point the way to change
itself. Above all it does not believe even an ideal as an end in
itself. The test of the intellectual honmesty is the acceptance of
an end somie day to every new idea rather than it become the
intellectual barrier to a new reality and to further expanding
knowledge. For every ideal is but the forerunner of other ideals
to follow, each a symbol of its own age.

Socialism represents the first world panorama based throughout
upon rigorous scientific and factual methodology. At the same
time it represents the transition from the capitalistic class society
to scientific world community. In its universality it works to
prepare the way for new and higher intellectual revolutions, and
in doing so foresees and predicts the day when fresh categories of
ideologies will arise to fill the content of new and more evolved
social forms. In a dialectical universe ‘° Ends are also begin-
nings.”” In the infinife warp and web of human life, its mani-
festations assume varied and endless forms that change from age
to age, epoch to epoch.

We seem to be passing at the moment through a long narrow.
crevice which someone has aptly described as rocky straits between
two oceans. We have turned our back unpon the more decadent
sections of society—those intellectuals who betray their noble task
in society in a blind zeal to .maintain old forms rather than the
sanctity and dignity of human life ; who have lost their sensibility
to be concerned as much with the means as with the ends, so
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pﬁjably forgetting that means have a way of winding up as the
ends. We look today to the more vital imb of our social organ-
ism—the toiling masses whom we want this philosophy to inspire
to build the new, nobler and finer civilisation, based on respect
for the human individual and not his social status ; courtesy for
the solidity of his character not the figures in his bank-book.
Once the culture sprang from the brilliantly-lit marble mansions,
today we want to woo it from the shadowy tenements, to chisel
it from the rough-hewn wood and not out of mock gentility.
Socialists must reiterate their fundamental faith in the commu-
nity and its final achievement; whose members shall ‘practise
democracy, by recognising socialism as the faith of the individual
in his own integrity ; work which will not be exploitation but
the expression of the human spirit ; industry as a function the
dignity of which is upon all members irrespective of how lowly
the task—thus making of work a genuine communal expression
functioning on a positive creative plane; a society that would
set direction and management into a team and make public owner-
ship synonymous with ecfficient public control ; for the former
without the latter would be just an empty shell; and it is for
socialists to impart to socialism the necessary qualities of demo-
cratic vitality and responsibility in the wielding of that power.

IMPERIALISM AND CLASS-STRUGGLE*

HE birth of the Socialist Party in the Congress marks an
important epoch in Indian politics, though few perhaps have
realised its significant role. People in their ignorance merely
regard it as a symbol of revolt against Gandhiji and Gandhism,
an indiscriminate importation of inassimilative western notions.
There are some who are sympathetic, but regard its appearance
as premature. All these beiray a lack of historical knowledge and
historical sense. The majority takes its stand on the ground that
our struggle today is against a foreign power and the talk of
class-war confuses the issue and gives rise to internecine fights.
Thxs shows that a great many people have not understood the

* Presidentiat Address. All-India Socialist ("onference Meerut 1936.
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nature of Imperialism or the characteristics which a struggle
against it ought to develop. Unless we get a clear understanding
on that, it is not possible to get a correct perspective of India’s
struggle or of the role of the Socialist Party in if.

Imperialism is the outcome of capitalistic production, that is,
production of commodities sold at the highest profit; hence its
need for a constant expansion of market to maintain a level of
prosperity. It also means export of capital from an industrialised
country to undeveloped tracts, thus reaping heavy dividends. Such
capital is employed, not in industrial development, for that would
necessarily mean limiting the imports coming from the ‘‘ Home *’
market. So it goes into the development of the means of trans-
portation. And so far as the exports go, the expansion is only
illusory. No real expansion is possible unless production also
increases and this is not possible except through improved means
of production, which again has no chance in a colonial country.
So, the high rate of profit that the foreign creditor derives from
investmenis in colonics is raised by the continuous exploitation
of the masses by depriving them of even the little surplus they
might otherwise have saved. Thus the heavy taxation in India
represents the high interest rate paid to the foreign creditor.

Now let us examine the relationship between this Imperialism
and its Indian allies, such as the princes, landlords, capitalists,
middlemen, money-lenders, etc., for, then we shall have realised
the class-hasis of the Indian anti-Imperialist struggle. For the
efficient working of Imperialism an Indian agency is indispensable,
because without some such social basis it would not be possible
for it to maintain its hold. The landlords, the capitalists, the
middlemen jn India are the creation of Imperialism. When the
East India Company came in, they found a country where the
old order was passing away, but trade had already become an
important social factor, though the industry was of pre-capitalist
mode. This was a stumbling block in the path of a free importa-
tion of cheap manufacture for which a ready market had to be
created somehow. So the handicrafts were ruthlessly destroyed,
throwing hundreds of thousands out of employment and abruptly
converting the country into a purely agricultural one. This was
also in the interest of Imperialism, for the ‘“ Home *’ country had
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to be assured of an unlimited supply of raw material for its
factories.

Left to itself the social process of evolution from semi-feudalistic
society and pre-capitalistic industry would have worked itself out
as in other countries. The decaying feudalistic order would have
been destroyed by the rising bourgeois and industry would have
passed into the capitalist mould. Instead, the foreign interven-
tion brought in a chain of events entirely different in character.
The old feudalistic absolutism was overthrown as a political power
and in its place a. whole lot of tax-farmers was created from
among the contractors, the highest bidders being made the over-
lords of several villages and invested with full proprietary powers,
over and above the keeping of puppet princes. They were to be
the ** pillars of Imperialism *’ in India. The pre-capitalistic form
of production was also maintained as its retention as an integral
part of colonial capitalism prevents the rise of mass prosperity
which must necessarily bring industrialisation in its wake. Here
we begin to see the link between Imperialism and this ballast of
feudal conditions and why it is impossible to overcome the one
without overcoming the other.

Let us now understand this semi-feudalistic condition which
Imperialism maintains as its handmaid. About 75 per cent or
about 260 millions of the Indian population live on agriculture.
Of these nearly 12 millions live on the rents they receive as land-
lords or ruling chiefs, their income being estimated at nearly
180 crores. This class leads the typical parasitical existence living
on an unearned income. Nor is this income spent for productive
purposes. It is mostly diverted to urban areas, squandered on
degenerate luxuries or spent abroad. The rural areas are left
starving for finances for general improvement and the same is the
fate of industries. Nearly one-third of the cultivated area is owned
by this class and all this vast tract of land and the millions that
toil on it are doomed to a dark gloomy existence.

The rest of the land is owned by the Government. The fate
of these areas and of those who cultivate them is hardly any
better, though they are formally free from feudal bondage. All
agriculturists, whether they be petty land proprietors or tenants,
are practically a proletarianised mass, for they do not in either
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case possess the land they work upon. They are completely at
the mercy of the land-ownmer. The living they eke out is more
in the pature of wages than an independent income. In addition
there is the money-lender to whom their produce is mortgaged.

The intense overcrowding on the lands due to the absence of
industries to absorb the surplus population now struggling on
the land, the primitive methods of production which do not give
India a chance of competing in the world-market and merely
making the life of the villager an unrelieved drudgery, all these
are accountable for the utter pauperisation of the peasantry.
This continuous exploitation, frustration of every effort, a future-
less horizon, have killed the incentive in them, filling them
with a despairing fatalism.

The solution of the agrarian problem is, therefore, an essential
condition for India getting out of this vicious rut. It alone will
lead to successful industrialisation which "must necessarily lead
to the general prosperity. This will relieve the pressure on the
land, raise the purchasing power of the masses and give India
a place in the world-markct. But, to bring this about, a radical
change in the social structure is essential. If antiquated modes
have to be replaced by newer and more scientific ones, the
feudalistic system must give place to a more just and equitable
system of land tenure, the pre-capitalistic mode of production to
mechanisation, then surely the overthrow of Imperialism must
also mean the abolition of landlordism. This will release the
peasantry from its present economic slavery and open up the
Jand for intense cultivation by modern methods ; and all the
wealth which now runs into unproductive channels will be awvail-
.able for fostering industries. This will mean great stimulation of
the general economic life of the country.

Lastly, there are the middlemen who are also partners in this
Imperialistic game of exploitation. In the absence of any sound
credit system, usury offers an attractive opening. In the absence
of any marketing faciliies the middlemen plunder the poor
peasantry. Thus, under the pre-capitalistic mode of production,
the middlemen have a good stake and they will not be a willing
party to the abolition of this system of economy which is the
inevitable prelude to mormal industrialisation. Now the ques-
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tion may be raised why this historic task of abolishing the feuda-
listic system cannot be done by the bourgeois in India as has
been the case in most other countries. For the obvious reason
that the Indian masses today are in reality the slaves of capital-
ism, for, Imperialism is the ultimate phase of capitalism, the
semi-feudal conditions are maintained by Imperialism as part of
its function. The Indian bourgeois is, therefore; an instrument
of capitalism in the exploitation of the masses. Imperialism has
buttressed itself behind the upper classes. Whenever a peasant
struggles against excess rent or tax, a worker to better his condi-
tion of living, or the subjects of the native states resist the
absolute powers of the princes, the Imperialist forces appear as
protectors of the exploiters. Thus, when the toiling masses who
form nearly 90 per cent of the population fight for complete
national independence they must necessarily fight Imperialism in
all its strength, that is, iogether with all its allies.

Indian capitalism has grown as a by-product of Imperialism
and is linked up with Imperialist trade and industry. Due to
its own contradictions, British Imperialism, though unwillingly, is
forced to give some economic and political concessions to Indian
capitalism and other upper classes to maintain themselves and
allow them to grow, though the normal development is chequered.
The capitalist class is more than satisfied with its condition. Its
existence is, therefore, conditioned by the continuance of Imperial-
ism, whereas by the overthrow of Imperialism its life is
endangered. Under the framework of Imperialism whatever poli-
tical reforms are granted, the condition of the masses cannot
improve. In fact, by the new constitution or any similar reform,
the alliance between Imperialism and the Indian bourgeois will
be tightened, leading to greater exploitation of the toiling classes.
The classes that will fight Imperialism are those whose condition
will deteriorate by the presence of Imperialism. It is only those
classes who have ‘‘ nothing to lose but their chains and a world
to gain ’ that will fight—and these are the workers, the peasants
and the lower middle classes.

In a colonial country, class-struggle inevitably coincides with
the struggle for national freedom, for the anti-Imperialist move-
ment is also a struggle against capitalism and landlordism. The






