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7 This is t0 make a fervent and rrayerful request = will you
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The Jurty of course needs you badly. Tour clarity, you drive and your

eapacity for organisation would revelutionise the Party, would make it
alive and ____. This is the finest posaible opportunity of erganising

and developing the Party, for making hesdway amon the masses, in the

U Congress and among the rtudents. What is neede’ mopt is not policy =
: rolicy we have - but initiative and action. Here we entirely fissle avep

as the backwash ¢f the Congresa.

But I am digressing. In requesting you to come back, I have in
mind alsc the larger yakimkd politics of the country and ovem to the
extent, international politics. Y cu were slways the Party's link with
Burope, partisularly with @reat Britain. This link should be formed mmmm
anow. The voice of Indian Socialism should be heard abrosd. Who el se

> can makxy mske it hesrd but you ?
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pot thirk that those who believe in it , Idke lobis bave no place in the
m.m*tﬂtlthwmghymtu social quention as viow
lsace vo. non-violence. To do that is contrary %o marriss and unscisu=
tific sociology, Iﬂmtingtmbac;mthmlmmuf:mw

in the direction of non~violance from every gixisf platfors and emphasising
uauututyum-mannm
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Gandhiji's way as the only way out,
would approach the vanlshing piint.
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Scclalism than the murders of the Thormider snd the Napolonois wars
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the stage of histroy is Gapital va. labour. Whether the issue is decided
violently or mon-violently, if labour (ccnoceived in its widest secial
significance) wins, a better world, s more peaceful and g more civilised
vorld would be born. This is not determination. I ex huxigy bazipg my
optimism and view of the future in an estimation of the conmcious efforts
of men, being made now and to be made in the future. This estimation
further assures me of tie mssja eventual victory of labours.

The whole Farty is rwady to welooms you. Becont ovenkghave
created deep faith in your political judgment and ineisht and comrndes

would recieve you with open arms.

I have never lmown much about your persocal affairs. I lmow
there were certgin difficulties, but I alas know that they wvere not the
recl reasons, why you left ¥am active politics. I believe I would not be
making s =istaks in thinking that they would not be tle real cbetacle

to your goming backs But there are no " real cbstsclos " lefte The rosd

is clear for you.

Fost of the resgtions ¢o the Rusoion tragedy hawe not imressed
--uluutehfmtmu-th-ﬂmmthnmnﬁlorm
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Marxian crd Demoorncys It is constractive and 4t holds fast to Merlm
ﬁuﬁmnmm.mmmvdmbh-ﬁnml:mﬂﬁlﬂﬂh
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8 living, developing social sclence and methodology. Ry enthusisss
for the bock does not mean that I agrve with all the' 1t saye. ¥hare
are seversl questions whick I should like to pursue further. Noreever,
neither is Indisn Gardtalisa well developed, nor is the working class
mature. In that case leniniss in some form is lucvitable for use By
the way, It sppears from Lauret's exposition thet there is m lot of

similarity between Lenin's principles of organisation and yours.

Iam again, le* me return to my msin purpose snd

apreal my request. Do come backe Apar' from dolng justioe to yourself,
mmuwwm.:--mm’mm.
bility of your scon landging in Prison. That might appear fuxikk fruitlesse
But even that would be sefvice = more valmable, move effective than what

you are rendering by your present actifities. Say you rise to the occasios
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Tou have not satisfied me. I did not say that the wtility %o the
Socialist movement of me who belleved in th- new dynanip " wns reduced to
mmu:m—m-nm“mmm
platfora that Gandhiji's wes the only way had a vanishing wtility for the
mm-tu-twuhw“.ﬁhmmh“-
It is likely that you have sccepted tle new dymemic in tote = alang with the
ausber of trusteeship and ___ and the rejection of the ¢lase struggle. You
would periaps be interested in the following statement of Gandhiji'ss "God is
is the force smong all forces known and unimown. Nom~violence without solisnce
upon that Force is poor stuff to be thrown in the dust. (Narilen, June 20, 1940,

Page 201)

is for the new dymamic, I have respect for it, and beligve that it has
invented a useful form of mase action which should be (as it hae been to some
extent) sdopted in socialist prectice. But, as regards ite tiecxyp I reject it
ss utterly unsclentific and built up of hocus-pocuse Thet tho men who uses it
exercises great influence nced not surprise us us when we turn to other great
men in history who have dons likewise. Indeed till ihe rise of Varxiss, and outaide
of the practice inspired by it, men have been impelled not by sclentific under
-muunt&tmm(ummxwhdﬂlh—#mm-

Returning to the new dynsmie, I cannot have such resyect for its under-
lying theory - which to me is the only thing that satters = when I see that two
ﬂnﬂ!mdmﬂhﬂﬁmtﬂnﬂnmmt:ﬁxm
where Le should have been from the begimning ~ I ______ to his attitule towards
the war, the Communal problem, the question -f anarchy,etoe There is a chorus of
wmmthatm'-Mmm.mmmm
socislist friends have failed to tell the people that what Ganfhiji is saying

todsy wilxvbat the socialists had been scying all along, When Mehedeo Desel

mmauﬁuthtthautm o the Communal spianglo should have hit upom
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surprise st the superiority of Rarxiss sociology to that of Gandiides.
hmhnﬂ‘lhh%ﬂﬁﬂdﬂhwﬂ-m
of dislllusionment with the miukimm Stalln regime. It would be the same
thing as being disillusioned with Qandhism after the Congress ministries.
I have mo doubt that if the Gandhian State came into being, the status of
Gandhisa ingpite of their best intentioms, would meke of it no detter mess
than Lenin's successor hes done with the Soviet State. But no one on that
acoount ghould have the right to be disiliusioned with Gandhigm iteelf,

I sa also not forgetting the frot the the very fallure of the Stalinds regise

-is adequately explained ouly by Narzist theory.

However, it is not my intention to argue with you. It is clear to
29 that when a peracn of your propicscity and intellsotual integrity has
arrived at a oonglugicn, it would be beyond my capecity to influence #his
thought. I, therefore, acospt your statement that there is no return for
you to this old faith - whether of the orthodox or the protestant demomination.
And it seems futile to dwell on the Pang that that statement has csused some
people.

But may I say that you have pald too careful a stteution to my
words rather than to the spirit which filled theme You will reseuber that
I had said I 414 not want you to come back only in theif __ of your perty
but dlso in the interust of the larger political movesents. It is fims true
Ihﬂummindnfm-n-riuﬂuth:uhhﬂ“nw
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movement, there is no political life whatwver, and I had conosived of you
quntmqum.-m&uu__.dmd’rutmm
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the grestest moment of Gandbiji's life is apirosching and the new
dynexic is to rise to usprecedented heights. Whst little opportunity
could there be for you to take the plunge 7 I s not giving up hope
ebout your soeigliss, but we shall see sbout that later. I ghall no
doubt esrmestly pray that the new dynsaic should sclve the social
problea, Parhaps its younger devotees may find the way out. Be that
a3 it may it is vhat we 40 to the present that matters. For the rest,
I do not think gooislisim is so umindful of the question of means and
ends as you seem to thick. But the whole question of socialist action
deperds upon understanding of the dynamic of soclety, which is as diff-
erent froa Gandhian understanding as chalk is from cheese. But, as 1
have said, I do not wish to argue.

I shall coneiude by saying that ay proyer to you has lost

none of its force = rather it 'as been strengthened by what you have
gaid and by your comfession of faith,. . -

(7.P.)



