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that we need modern industries, a modern army and all
those things necessary to preserve our existence and
our freedom under modern conditions.

Having dealt with this fundamental standpoint of
my generation, | will go on to discuss some of the
detailed problems. For the present, of course, the
biggest problem is how to fight and win this war. But
that is a problem of which you are aware from what you
have read in the papers or heard over the radio. | will
now consider some of the problems of Free India. The
moment India is free, the most important problem will
be the organizing of our national defence in order to
safeguard our freedom in the future. For that we shall
have to build up modern war industries, so that we may
produce the arms that we shall need for self-defence.
This will mean a very big programme of industrialization.

After satisfying the needs of our nation in the
matter of self-defence, the next problem in the degree
of importance will be that of poverty and unemploy-
ment. India today is one of the poorest countries in
the world, but India was not poor before we came
under British rule. In fact, it was the wealth of India
which attracted the European nations to India. One
cannot say that in the matter of national wealth or
resources India is poor. We are rich in natural resour-
ces, but, owing to British and foreign exploitation, the
country has been impoverished. So our second most
important problem will be how to give employment to
the millions of unemployed in India and how to relieve
the appalling poverty which now exists among the
masses of the Indian people.
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The third problem in Free India will be the problem
of education. At present, under British rule, about 90
per cent of the people are illiterate. Our problem will
be to give at least an elementary education to the Indian
masses as soon as possible, and along with that to give
more facilities to the intellectual classes in the matter of
higher education.

Connected with the question of education is
another problem which is important for India and that
is the question of script. In India there are principally
two scripts in vogue. One is the script known as the
Sanskrit (or Nagri) script and the other is the Arabic
(or Persian) script. Up till today, in all national
affairs and conferences we have been using both these:
scripts. | must add that in some provinces, there are
scripts in vogue which are modifications of the
Sanskrit script.  But fundamentally there are two
scripts, and in all national affairs and conferences we
have to use both these two scripts.

There is now a movement to solve this problem of
scripts by using the Latin script. | personally am
an advocate of the Latin script. Since we have to live
in a modern world, we have to be in touch with other
countries and, whether we like it or not, we have to
learn the Latin script. If we ceuld make the Latin script
the medium of writing throughout the country, that
would solve our problem. Anyway that is my own view
and the view of my closest friends and collaborators.

| have referred to three important problems in Free
India : National defence, how to remove poverty, and
how to give education to the people. If we are to solve
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these three important problems, how are we going to
doit? Shall we leave it to private agency and private
initiative or will the State take up the responsibility of
solving these problems ?

Well, at present, public opinion in India is that we
cannot leave it to private initiative to solve these
national problems, especially the economic problem.
If we leave it to private initiative to solve the problem of
poverty and unemployment, for instance, it will probably
take centuries. Therefore, public opinion in India is in
favour of some .sort of socialist system, in which the
initiative will not be left to private individuals,
but the State will take over the responsibility for
solving economic questions. Whether it is a question
of industrializing the country or modernizing
agriculture, we want the State to step in and take
over the responsibility and put through reforms within
a short period, so that the Indian people could be put
on their legs at a very early date.

But in solving this problem, we want to work in
our own way. We will, naturally, study experiments
made in other countries—but, after all, we have to
solve our problems in an Indian way and under Indian
conditions. Therefore, the system that we shall ulti-
mately set up will be an Indian system to suit the needs
of the Indian people.

Now if we do not tackle the economic question
from the point of view of the masses, the majority of
whom are poor, if we do not do that in India, we shall
produce the same confusion or the same difficulties
in our country, as we see in China today. You see in
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China today a split between the Kuomintang and the
Chinese Communist Party. Personally | do not see
why this should have occurred or why, if the
Kuomintang Party has the interests of the Chinese
masses at heart, there should be any need to have a
separate party like the Communist Party under foreign
influence.

Having learnt from experience, we do not want
to repeat the mistake that China has made. We actually
find today that because the nationalist movement in our
generation has identified itself with the interests of the
masses, that is, of the workers and the peasants who
form more than 90 per cent of the people, because we
have their interests at heart, there is no raison d'etre
for a separate party like the Communist Party. If the
nationalists in India did not have the interests of the
masses at heart, then you would have seen the same
phenomenon as you see in China today.

Now we come to another question—namely, the
political system or the Government. If we are to have
an economic structure of a socialistic character, then it
follows that the political system must be such as to be
able to carry out that economic programme in the best
possible way. You cannot have a so-called democratic
system, if that system has to put through economic
reforms on a socialistic basis. ~Therefore, we must have
a political system—a State—of an authoritarian
character.

We have had some experience of democratic
institutions in India and we have also studied the
working of democratic institutions in countries like
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France, England and the United States of America. And
we have come to the conclusion that with a democratic
system we cannot solve the problems of Free India.
Therefore, modern progressive thought in India is
in favour of a State of an authoritarian character, which
will work as an organ, or as the servant of the masses,
and not of a clique or of a few rich individuals.

That is our idea with regard to the political
institution in Free India. We must have a government
that will function as the servant of the people and will
have full powers to put through new reforms concer-
ning industry, education, defence, etc., in Free India.

Before | pass on to the next problem, |should
like to mention another point, namely, the attitude
of Free India toward religion and caste. This is a
question that is frequently asked. India has severz.ll
religions. Consequently, the Government of Free India
must have an absolutely neutral and impartial attitude
toward all religions and leave it to the choice of every
individual to profess or follow a particular religious
faith.

With regard to caste, that is now no problem
for us, because caste, as it existed in the old times,
does not exist today. Now, what is the caste system ?
The caste system means that a community is divided
into certain groups on a professional or vocational basis
and marriage takes place within each group.

In modern India there is no such caste distinction.
A member of one caste is free to take up any other
profession. So, caste in that sense does not e-xist
today. Then there remains the question of marriage.

THE FUNDAMENTAL PROBLEMS OF INDIA 83

In the old times, it was the custom to marry within
each caste. Nowadays, intermarriage between the
different castes takes place freely. Hence caste is fast
disappearing. As a matter of fact, in the nationalist
movement we never inquire as to what caste a man
belongs to and we do not even know the caste of
some of our closest collaborators, which shows that
in our generation we do not think at all about caste.
For Free India, therefore, caste is no problem at all.

In this connection, | should like to tell you that
it was the British who created the impression through-
out the world that we are a people quarrelling among
ourselves, especially over religion. But that is an
absolutely wrong picture of India. It may be that there
are certain differences among the Indian people, but
such differences you will find in every other country.
If we take the so-called progressive countries of the
world, e.g., France before the outbreak of the present
war, or Germany before Hitler and his Party came to
power, you will find that there were acute differences
among the people in these countries. Spain had even
a first-class civil war.

But nobody ever says that, because the people
in these countries had dispuges and differences, they
are not fit to rule themselves. It is only in the case
of India that the British say that. because there are
certain differences among the Indian people therefore
they are not fit to be free. Again, the fact is that
whatever differences there are among the Indian people
are largely the creation of the British Government.
There are hundreds of examples to show you that
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throughout the history of British rule, the British have
tried by every possible means to divide the Indian
people. After having done so much to artificially create
differences among the Indian people, the British turn
around and say that we are not fit to be free.

| should also point out that if you take a modern
Power like Soviet Russia and see how heterogeneous the
composition of the Soviet Union is, you will realize that
if, in spite of this heterogeneous character, so many
different races professing so many different religions
could be unified in one political system and become such
a strong Power, there is absolutely no reason why India
which has much more homogeneity than the Soviet
Union, should not be united as one nation. As 2
matter of fact, you will find that outside India, where
there is no British influence, there are no differences
among the Indian people. In the Indian Independence
Movement in East Asia and in the Indian National Army
there is no question of religion or caste or class. It is
just in India where the British have influence and
control that you will find these differences.

On the question of national unity, | should like to
give you a friendly warning that British propaganda tries
to give the world the impression that the Muslims of
India do not support the independence movement. This
is wrong. Very often you read in the papers about
certain organizations like the Muslim League or the
Hindu Mahasabha. The British boost these organiza-
tions, because they are in their policy pro-British and
are against the Indian National Congress, and they try
to make out that the Muslim League represents the
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Muslims of India. But that is British propaganda. The
fact is thzt the Muslim League and its leader, Mr. Jinnah,
represent only a minority of the Indian Muslims. The
majority of the Indian Muslims are nationalists and they
support the independence movement, as much as anyone
else. The President of the Indian National Congress is
2 Muslim, and so are many other members of the
Congress, many of whom are in prison today.

These facts are not known to the outside world and
the outside world gets the impression that Mr. Jinnah
represents all the Muslims of India, and that they are not
supporting the nationalist movement. So 1 would like
to give out this warning about British propaganda.

| have already told you about the kind of economic
and political system that we would like to have in Free
India. Out of this, arises the problem as to what our
political philosophy is. On this question, | gave my own
views in a book | wrote about ten years ago called “The
Indian Struggle.” In that book | said that it would be
our task in India to evolve a system that would be a
synthesis of the systems in vogue in different parts of the
world. For instance, if you take the conflict between
Fascism (or what you might call National Socialism) on
the one side and Communism_on the other, | see no
reason why we cannot work out a synthesis of the two
systems that will embody the good points of both. It
would be foolish for any one to say that any one system
represents the last stage in human progress. As
students of philosophy, you will admit that human
progress can never stop and out of the past experience
of the world we have to produce a new system. There-
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fore, we in India will try to work out a synthesis of the
rival systems and try to embody the good points of
both.

Now | would like to compare some of the good
points of National Socialism and Communism. You will
find some things common to both. Both are called anti-
democratic or totalitarian. Both are anticapitalistic.
Nevertheless, in spite of these common points, they
differ on other points. Vhen we see National Socia-
lism in Europe today, what do we find? National
Socialism has been able to create national unity and
solidarity and to improve the condition of the masses.
But it has not been able to radically reform the prevai-
ling economic system which was built up on a capita-
listic basis.

On the other side, let us examine the Soviet ex-
periment based on Communism. You will find one
great achievement and that is planned economy. Where
Communism is deficient is that it does not appreciate
the value of national sentiment. What we in India
would like to have is a progressive system which will
fulfil the social needs of the whole people and will be
based on national sentiment. In other words, it will be
a synthesis of Nationalism and Socialism. This is some-
thing which has not been achieved by the National
Socialists in Germany today.

There are a few points in which India does not
follow Soviet Russia. Firstly, class conflict is something
that is quite unnecessary in India. If the Government of
Free India begins to work as the organ of the masses,
then there is no need for class conflict. We can solve

-
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our problems by making the State the servant of the
masses.

There is another point which has been over-
emphasized by Soviet Russia and that is the problem of
the working classes. India being predominantly a
country of peasants, the problem of the peasants will be
more important than the problem of the working
classes.

Another point on which we do not fully agree
is that, according to Marxism, too much importance
is given to the economic factor in human life. We fully
appreciate the importance of the economic factor which
was formerly ignored, but it is not necessary to over-
emphasize it.

To repeat once again, our political philosophy
should be a synthesis between National Socialism and
Communism. The conflict between thesis and antithesis
has to be resolved in a higher synthesis. This is what
the Law of Dialectic demands. If this is not done,
then human progress will come to an end. India will,
therefore, try to move to the next stage of political
and social evolution. | will now pass on to the last
point in my address, and that is our conception of an
international order. On this point | have already
spoken several times in Tokyo. | fully support the
steps that have been taken through the Joint Declaration
to create a new order in East Asia on the basis of
freedom, justice and reciprocity. | have been personally
greatly interested in international problems, having
tried to work in several countries in order to get
support for our movement and, in that connection,
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| also had the opportunity of studying the work of the
League of Nations.

The experiment of the League of Nations has failed,
and it is desirable and profitable for us to investigate as
to why it failed. If | were to answer that | would say
that it failed because the sponsor-nations were too selfish
and short-sighted. The sponsor-nations were England,
France and America. America dropped out of the
League, so the Powers that controlled the League were
England and France. Now these two leading Powers,
instead of setting an example of unselfishness, tried to
use the League of Nations for their selfish interests and
for their own benefit. The only basis on which we can
set up an international order is freedom, justice and
reciprocity. Therefore, the work in East Asia has
commenced on the right lines and on the right basis.
The only task that remains for us is to see that in actual
work the principles embodied in the Joint Declaration
are put into effect. If they are so put into effect, then
the experiment will be a success. If not, then it will
again prove to be a failure.

You must have seen in my speeches and press
statements that | have been very enthusiastic about this
Joint Declarations. There are several reasons. Firstly,
it is on the right basis and on the right lines that the
work has begun. Secondly, if you want to set up an
international order, it has to have a beginning in a parti-
cular region. If we make it a success in one region, it
can gradually be expanded all over the world.

It is very difficult to set up a world order suddenly
out of nothing and make it a success. But if you begin
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in one region where friendship and reciprocity between
the nations can be developed, and if in that region you
meet with success, then that example will be emulated
by other nations in other parts of the world. So the
method of setting up a regional order is the only way
in which a world order can gradually be built up.

The third reason is that | have found that this idea
or plan finds support among the mass of the people of
this country, and especially among the youths. If |
had found that this new order was being sponsored by a
few politicians or leaders and that the rest of the nation
was apathetic or indifferent, | should certainly not be
optimistic. But it is because | have found that the
people as a whole, and especially the youths are vitally
interested in it and support it enthusiastically, that |
believe that through the co-operation of the leaders and
the people and the youths, it can be made a success.

| should like to repeat that this undertaking is for
the Government and the people of this country a very
great responsibility. As you know, your Government
was responsible for sponsoring this idea, so you are
the sponsor-nation. The, success of this experiment
will depend on the example set by the sponsor-nation.
The League of Nations failed, because the sponsor-
nations were selfish and shért-sighted. This time if
the nations that have joined together, and particularly
the sponsor-nation, avoid a selfish and short-sighted
policy and work on a moral basis, then | see no reason
why the experiment should not be a success.

| should like to emphasize again the tremendous
responsibility which Japan has undertaken by becoming
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the sponsor-nation in this task. And when | talk of the
responsibility of the nation, | want also to stress the
responsibility of the youths. The youths of today will
be the nation and the leaders of tomorrow. An idea
that is welcomed and supported by the youths will
one day be supported by the whole nation. But an
idea which does not find support among the youths
will die a natural death. Therefore, their responsibility
for making this new order a success devolves, in the
last analysis, on the youths of this country. | hope
and pray and trust that the youths and the students
who are the future representatives of the nation will
realize the tremendous moral responsibility which
Japan has undertaken in initiating this new order.
There may be people who doubt whether a nation
can rise to a high moral level, whether a nation can
be farsighted and unselfish and undertake the work
of establishing a new order. | have every faith in
mankind. If it is possible for one individual to be

unselfish, to live one’s life at a high moral level, | see

no reason why an entire nation cannot also rise to
that level.
examples in which a revolution has changed the menta-
lity of a whole nation and made it rise to'a high level
of .morality. Therefore, if anybody has any "doubt
whether an entire nation can rise to that level, then |
do not share that doubt. -

| repeat, in conclusion, that the sponsor-nation
should realize the tremendous responsibility that it has
undertaken. This is a task not only for the leaders
and the politicians, but for the whole nation and

In the history of the worid we have seen
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especially for those who are the hopes of the nation—
the youths and the students.!

1An address to students of Tokyo University, November |944.






