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FOREWORD

T'nis BOOK is a sustained attempt to show that there was in
1020-21 a definite conspiracy to invite the Amir of Afghanistan
1o invade this country and that Gandhiji and the Ali Brothers
were the leaders of that conspiracy, that this conspiracy to
wstablish Muslim Raj in India or at any rate, the mentality
hehind it still continues, that this fact is conclusively established
by Gandhiji’s article in the “Harijan” dated the 13th October
1940, that Gandhiji in spite of his absolute sincerity and his
mndoubted patriotism is the victim of a cruel hallucination which
makes him believe, that he is the prophet of a New Age, born to
shape erring humanity into the pattern of Truth and Non-violence,
that Providence has specially commissioned him to achieve
that consummation; that this unconscious, cruel but none the
less real self-deception results in making the Mahatma an in-
«corrigible egotist andin creating in his heart anirrepressible crav-
ing for a domination over men’s minds reckless of consequences
and that by this insatiable though unconscious lust for domina-
tion he has brought into existence an absolute stalemate in Indian
politics, a communal tension in the worst and the most aggravated
form, an accentuation of the slave mentality in the masses, a
virtual collapse of the intelligentsia and a tightening of foreign
fetters round India’s feet; but with all that he has achieved
his object. Gandhiji is to-day for millions the Mahatma a
MESSIAH, a Prophet, the Herald of a New Age and that is
what he wanted.

2. The author makes no seeret that he is fully convinced
wof the conspiracy between the Ali Brothers and the Mahatma.
This conspiracy, according to the author, was inspired by the
excessive religious zeal of the Ali Brothers and it was also the
“result of the absurd lengths to which the Mahatma was pre-
pared to go in order to purchase, if he could, the support of the
- Muslims in the pursuit of his role of a phantom Prophetship.

The evidence that the author has collected in support of this
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conviction is varied. Itis largely documented. It is marshalled
from the speeches, articles and actions of the main conspirators-
and of independent onlookers. The full significance of this evi-
dence was not noticed in the years 1920-21; or rather the Afghan
intrigue was considered so patriotic during the political excite-
ment of those days that the menace to India’s freedom involved
therein was ignored. But the evidence challenges attention..
Any attempt to brush it aside will be a fatal error.

3. The ardent devotees of the Mahatma will be shocked
by the contents of this book. They will very likely raise their
hands in horror at the ‘impudence’ of the writer and probably
worse of the writer of this Foreword. They will consider
this publication a sacrilege, profane beyond conception. To-
their believing minds nothing will appear more impossible,
nothing more false or malicious than to attribute such conduct
to the Mahatma. To charge the “Apostle of the New Age” with
the heinous crime of treachery to his own country and especially
to the followers of his own professed Faith, would appear to
them to be the work of malice or perversity or both. Even
the detached reader will be inclined to be sceptical. But the:
book is not to be dismissed in such supercilious fashion.

4. It should of course be obvious that the Mahatma cannot.
be consciously guilty of any such crime against his country,
that Gandhiji, the champion of Truth and Non-violence, the
one Indian who stood up to the racial arrogance of the Africander,.
who has raised the moral stature of the Indian people since 1920-2k
by exhorting them to be courageous at the cost of their lives, who-
first taught India the apparently formidable but really futile:
weapon of resistance to the mighty British Empire in the fornm
of Civil Disobedience—is it even conceivable, millions will ask,
that such a superman could have perpetrated a foul act of
treachery to his country and its people ?

%5, And yet there is little doubt that such apparent
contradictions are perfectly compatible. Leaders of any
movement with the spirit of crusaders in them are quite fre--
quently men of unusual disinterestedness. They will be prepared,.

*With acknowledgments to Bertrand Russell (Vide his book ‘Roads to Freedom')..
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it of their ideals to suffer untold hardships and to rise
paralleled  heights of sacrifice. Wealth, reputation and
od careers could be at their feet, but they will disdain them
the cause. Whatever errors occur in the details in their

rsonal lives they are, where the cause is concerned, as clear
U crystal. These pioneers, for the best part of their lives
wxperience prison and exile which they deliberately invite. By’
example and precept they show to the world that the hope which
inspired their conduct was not for themselves but for mankind
Such undoubtedly is the Mahatma. .

*G. Nevertheless though the desire for human welfare is
what determines the broad lines of the action of such men
their method of work once formed becomes wooden and it makes,
them dogmatic. intolerant and even fanatical. They become
embittered by the opposition and disappointments which the
encounter in their endeavour to bring happiness to the worlg
The more certain they are of the purity of their motives and thc;
truth of their gospel, the more indignant will they become whe
their preaching is rejected or opposed. Often, they will succes:
fully achieve an attitude of philosophic tolerance as regard
apathy of the masses and even as regards the wholeheg.rte;
opposition of professed defenders of the status quo. But the
men whom they find it impossible to forgive are those who
profess the same desire for amelioration of society as they feel
themselves and yet do not accept their method of achi};v'
better. The intense faith which enables them to withsts:ng
prosecution for the sake of their belief makes them cons'dn
these beliefs to be so luminously obvious that any thinkin rlner
who' reject them must be dishonest and actuated by some s?nisten
motive of treachery to the cause. Hence arises that spirit e;
the scet, that bitter, narrow, orthodoxy amongst thesepleadeo
of n?ankind. The personal ambition which they ruthless;s
mortify and suppress in the choice of their career is reborn s
A the.r. form. It returns to them in a conviction of their i;n
blht.y. The men who have sacrificed most for the beneﬁ;
of mankind appear to be actuated by an implacable hatred of

* With acknowledgments to Bertrand Russell ( Vide his book ‘Roads to Freedom’).
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the opponent and by a determination for intellectual domina-
tion; while preaching freedom of thought they insist on a
conformity which stifles free exercise of thought. Those who have:
begun with a determination to fight for freedom end by becoming
themselves despotic. The ambition for wealth, power and authority
so carefully smothered and suppressed and an intense desire for
the freedom of the country so religiously cherished by the Mahatma
have brought about a subtle and insidious hallucination in him
that he is the modern MEssiam, that Nature and Providence
bave commissioned him to be so and that those who do not
accept his mission must be condemned as faithless and must
therefore be destroyed. The Mahatma has brought to bear
on his mission a new and characteristic strategy. He has been
able successfully to conceal his hatred and prejudices against
his opponents under the lofty poses of Love, Truth and Non-
violence and by the amazing gentleness of his language towards.
them. This ostentatious deference to his adversaries serves
his purpose and often turns the adversary into an ardent admirer.
But the whole strategy is a mask, unconscious but a mask still.
The method of defeating the adversary is deadly in its precision.
And all this is superimposed by a spectacular austerity of life.
The result is not in doubt, The trick is done. The magic tells.
The adversary is duped and the conjuror carries the day.
Mr. Mohandas Karamchand Gandhi becomes the Mahatma.

7. Topenetrate behind this veil of saintliness which conceals
a relentless purpose requires no small degree of patient research
and courage. The author possesses both these; he has come
forward to tear the mask with a resolute will that will not be
diverted of its purpose.

8. 1In 1914, after his abortive attempt in London to help
the British Government in the last world war, and having already
before that time said farewell to South Africa, the Mahatma
returned to India with the hallucination that he was destined
to become a Prophet. He started his mission with the determina-
tion to destroy all who stood in his way always under the guise

of the most high sounding doctrines. It will be remembered

that he began by professing to be an humble follower of the

‘Gokhale and thus insinuated himself with the Liberals
fully that many of them began to believe that whatever
lts of the Mahatma he was at least honest and that he
crefore to be preferred to the Tilakite school whose methods
the Liberals and the Mahatma considered to be not free from
me. By thus ingratiating himself in their favour he destroyed
Liberal Party in the course of a few years. So subtle was
process that some of the followers of the late Mr. Gokhale
- were apt to regard the Mahatma to be an unofficial member of
the Servants of India Society. I wonder whether they do so
now. I do not wish to speculate what the late Mr. Gokhale
himself would have thought, if he could come to life again, of a
follower who has destroyed the old Indian National Congress
of 1885 and in its place has set up a dictatorship with its
monstrosities of * the blank cheque™ and * neither support nor
oppose” theories. Everybody knows that the Liberal Party
has become today the shadow of its former self, if it is n(;t
wholly destroyed, largely through the Mahatma.

9. He next professed an intense admiration for the late
Lokmanya Tilak and although he found it difficult to swallow
the latter in the beginning, he persisted in his efforts in his own
subtle manner and expressed the highest regard for the
intellectual supremacy of the late Lokmanya, thereby sug-
gesting that the ethical argument was on the Mahatma’s side.
A lofty moral pose proclaimed from the house-top, although
honoured more in the breach than in observance, struck the
unwary into mute admiration and weakened the opponent.
So long as Lokmanya was alive. the Mahatma preferred on
the whole to lie low, but nevertheless went on with his clever
game of mud-throwing against that great man. Unhappily in 1920
I‘Jokmanya Tilak died and the Mahatma got the chance ofat
life-time. He paid the most flattering compliments to the memory
of Lokmanya Tilak, started what is called the Tilak Swarajya Fund
and collected a crore of rupees in order ostensibly to perpetuate
his memory but really to destroy it. It is common knowledge
that every single one of this crore of rupees was spent in artfully
diserediting and treacherously stabbing ILokmanya Tilak’s
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philosophy. With that sum, he created vested interests for his
so-called philosophy of faith against reason. When the Mahatma
cannot subdue, he cajoles and coaxes until his vietims themselves
get trapped by his strategy. Rabindranath Tagore, Shastri,
Sapru, Malaviyaji, Radhakrishnan and many more are the
victims of this strategy. When coaxing fails, he would stoop
still further to conquer and appear to vield as he did in the case
of Deshbandhu Das and Motilal Nehru, both of whom he
ultimately swallowed. Those who still survive his tactics, he
follows with the implacable love of the Mahatmic type, as in
the case of the whole of the Tilakite school, Mrs. Beasant,
Messrs. Vithalbhai Patel, Nariman, Khare, Bose, Roy and in-
numerable other patriotic leaders and workers. If you are not
still destroyed he follows the curious alternative of bluff as against
the British Government and a grovelling attitude as towards the
Muslims. He claims to be a great admirer of the British people.
They welcome this compliment but are not deceived. For the
Muslims, he claims unbounded love and friendship. He would
rather die in the hands of Dr. Ansari than survive in the hands
of Dr. Moonje. There is nothing he would not do for the Muslims
and the notorious blank-cheque-theory owes its origin to the
tactics of this kind. He would remain silent over the most
atrocious outrages perpetrated by fanatical Muslims on innocent
Hindus ; massacres, murders, kidnappings, sacrileges on temples—
all these he would silently accept with that hateful smile which
is so admired by his faithful chelas. But the Muslims are not
deceived either.

10. Many of these Mahatmic traits are fully brought out in
the pages of this publication. Readers of this book are likely to
feel that the author, sometimes, uses unduly strong language,
that his indictment of the Mahatma has too much adjectival
flavour in it and that it would have lost nothing of its force
and cogency if it had been couched in milder language ; but the

-author will argue that the evasiveness and elusiveness of the
_ Mahatma leave him no option and he will be able to show that
older and more moderate people have also felt impelled to write
equally strongly of the Mahatma’s contradictions and somersaults.

Vil

KEven a scasoned statesman like the late Sir Sankaran Nair,
an ex-president of the Indian National Congress, was driven
to refer to the Mahatma as ¢ either a fool or a knave.” Personally
I think there is no difference between a fool and a knave. A
knave is in the long run a fool, and a fool can do as much harm
as a knave. But I would earnestly request the reader to
subordinate the question of the language used and to read the
facts and the evidence which the author marshals from various
independent sources in order to support the conclusion of
the conspiracy that he seeks to draw. Men like Col. Joshia
Wedgwood, the late Rev. C. F. Andrews, Pandit Malaviya,
Mr. Shastri, newspapers like the ‘Leader’ and the ‘Madras Express,’
to mention only a few, have drawn, as this book shows, more
or less the same conclusion, in different words it may be, as the
author of this book has done.

11. It is unquestionable that the amazing elasticity of the
Mahatma’s mind and conscience makes him say and do the most
contradictory things. With the profound air of saintliness he will
support two contradictory conclusions if that suits his purpose for
the time being ; in the eye of his admirers he increases his saintli-
ness thereby. With non-violence on his lips and in his pen, he
was acting as a recruiting sergeant for the British in the war
of 1914-18. At Amritsar, he was urging the Congress to utilise
the new reforms. In 1920, he was preparing for an election
campaign under the Montagu-Chelmsford Reforms and was
laying down the most meticulous rules as to what kind of candi-
dates should be supported. But as soon as Lala Lajpat Rai
in a moment of indignation against the Dyer atrocities at
.Jalianwala Bag, suggested the boycott of the councils,the Mahatma
jumped at the idea and made it his own as he saw that the launch-
ing of such non-co-operation would help him with his Muslim
friends as the Hindu defender of the Khilafat. At the second
Round Table Conference he declared most unequivocally that
He would rather die than allow untouchability to be placed on
the statute book. And in 1932 he purchased his life with the help
.of the Gandhi-Ambedkar pact which firmly establishes untouch-
ability on the statute book and so it stands there. At the time of
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the earth-quake in Bihar in 1934, he boldly declared with incredible
cynicism that the Behar tragedy which resulted in innumerable
number of children including even non-Hindu children being
buried alive was due to the anger of God against the presence of
untouchability amongst the Hindus. He would advise the world to-
surrender to any aggressor rather than resist him by counter force.
And yet he would declare when it suits him that he would look with
indifference on anarchy. He * neither supports nor opposes
the communal electorates—whatever that may mean. e has
given seven mutually destructive definitions of Swaraj and
when I pointed this out at the Karachi Congress in 1931, he
threatened to increase that number to twenty. He wants
freedom and independence for India. But he would stand
aside when the Amir of Afghanistan invades India and
would even welcome the Nizam as the Emperor of India. He
would stand for a united Indian Nation, but at the same time he
would not mind Pakistan if the Muslims wanted it. Ie does not
want the demination of one race or community by another but he
considers the Nizam’s rule as *‘ Cent per cent Swaraj.” He
hates tyranny but would welcome a tyrant provided the
tyrant is a swadeshi one. The objection is apparently not
to tyranny but to its foreign origin. An indigenous tyrant
will mean ** cent per cent swaraj” to the Mahatma. This
amounts almost to saying that if an Indian tiger devours the
Mahatma he would prefer it to an attack by a foreign tiger. A
snake may safely bite him, so runs the Mahatmic argument, if it
is only an Indian snake. It would require a whole volume to point
out many more such absurdities. But the more numerous.
the absurdities the greater is the admiration of his followers.

12. In order to secure the support of the Muslims he will
pamper them to any extent. But the Muslims also like the
British are not deceived. The Mahatma started with the support.
to Khilafat in 1920, and has continued this pampering for the next
twenty years with ever increasing vigour. But the result was no-
better. In 1921, he got his reward in the Mopla atrocities in
Malbar and in 1940 in the Sukkur massacre in Sind with many
intervals of similar atrocities in almost every part of India. But his
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tuation has not ended. We had paraded before us the idea
Hindu-Muslim unity as a part of the Mahatma’s constructive
amme and also as the precursor of Swaraj. But we have
ad of achieving the unity, very nearly achieved Pakistan
d the champion of the Hindu-Muslim unity is now an avowed
pporter of Pakistan if the Muslims but want it. He will make
mountain out of a mole-hill at Rajkot but in Hyderabad with
hundred times more population he will allow tyranny to go-
nunchallenged. For Mr, Jinnah, the Mahatma shows arespect
which is alike hypoeritical and degrading but Vinayak Savarkar-
does not even so much as exist for the self than Mahatma.

13. This is the correct picture of the Mahatma’s mental
muke-up.  With such background there is nothing to wonder
il the Mahatma allowed himself to be associated remotely
it may be, indirectly it may be, with the move to support
n foreign invasion of his own country. Is he not prepared
to welcome Pakistan if the Muslims want it as already
stated ? Has he not supported the communal electorates ?
Ilas he not, academically it may be, declared that the Nizam
ns the future Emperor of India has no terrors for him ? Is he
not the author of the notorious blank-cheque-theory ? Has
he not with supreme indifference watched in Bengal, the Frontier
Province and elsewhere the slaughter of the Hindus, the abduec~
tions of Hindu women and the similar other outrages ? Is he
not in short prepared to go to any length if only the Mussalmans.
nccept him as their leader ? Is there any surprise therefore if when
religious zeal had reached a fever-point and when the Mussalmans.
were in need of all the support that the Hindus could give them
in their misfortune, that the Mahatma should even support
an invasion of India if only thereby he becomes the undisputed
leader of Hindus and Muslims alike ? There is therefore nothing
inherently impossible in the Mahatma’s support to a contemplat-
ed invasion of India. That is the argument of the author of
this book.

14, The main theme of this book can be conveniently
divided into two parts. First, whether the Mahatma did
encourage the idea of an invasion of India by the Amir of
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Afghanistan and whether he was also a party to an actualinvitation
to the Amir to do so. The difference between the two is not
great, but I prefer to deal with them separately. There is irrefu-
table evidence that he did actually encourage an invasion of India
by the Amir and even declared that he did not care if the Amir
came. Ie went further and said that he would ask the Indian
people not to assist the Government of India in resisting such
an invasion. Whether the draft of the telegram said to have
been sent to the Amir requesting him not to make peace with
the Government of India but to carry on the Third Afghan
War was in the Mahatma’s hand or not may be impossible
to ascertain now. But so high an authority as the late Swami
Shraddhanand says, ** What was my astonishment when I saw
the draft of the selfsame telegram in the peculiar handwriting
of the father of the Non-violent Non-co-operation Movement. ”
Those who want to know the truth will hesitate before saying
that such a piece of evidence should be ignored.

15. The Afghan intrigue first came to light through a public
speech by Maulana Mohamed Ali in Madras in 1921 declaring
amequivocally that if the Amir of the Afghans invaded India, he
would assist the Amir; when it was feared that the Maulana
would be arrested for making such a treasonable and unpatriotic
statement the Mahatma declared that the Ali Brothers had
«done mnothing what he himself would not do. He admitted
that his article in * Young India’ did amount to an invitation
to the Amir to start an invasion. Mr. Andrews, who was such
an intimate friend of the Mahatma, told him that the said
-article bore the interpretation of an invitation to invade. The
Mahatma admitted that accusation as true. The Mahatma
himself therefore pleads guilty to the first charge.

16. From these and several other facts stated in this book,
I am satisfied that the Mahatma’s writings and speeches in those
-days did lend themselves to the very well-founded accusation
that he had supported the Ali Brothers in their intrigue to
the extent of not opposing the invasion. The Mahatma does
come out in this matter as an abettor if not the actual
perpetrator. The evidence on the second point is not copious
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d is also indirect. Except the statement of Sir Willians
incent, the then Home-Member there is nothing direct to prove
n invitation to invade, In order however that no doubt
‘whatever should be left on this second issue it has been
uggested that the Hindu Mahasabha to appoint a committee
of inquiry on which it should invite two Hindus, two Muslims,
one Parsi, one Sikh and one Christian. They should sift the
evidence after inviting the Mahatma to make his own state-
ment if any and then on the strength of the evidence and the
circumstances attending the events of those days, the Committee
should make up its mind whether the Mahatma had or had
not any hand in the move to invite the Amir of Afghanistan
to invade India. T think however, that no useful purpose will
be served by such an inquiry twenty years after the event
when the principal actors in the drama are not alive and when
the Mahatma himself has denied the charge in his own
Mahatmic manner.

17. I have dealt with the main points raised in this book.
It now remains to add that the evil atmosphere which has been:
generated by the Mahatma’s endeavours to become a Prophet,
has totally demoralised the public life of India. The Mussal-
mans whom he chooses to pamper in every possible way have
taken him at his word and their fanatical section have not only
grasped everything that he could give but are asking for more.
They now want India to be cut into two pieces under the new
fangled scheme of Pakistan. The stand taken is not merely the
protection of a minority in a self-governing India but a two-nations.
theory—nations so entirely distinguished from each other in
culture and outlook that not only they are distinct entities
today but must remain so till the end of time. In effect this
scheme is a crude attempt to foment a civil war in India and
to keep it perpetually going. The minorities in cach federated
section are to remain hostages for the good conduct of the majori-
tics in the other federated areas. It is conveniently forgotten
that if the Muslim minority can demand a Pakistan in India,
the Sikh and Hindu minorities in the so-called Pakistan wilk
by a parity of reasoning be euntitled to demand a similar dis-
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memberment of Pakistan itself. Why the Hindu and the Sikh
majorities in certain districts of Pakistan should not claim separa-
tion we are not told. The fact is, that the scheme is a result of a
shallow mind whose ambition has got the better of his reason.
Mr. Jinnah's conceit prevents him from standing shoulder to
shoulder with his equals and he loves to rule in Pakistan rather
than serve in Hindusthan. The British Government in the throes
of a most serious war is anxious to keep the Indian Muslims
in good humour and the Muslim Powers outside India in an
attitude of friendly neutrality. They have therefore remained
conveniently silent over the Pakistan issue and have not
hesitated to give it even a covert support. But if India is not
to be divided into warring provinces as China was at one time,
if the unselfish endeavours of patriotic Indians for the last
fifty years are not to be stultified, if democracy is not to be
smothered in the name of minority protection, if a minority is
not to be permitted to veto and hold up the progress of 400
million people, if fanaticism is not to receive a premium and if
the British Government possess even one shred of honesty in
dealing with this country, then this monstrous doctrine of Paki-
stan should be laid low by its prompt and indignant repudiation.

18. The author of this book is seriously oppressed with
the feeling that no matter what attempts the Hindus might
make to live as citizens of a common country along with their
Muslim fellow countrymen the Pakistanwallas are too fanatical to
appreciate the broader standpoint. It will be futile to say that
there is not much in our country at the present which does not
support this conclusion nor will it be wise to ignore the menace
to India’s territorial integrity. And yet 1 have always cherished
the belief that the founders of the Indian National Congress
were far-sighted statesmen, that they really believed in an Indian
Nation of the future and that despite religious and racial differ-
ences India was destined one day to become a united nation,
strong, tolerant, patriotic, religious without being fanatical. The
whole history of the United States of America has lent hope to
The thirteen crores of Americans are not

such a convietion.
The present European war

of one race nor of one religion.
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tter racial feuds are among the European countries
’

) Poles. the Germans, the Russians, the Bulgarians
uns, the Frenck, the Spanish and the innumerablé
und Baltic States are ready at a hint to fly at the
of one another and butcher them without mercy
the Roman Catholic hanged and quartered the Protestam:
¢ middle ages, how the Latin and Non-Latin races in Europe
v"oonsidored cach other as their age-long enemies, how tlp;e
¢h Killed the English and how the English mur’dered the
tish people and yet in the continent of America particularly
nited States these self-same races have managed for cen-
live together in peace and have consolidated themselves
\¢ naticn, richer and more powerful than any other
‘ is what could be accomplished in America, there is n(;
won why the faith of the founders of Indian National Congress
mild not achieve a similar consummation in this countr
ided we abjure fanaticism, the Hindus and Muslims ca};l.
th b(‘wnme a united nation, and I am certain that that is also
s faith of the Sikh, the Christians, the Parsi, the Jew and the
uller minorities. It would be wrong to ignore their views and
.v consider that they are so much chattel, rather than
ey are fellow citizens whose voice should receive the most tender
jonsideration. - Not one of these latter wants a Pakistan and
» olher sensible Indian wants it. There are enough cultured and
iotic Muslims like Sir Sikandar Hayat Khan who think in
the same direction but their voice is drowned in the dirge of the
Tunatic. If the ostentatious generosity of the Mahatma were
npln.ccd by a truly nationalist outlook in the Congress, if th
Hritish Government could be made to realise that the g’ame o‘:‘
divide and rule was up, if the minorities could be reassured by all
pgitimate or rational concessions to secure them against yanv
_ccivahlc wrong without giving a go-bye to the essentials of
locracy India may yet be saved from Gandhism and the
. idea of a united nation in India conceived by the founders
‘ Indian National Congress and fostered by patriots like
| nyn Tilak, Lala Lajpat Rai, Pandit Motilal Nehru,
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Deshbandhu Das, Vithalbhai Patel, Kelkar and others may yet
become practical politics. !

PREFACE

Ridge Road, Malbar Hill, } Jamnadas M. Mehta
, 194 ‘. 1w
B 1A of compiling this book and publishing it before

' Session of the Hindu Mahasabha was suggested to the
Oectober last, while he was engaged in writing a series of
I this problem in ¢ Kesari.” The task of preparing the
by was finished in the first week of December and it was
irough the press within two weeks; but Barr. Jamnadas
li, who had kindly promised to introduce this book to the
vould not spare sufficient time for this work in that busy
i therefore we had to postpone the date of publication.
" our friends thought that we would not be fortunate
I Lo get his introduction. But in spite of their fears we
l to wait. And it was a wise decision, for the forceful
word of Barr. Jamnadas M. Mehta, would now be one of the
il important features of this book. The support of such a
minent personality emboldens us to face our opponents with-
| any anxiety. By writing this outspoken Foreword he has
dered a great service to our nation, We, as well as the publie
lim o deep debt of gratitude. Dr. Raghuveer of Lahore has
dly given us permission to reprint his article on ¢ True Nationa-
' from the < Mahratta.” The chapter on the Partition of India
A translated from the original Marathi by the editor of the
nlta’ and was published in that journal. Barr. Savarkar’s
wle on Hyderabad was originally published in the ¢ Mahratta.’
b1 Lhe permission of reprinting these and various other items we
Wist thank Mr. G. V. Ketkar., the editor of the paper. Mr. Deo,
0 ussistant librarian of the Servants of India Society lent us
o rare old files of * The Leader’, ¢ The Citizen’, The People’,
. Without his help the author could not have prepared this
midable charge-sheet. Mr. Barve the assistant librarian of the
Library was equally helpful. The sixty pages comprising
hapters from ¢ Wartime Treachery’ to ‘ Muslim Raj in
lave been freely translated from our articles in Kesari
ol V. V. Dixit. The open letter, Gandhiji’s surrender to the
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Muslims, and the conclusion were written in collaboration with
a young scholar who has obtained the fellowship of his College.
He prefers to remain anonymus.

Now one word about the book itself. We know that the

book will shock the ordinary readers. But they should remember .

that a schism in a decaying Empire regularly splits the society
within its sphere of influence into the same three fractions—
the ruling class, the Have-nots witbin the border and the Have-
nots on and adjoining the border. The Have-nots within the
border further split themselves into two sections, the one try-
ing to overthrow the ruling class by violence and the other by
non-violence. The violent section conspires with the frontier and
trans-frontier Have-nots to overthrow the ruling class and the
non-violent section paves the way for the foreign enemy by
preaching the immorality of self-defence. This is an invariable
law of history. In India the frontier and trans-frontier Have-
nots are represented by the wild border tribes and Afghanistan.
The Have-nots within the border are represented by the
combination of the Pacifists, the Pan-Islamists and the Marx-
ists. The Pan-Islamists and the Marxists have been intriguing
with the foreign enemy for the last twenty years at least; and
the Pacifists under the leadership of Gandhiji have been preaching
the benefits to be derived from a policy of surrender. This open
conspiracy in our country thrives because of the mistaken con-
ception that economic selfinterest is the fundamental motive in
human society. If the country believes in that theory sooner or
later it will be delivered to the tender mercies of the wild border
tribes, and their kinsmen in Afghanistan, The principle of
cultural nationalism alone can prevent this disaster. Those who
pretend to strive for self-government must show some respect to
the principle of Government itself. Preaching anarchy is not the
way to self-government.

The Author.

CONSPIRACY ?
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AN OPEN LETTER TO GANDHIJI

dnd/u'ji,

i cricket season a well-known professor of the New
"Collugc confided to his students that although he
not play cricket, he could talk on cricket for hours.
gotten incident occurred to me as I took up my pen
88 you this open letter. You have been talking on
for years; but unfortunately you have rarely spoken
A nd vet you resent any attack on your precious reputa-
wlthough you have never had the courage to face a fair
nest scrutiny of your hypocritical life. In your reply
ny charges you have said that life for you would be a
len if you were to make it a point of controverting every
| report  about you or a distortion of your writing.
(ot desire to add to your burdens. I am asking you
y to unburden your conscience if indeed you possess
onscience at all at present. For it is suspected that
live already sold it when you entered into an unholy

ce with the Ali Brothers, to stir up an Afghan invasion
nst the Government of India.

~ In the ‘Harijan’ of 1o-2—40, you have categorically
lired that so far as the charge of your intriguing with
mir is concerned there is no truth whatever in it. In
gonnection I deem it necessary to bring to your notice
Own injunction to the non-co-operators. * It is not
h for non-co-operator not to mean violence ; it is
Aty that his speech must not be capable of a contrary
etation by reasonable men !” (15-6-1921 ‘Young India’)



2 GANDHI-MUSLIM CONSPIRACY

I am going to apply the same maxim to your if\trigues Wlﬂl.
the Amir. I hope, you will concede that the Right Hono.urd
able Mr. Shrinivas Shastri is a reasonable man. May 1 rem;ln :
you that Mr. Shastri was the first person to suggest tha
.the leaders of the non-co-operation movement whod)wetzre:
loudly declaring from public platforms that the M? ‘:r,; Ye:
were guilty of high treason to .the Pt‘.()pl@, \\'ere. th;.m:c :ﬁe
guilty of high treason. I will cite his exact words from
“Leader’ of 11-4-1921. ;

% JId, old anti-thesis between treason
to thelp?:l(‘)lp?;v :11;3 (t):f*ctz}.}%zxi !3) the king, witIh whlil(i)}: ?ffgﬁge ‘}1);3-
pag?.ndists catn m’t]gff e{:ie:ltl;fegll?l};,g l::)i g\?i?:y of either form
(I)f‘?zg:s%?fe ;]ndn:zzii)ressigg the hope that my ’Cl'lthS could do
the same without violating their conscience. :

Mr. Shastri was too generous in supposing that tra1to1is :
who were active in stirring up a foreign enemy c?u}d :12:1\12
any conscience ; but as to the treasQnablc t(éndf?{lqest \ovicw
non-co-operators, he was perfectly right., In his inter
Mr. Shastri had also stated:

«Fears are entertained, we can only hope they are un-

i tier troubles are in
that the frontier and transfron
g);rltl(lidleast encouraged and stimulated by the unprecedented

y t. It sounds
d by the non-co-operation movement. ;
:n;:r?n(;mﬁfing to say and I have no fa.cti <;;11 Whl:};)::vel;frgl
i ing i tly improbable in
ceed, but there is nothing inheren AT
i ioned to overthrow Governmen gh o
w;ifégtldselgzz, being regarded by aliens as a propitious

occasion, for their aggressive schemes.”’

Here Mr. Shastri has explained only the indirect coln-
nection between the non-co-operatio.n mo'\.;ement and ltlle
transfrontier troubles. But Sir William V 1nce.nt, thedtc eI:
Home Member, has revealed some facts showing .the 1re-c
connection between the leaders of the non-co-operaflon x?o:le;
ment and the transfrontier enemies. In a mee:lu.lg of th
Legislative Assembly, on 23-3-1921 he haﬁs stated :

AN OFPEN LETTER TO GANDHIJI

any Hon’ble Member say, however, that the
15 and lieutenants of Mr. Gandhi act on the same
principles, whether they are actuated by the same
? Ias that ever been seriously believed by any non-
who has been in contact with some of Mr. Gandhi’s
lants recently ? Let us take the case of two prominent
lims who identify themselves with the case of Mr. Gandhi.,
it not been freely bruited abroad rightly or wrongly
I they conceive the idea of a Mussalman Empire in this
ntry ?  Has it not even been said that they intend to
ect this with the aid of foreign enemies ? Has it not even
wen said that they contemplate an invasion of this country
a foreign power within a couple of months, which invasion
Muslims inside this country are to aid ? If there is nothing
all these rumours why was then this anxiety recently to
vent friendly negotiations being arranged between the
Amir of Afghanistan and the British Government ? Was it
not rather a curious attitude to take up ?°’
You had attacked this speech of Sir William in an article
lled ““ Divide and Rule ” and yet you had evaded a direct
ply to the explicit charges that he had made. We agree; that it
s his policy to divide and rule and hence he did not reveal
our share in these conspiracies with foreign enemies. That you
ere involved in these conspiracies is proved from your interview
0 the ‘Daily Express,” in which you referred ““to preparations
hiat were then made in Afghanistan as being really in support
f the Khilafat.” That you were aware of the preparations
or the invasion of India by the Afghans on the pretext of
the Khilafat, is obvious from the above interview given in
April 1921, This is one of those evidences, I suppose, which
proves that there is no truth whatever in the charge of your
intriguing with the Amir! In 1922 Sir Shankaran Nair had
exclaimed ““ But for the fact that he ( Mr. Gandhi) is well-
known to be a saint and Mahatma, I would have had no
hesitation in saying that his observations about meeting the
Afghans show him to be either a fool or a knave. ”” After the
experience of so many years I have come to the conclusion

ithat not only you are not a fool but a most dangerous knave
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