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Foreword

The nationalist sentiment which took its birth
in the nineteenth century as a result of social and
polisical effects of the Western impact upon India,
grewin strength and volume as the century advanced.
Many factors were responsible for this develop-
ment and their cumulative effect was that in the
begimiing of the twentieth century it was ready to
burst forth into a powerful movement for indepen-
dence.

At this juncture it received considerable impe-
tus fron the sudden triumph of Japan in the war
against Russia, one of the great powers of Europe.
The nevs of the Russo-Japanese war both on land
and sea :nd the amazing victories of Japan clectrified
the atmosphere in India and stirred the country
with entusiasm and hope for its own future. The
influenc of Japanese success on India was twofold—
psycholoical and practical.

It mattered the illusion of European invineibi-
lity whici had hypnotised the Rast into the belief
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of its inferiority. It raised the self-esteem and self-
confidence of the people of India. It broughf; home
the lesson that the greatness of a nation did not.
depend merely upon size of territory and number of
people, but mainly upon their moral qualitics—
self-sacrifice, patriotism, self-reliance. The other
lessons which India learnt were that state played an
indispensable and large part in the devclopment of
& nation, in wealth and power ; and therefore that

gOOd government by a foreign nation was no Sl]bsti-
tute for self-government.

Mr. Dua the writer of this thesis has ¢rawn
attention to the psychological effects of Jajanese
Success on the Indian mind. But this has been
done by others before him. His real contribution
Is to bring into prominence the less known effect
on practical affairs. He shows how the Jspanese
recognition ang interest in the Indian jolitical
movement was a source of encouragement to the
fighters for liberty, how the movements of 3oycott
and Swadeshi launched in India received support
from Japan’s sympathy, and attracted Indian
youngmen to Japan for practical and echnical
training and Loy the commercial relationsbetween
the two countrieg were greatly extendec to the
mutual advantage of 1ot

N Mr. Dua has rendered a distinct srvice by
writing this monge
o

aph to the advanement of
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understanding of the history of the struggle for
freedom in India.

29-3-1965. Tara Cuaxp, M.P.
(IFormerly Honorary Professor,
Department of South Asian History
and Institutions, Indian School of
International Studies.)
Chairman, History of Freedom
dlovement tn India.






Preface

The study of the subject of this monograph
was suggested to me by Professor Toshio Ueda
of the University of Tokyo, when he was the
Visiting Professor, Department of Iast Asian
History and Institutions, Indian School of Inter-
national Studies, New Delhi. But due to his sudden
departure from the school, a delay was caused
in finalization of the draft and therefore' in its
publication.

I cannot claim tobe the first to have examined
the subject but, I am sure, that a full-fledged study
had so far not been undertaken. However, this
is an attempt to bring to light the extent of the
impact of the Russo-Japanese (1905) War on the
Indian national-freedom movement.

The monograph is divided into Sections,
and it is mainly based on the contemporary material
available such as, the files of the then Home Depart-
ment (Government of India), the ‘“Reports from

the Native Newspapers”, translated in English and
preserved in the National Archives, New Delhi,
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and the important English language newspapers of
Japan.

In the completion of this work, I am especially
indebted to Dr. Tara Chand, M.P. Tn spite of his
numerous preoccupations, his guidance was always
readily available to me throughout. He has also
been kind enough to write the foreword.

My grateful thanks are also due to Dr.
A. Appadorai and Dr. M. S. Rajan, the former and
t.he present Directors, Indian School of Interna-
tional Studies, and to Mr. M. H. Musavi, Principal
M. . Begg and Dr. Bisheshwar Prasad, Head
of the Department of History, University of Delhi,
for their king interest and patronage which had been
& source of strength to me.

Mr, Frank Thakurdas, Dr. V. P. Dutt DMr.
B. R. Grover and the late Dr. Chao Kuo-Chun
helpfed me in various ways but none of them is res-
ponsible for the views exf}ressed in the monograph.
__ . Thestaff ceoyiected with the Research room,
1\&1;10}1%1 Archives, and of the Sapru House Library
especially Ay, Girja Kymar extended me ready co-
operatio:n,

G, Jubilee Hal,
University of Delps,
Delha.

R. P. Dua
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Socto-political Upsurge at the
time of the Russo-Japanese War

The Russo-Japanese War, fought for Korea
but in Manchuria, vestrained Russia in Asia and
gave Japan the Great Power status. It had also a
tremendous effect on Asia. In India, particular
interest was shown over the outcome of the War,
not so much 'because of fight over Korea, but
because it was a victory of the so-called barbarians
and uncivilized Asians over a major European
Power.

The Japanese success came at a time when
India was forging ahead to find for her a legitimate
place in the comity of nations. Political subjuga-
tion and economic exploitation had reduced the
Indians who were ‘‘proprietors of the vast tract
of country” to ‘“‘tenants of mud huts.” The alien
rule was responsible for the failure to solve the econo-
mic problems and for being out of touch with the
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masses. 1t was charged for refusing education, for
increasing poyerty, and for imposing taxes without
people’s consent.?

The Indians failed to achieve their object in
1858.  The authorities both in India and in London
equally failed, or were slow, to understand the
Indian mind. India was agitated against the in-
difference of her rulers who had grown fatter with
her income while their heart lay elsewhere.* Breach
of Statutes and Queen’s proclamation of 1858" and
the policy of discrimination in regard to public
services while in possession of favourable reports’
a,b01.1t the ability, capacity and reliability of the
Indians made the latter distrustful of the Govern-

ments> Tilak questioned the sincerity of the
_ F
Lo

+ &. K. Gokhale, Presidentinl Address at Banaras in 1905,
Speeches, cq,,

(Madras, 2nd ed., 1916) S06-28.
2. Even Chirol bears tostimony to this.
Sir Valentine Chirol, India (London, May 1930), 111-2.
S0 Visz; For the text of Queen’s Proclamation of November 1, _1_858,
unt Morley, Indian Speeches (London, 1909), App. B, 155-9.
of Indiy _FOI' text of Statutes see A. B. Keith, A Constitutional History
(1600-1935) (London, 1936), 131, 167.
. . Lord Curzon had declared that Queen’s Proclamution was an
YMpossibility, Quoted in Bal Gangadhar Tilak, Writings and Specches
(Madras, Feb. 1919), 44
4.

For of] For sych reports sce The Indian Review, Juno 1905, 416-S.
T other Connecteq statements, sbid., 412-4.

% Bikar Bundjy, 8 January, 1905. (Reports on Nativo News-
papers of Be"g&1~hereinafter referred to as Reports I—p. 16).
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Government in their “proclaimed welfare State™.
Many Englishmen of repute also favoured greater
association of the Indians “in the art of governing
themselves™.?

Lord Curzon, Viceroy and Governor-General
of India from 1899 to 1905, could have considerably
satisfied the Indians then had he conceded to such
views. Instead he chose to further provoke the
Indians which greatly stirred their agitated mind.
His speech at Calcutta on February 11, 1905, while
addressing the University C‘onvocation in his capa-
city as its Chancellor contained the following
remarks:8

*“...I say that the highest ideal of truth is to a large
extent a western conception. ... Undoubtedly truth
took a high place in the moral codes of the West
before it had been similarly honowred in the East,
where craftiness and diplomatic wile have always been
held in much repute. ... ‘Oriental diplomacy’
meant . . . something rather tortuous and hyper-

subtle. The samec may be seen in Oriental litera-
tures ... ”

6. Bal Gangadhar Tilak, Writings and Speeches, ed. (Madras,
1019), 44.

7. F. H. Skrine, Life of Sir William Wilson Hunter (London,
1901), 291.

Lord Lawrenco, Viceroy and Governor-General of India.
1864-69. Quoted in Lajpat Rai, Young India (N. Y., 1916), i.

Samuel Smith, M. P., “On Indian Affairs” in The Indian
Review, May 1905, 306.

8. Lord Curzon in India—Spceches (London, 1906), II, 229.
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The address found an echo in the press with
Severe criticism. ‘‘His Lordship”, it was remarked,
“took great advantage of his position as Chancellor
to make attacks on the character of the Indian
beople”.®  Curzon’s words were particularly re-
Sented since those were used after an assurance,
earlier in his address, that what he was going to say
Was personal to the ‘uncer-graduates’ and that his
observation had no political bearing.1°

_ Some of the newspapers were more vocal in
f“heu' fomments. They referred to the address as
CIPricious™;lt ¢ pgypd “living testimonies to
m;,,ﬁfm?,i!?y of truth-loving occidental States-
a dnlil,lis'- ;t ex.posed.thc true C.hI‘.I'{lthGl' of ].31’ItvlS'h
ideas . tra \trohn in In.cha”;“‘ “‘a V]Olilthfl of his own
Viceroy, - en hnnse!f dee%nol-Gen_em] and
eyes i (the Asians) with contemptuous
> @ deliberately planned calumny to -do

9. ;
1o ;P".e Indian Review, February 1905, 73.
11- bid. Also Curton's Spccc[,(,q (rofcr footnote 8).

N ) -
o “ndhya (Calcutta), 14 February, 1905. (Reports I, 147).

-~

K , -
Nativo New:c;ala Patrika (Calicut), 18 March, 1905, (Reports from
p. 119). Papers of Madras—hereinafter referred to as Reports II—

13. T .
170). *¢ Daily Hitavadi, 15 & 17 February, 1905 (Reports I, 147,
15, India (Caloutta), 18 February, 1005 (Reports T, 76).

A )n,r{la
The esteemeq

Curzon’s bool;

paperﬂaztar Patrila, 18 February, 1605. (Reports I, 79).
“Pro] l‘Vhlle making this remark obviously had in view
7I°MS of the Far East” published in London in 1896.
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immense harm to the country’;*® “Lord Curzon has
committed a grove indiscretion in casting unjust
aspersions on the character of the Indians™.*

The Partition of Bengal, above all other
actions of Lord Curzon, worsened the situation.
His assertion that the Partition was “for administra-
tive convenience™,”® or as Chirol called it “‘a measure
of administrative redistribution and for better
progress of the people”™® was as much discounted
then® as is the result of the latest research.?

Ramsay MacDonald, an English statesman
who visited India during that period, held that the
Partition of Bengal was “not merely a blunder; it

16. Ibid., 24 February, 1905. (Reports I, 80).
17. Indian Mirror (Caleutta), 3 March, 1905 (Reports I, 83).

18. Lovat Fruser, India Under Curzon and After, (London, 1912),
369.

19.  Chirol, India, 115-6.

20. Replying to Curzon’s contention it was remarked in a journal,
“If administrative convenience is the aim of tho proposed Partition of
Bengal, thon the most rational course would be to sover Bihar from
Bengal. In this course thero is surely & wisdom. This would satisfy tho
Biharis with their own administration and also keep Bengul intact.”.
Bihar News, 21 January, 1905. (Reports I, 39).
The observation of the journal came true. The Partition of
Bengal wasundonein 1911 and Bihar made o separate Province soon after.
21.  The Modern Review, April 1959.

Articlo on *‘Genesis of the Partition of Bengal (1905)” by
Dr. P. C. Chakravarti.
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was an indictable offence”.* Mr. Morley confessed
“that nothing was cver worse done 0 far as @he
disregard which was shown to the fecling and opinion
of the people concerned”.®® The Partition }vas an
“utter contempt for public opinion”, voiced Ciokhale
at Banares”.* Tt “stirred (the whole country) tff
1ts deepest depths with sorrow and resentmg}li
for this act of “a cruel wrong on the Bengalees™.™

Curzon added insult to injury when he des-
cribed the opposition to the Partition of Bengal
a5 “manufactured”® His refusal to receive the
E?esohltion (of protest) of the Indian National
COngress at the hands of Sir Henry Cotton was
another illustration of his attitude.

In this way the Cturzonien rule was telling
upon the patience, feelings and the hardships of the
Indian people. “We are subjects of the British
Empire, bhut of the advantages of British (itizen
We enjoy none”, wrote a journal and complainingly
added, <, . (we ave) constantly harassed by the

22,

J. Ramsay 3 ! -alkening of India, (London,
1910), 199. y MacDonald, The Awda ,

23. The Indian Review, March 1906, 162-3.
24. Gokhu.le, Speeches, 815-6.

25. Ibid.

26. Curzon, Speeches, I, 154.

27.

Bihar News, 91 January, 1905, (Reports 1, 41).
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King's Officers™.® Consequently, the recall of
Curzon and direct administration by the British
Government had been demanded.’™

In spite of the ommipotent character of the
(British) administration and as a result of the general
apathy of the people, efforts were being made to
reorvientate the life of the Indians, of course not
altogether unsupported by some of the Englishmen
in position.

Dayanand’s cfforts to remodel Indian Society
on the basis ot the Vedas,” Rammohan Roy’s
founding of Brahmo Samaj** and Devendranath’s

28. Sri Sri Vishnw Priya-o- Ananda  Bazar Patrilka (Caleutta)
15 March, 1905 (Reports I, 279).

20.  Swadesamitran, 21 1chruary, 1905, (Reports 11, 74), Ibid. 27
September, 1905. (Reports 1L, 377).

Curzon’s other measures like the University Reforms (1004)
which officinlised higher education brought him into collision with the
cducated India; his views on Army Administration brought him into
conflict (1905) with Lord Kitchner, ultimately leading to his resignation.

AL Yusut Ali in his book. “T'he Making of India™ (l.ondon,
1925). on pugo 277 remarks : “‘All other viceroys wero liked by cither
atleast in Indin or in London. but Curzon was neithor”.

30. Tor this ideal Swami Dayanand established Arya Samaj at
Bombay on April 10, 1875. It took final shape at Lahore in 1877.
Lajpat Rai, The Arya Samaj (London, 1915), 52, 57; also S1.
31. Bralimo Samaj preached against idolatory and started the
theistic movement in India.

Upondrn Nath Ball. A Century of Service by the Brakmo
Samaj (1828-1928), (London, 1928).
Raja Rammohan Roy has been called ““the Father of Modern

India”. (Contd. on next page)
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irst National
association therewith marked the first ¢
Movement in India.z

Foreign nationals, like Ma.dam) Blﬂ;:ﬁtillis)(;
Colonel Olcott® and Mrs. Annie I),e San] 1'( S
Promoted social and educational cause o-t the 112( )1223‘3
The viceroya,lty of Lords Lawrence®™ and Riy

) P ( entury
Marked, Porhaps, the climax of the 19th centur
‘hberalism’ in India.

(Contd, Jrom Dprevious page)

; n India
Satish Chandra Chakravarti, ed., 2'he Father of Modern Inc
(C"-ICU“&, November 1935), 69
935), 69. . - , se-
32. Quoted ip Bipin Chander Pal, Beginning of Ireedom Mov
TERE in Modery, India (Caleutta, 1959), XIV.
33. M

Ceb el lia in
. adam Bluvn.tsky, of Russiun parentage, first v |:|t(cc(;l ‘vail:h e
1852 and latep with Col. Olcott in 1879. IBoth wero conncc
estu.blishmcn

. in India, writes
z t of Thcosophicul Society. Tho Renaissance in Lt ’
Ch'ml, “has heey, largel

gely stimulated and to somo cxtcnt,.prom?‘.ed.l]’5{1?;::3::\
WVatsky ang Colonel Olcott, Valentino Chirol, Indian Unrest, ’
1910), 29,

\
Annie Besant, an Trish by birth, adopted Hinduism during
Indiy in |

893-4. The cstublishment of Central Hindu College
Univ,

ersity) in Banares, remarks Geol:fx'cy, was the first lfruit. of
°T Propaganda, She beeame active in polities and was HI)(': Cfl(llng
m2mbep of the Indian Home Rule Lenguc. Ceoffery West, 7'e Life of
ondon, 1933), 1, 24, 202, 222,

) S

Annie Besan, (L

i 4 s 0
An Ellglishmun holds that no Indmnt ]ms\;l]:no-\’:)i;x;;l;l‘;ntt
Organise g, . . . P vement as Mrs. Anp S .
g nd consolin e the Renaissanco Mo
She gave fi

. oL 9
resh impotys to i, Chirol, Indian Unrest, 28,
35

Lorq Lawrence's rule has been included h«l.,“tho Period of
RCCOnSll'uct-ion"\lscl.30 IO\'Ctt _Iﬂ(ll‘“y (LO]l('OXl, l«)-«‘;)’ 137.

36. Lorq Ripon hag been called as “the Champion of Indiag
Freedom?, N Gop;

W, The Viceroyalty of Lord Ripon, (London, 1953), 204,

W. ¢ g onnerjee, the first President of tho Indj
Congress, also pai

an National
Presidential Sp

d o tribyte to him. The Indian National Congress—
eeches, ete. (Madras, 2nd ed., November 1917), 3.
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The publication of the *Samachar Darpan’,
a Bengali weekly, in the carly part of the 19th
century was a2 welcome augury. With all its poten-
tialitics, the Indian press became a powerful organ
of public opinion in the other half of the century.
It developed through the struggle it conducted
against the alien rule®

In organizing political opinion and activities
in India, the British Indian Association (1851),
Madras Mahajan Sabha (1884) and Bombay Presi-
dency Association made a great headway.®® DBut
it was the birth of the Indian National Congress,
fifteen years before the close of the 19th century,
which ultimately proved to be the chief instrument
of pecople’s independence from the English rule.
Started with the approval of Viceroy Dufferin in
the hope that it would be something like “‘His
Majesty’s Opposition” in India, with no chance of
getting into power, it made rapid strides by cap-
turing the heart as well as the brain of India.®

37. For details sce Atulchandra Gupta, ed., Studics in the Bengal
Renaissance (Jadavpur, 1938), 423-38.

38. 8. K. Mitra, Indian Problems (London, 1908), 3S4.

39. Annio Besant, How Indie Wrought for Freedom, (Adyur,
Madras, 1915), 15.



““ Russo-Phobia’’ or
“Yellow-Peril”’

Thus it was in the time of Curzonian Imperia-
lism and the emancipation struggle, organized by
the Indian National Congress, that the news of
the Russo-Japancse War and that of latter’s victory
was received in India. A section of the enlightened
population, however, felt concerned over the results
of the Russo-Japanese War inasmuch as that
occasional reference of ‘Russo-phobia’ and ‘yellow-
peril’ were made in the press. Those who talked of
‘Russo-phobia’ observed, “‘since she (Russia) has
lost fertile land of Manchuria she would now likely
turn her eye to India”.* “The idea of a Russian
invasion of India is neither chimerical nor impracti-
cal. Russia will not easily abandon her long cher-

10. Suryodaya Prakasika (Bangalore), 4 January, 1905, (Reports
II1, 15).
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ished intention of invading India,” observed another
journal.® A well-informed paper of the time,
before conclusion of the Russo-Japanese War, had
written, ‘It is certain that Russia ousted from
Manchuria would turn her attention towards India.
If Russia triumphs, she will seriously threaten the
(Indian) Empire”. In either case, the paper
concluded ‘“‘the (Russo-Japanese) war was an un-
mitigated cvil to India”.** Quoting Cairo’s daily
Al-Muvayyid, another Indian newspaper wrote:®
¢ . ..in case of Russian defeat she will never remain
quiet but will seek compensation in the possession
of some other country, viz., either Persia, India or
Afghanistan’.

The journals could get credence in the well-
known views of Lord Curzon. Writes his biogra-
pher,* ““On account of the views which he (Curzon)
held of the necessity for a definite policy to check
the advance of Russia towards India via Persia,
Afghanistan and Tibet, Lord Curzon has often been

41. Hilavadi (Calcutta), 3 February, 1905. (Roports I, 11g).

42.  Amrita Bazar Patrika (Calcutta). 24 January, 19035. (The
Report I, 35). The Paper’s calculated possibility of Russian attack on
Indin was based on the theory that after her (Russian) “dismal defeat
in Manchuria, she must have an outlet”. Ibid., 14 January, 1005
(Reports I, 23).

43. Shams-ul-Akhbar (Madras)., 16 January, 1903, (Reports
11, 29).

44. Earl of Ronaldshay, The Life of Lord Curzon (London, 1928),
II1, 114.
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advisers”.
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CommanderI-L)iIr)l-Chief, Armed ff:aill(ier defeat in 1905,
. . Y en a . A
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- he revised Anglo-Japanese

47. Indig, was included in the scope of t})m o e o
Alliance on / ugust .]r_)’ 1905. Toor text see Jo
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: i 1894-1919. (New
: I Concerning China,
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I, 516.s.
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*“the main purpose...

1 ng,

Commentinrr on the alljance, wrltefoczl‘zpﬁ\.e Russia of any },01?3

of the SCeopy lglo-J?xpancse) alliance fvas toward India. ..” Chu‘r,xg-

of succegg in any future aggressive polncy;timore’ U.S.A, 1931), 194,

Chang, The "Jlo-Japanese Alliance (Ba tho avtual comelusion 01;1:111‘2

\J ,' . l ] ) ende

nglorg beforo tho armistice SR¢C 1 had recomm: !

e e “D!l)nczzo_.\nl;ancc, an Todion JOU; 1113902). Sarvajanamitran

renewal of . Anglo-Jupanese Alliuncr?ts(gl, 61},

(Tinnevelly Bridge), 28 April, 1005 (Repor



IMPACT OF THE RUSSO-JAPANESE WAR 13

proposed reforms™ in the Armed FKorces which
obviously involved increasc in the expenditure.
Since this would further burden the Indian tax-
payer it created huc and ery both on the platformse

i

and in the press.

There may not be two views about the appre-
hension, at that time, in the minds of the British
authorities that war between the British and the
Russian Empire scemed very close.”® This is also
clear from the comments then made in the Indian
journals. But was the British apprehension true
in respect of India ? Perhaps, not. The comments
seem more related to the fear of increase in the
defence expeaditure which would, in turn, be
shouldered by the Indians than to the actual
danger from Russia. Towards the fall of the year
1905 the Indian leadership found no justification
for an increased military expenditure. Complaining
of the incessant and intolerable burden of taxes,

49. Kitchner had drawn a Memorandum called “The Preparation
of the Army in India for Wer”. Arthur, Lord Kitchner, 130.

50. Speeches of Gopal Krishna Gokhale (Madras, 1916, 2nd edition),
128-9. Also the Indian Review, March 19035, 147.

51. Amrit Bazar Patrika (Sce footnote 42). It said that the
reforms would makeo the poor Indians poorer.

Hitavadi, 20 January, 1905, (Reports I, 63) remarked

“heavy taxation and no relief”.

52. Particularly after October 1904 when Russian Baltic Fleet,
on its way to tho War against Japan in tho Far East, had fired off the

Dogger Bank on a British trawling flect from Hull mistaking it for torpedo-
boats. Magnus, 217 (footnote 45).



14 IMPACT OF THE RUSSO-JAPANESE WAR

that the Indian tax-payer would have to shoulder
as a result of the Armed Forces Reorganization
Scheme, Gokhale, in his famous Budget speech on
28th March, 1906, pointed out® :
This (the Reorganization) scheme was projected in the
carly stages of the Russo-Japanese War ... when
the issue of the struggle was not only uncertain but tho
odds seemed to he against Japan, and after apprehen-
sions were entertained of hostile movements of Russian
troops in the direction of Cabul. Now, however, that
the situation has undergone a complete change and the
North-Western Frontier, our one danger-zone; has
for the time ceased to be a danger-zone, there
is no justification for proceceding with a costly
scheme. . ..”

There were other newspapers which, after
analysing the situation, could write with confidence
that “fear from Russia at a time when she had
been defeated at the hands of Japan is groundless” 5
A few considered the Russian ‘“bogey” of an inva.
sion of India as “improbable”.> An Englishman
writing in ’the '.I'imes, London, had emphatically
declared, “In view of the terrible strain exercised
by the present (BUSSO-J apanese) campaign on Russia,
she may be safely disregarded as an aggressive
power (in so far as India was concerned) at least

53. Specches (footnote 50).

34.  Vrittanta Chintamay; (Mysore), 31 May, 1905
- ’ A 905. 5
II, 208). ysore) ¥, 1905. (Reports

55.

Bengalee (Caleutta), 7 January, 1905. (Reports I, 3).
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during the life time of the present generation.”’s®
Similar were the vicws of another contemporary
expert who said that “If Japan won (the Russo-
Japanesc War), Russia would no longer be dangerous

I 57

on the Indian frontier”.

Russia’s repeated defeats both on land and at
sea led also to mark a radical change in Lord
Kitchner’'s views. He wrote to Mr. Balfowr™ that
there was no ‘immediate’ danger of an attack by
Russia. ¢Still less do I do so now”. He charac-
terised that the immediate problem was “‘the
integrity of the Amir’s dominions (Afghanistan)”.
"This might lead us to a real factor that necessitated-
the Army Reorganization scheme. Wrote Kitchner
in May 1905 :

¢, ...the problem before us is something more than a
mere Indian ouc, inasmuch as we have solemnly
guaranteed the integrity of the Amir’s dominions,
and have pledged ourselves to defend his frontier.
If we are to fulfil our obligations in this respect . . .
for the integrity of the Afghan frontier, that frontier
thercupon becomes in a military sense our own™. . . .59

36. Quoted in the Hindoo Patriot, 25 January, 1905. (Reports

37. A. M. Pooley, Japan’s Forcign Policy (London, 1920), 183.

58. Quoted in Arthur (footnoto 4G).

59. Ibid. About British guarantee for the integrity of Amir's
dominion, see letter from Sir M. Durand to the Amir dated the 1lth
November, 1893. A Collection of Treatics, Engagements and Sanads

Relating to India and Neighbouring Countries, comp. C.U. Aitchison
(Calcutta, 1909), 363.
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Mr. A. J. Balfour, then the British Prime
Minister, on 11th May, 1905, speaking on the ques-
tion of the defence of India in the Bl:ltlSh House of
Commons said, ¢ . . . T am not intendl.ng to lez%d the
House to suppose that . ..a War :\'lth Russia . . .
is cither possible or probable . ...".%

The above letter (from Lord Kitchner to Mr.
Balfour) written by no less an authority than the
Commander-in-Chief in India, and the categorical
Statement of the British Prime Minister prove

cyond doubt that there was not so much the
danger of gy immediate Russian aggression on India
but a feqy “that the Afghans may form an alliance
With  Russia or Persia”.* Hence the  British
Concerpy,

The cardinal point of the British Indian
gn Policy at that time must have been either
O have Sway over or at worse make Afghanistan
2 buffey state between India and Russia. In that
°Vent what could be the possible reason for war
\YSterig, 7 It seems, it was to dissuade the Amir of

fghanistan from conceding any facilities to Russia

Forej

(.0' it 4 ies . " ' ’
1905), 7’9. The (Brmsh) Parliamentary Delates (Fourth Series, Vol. CXLVI

o oL, Rdznama-z‘-Mukad dar Hablul Mateen (Caleutta), 19 Junc,
9. (The Report T, 596).

woul There Was a rumour about Russo-Afghanistanalliance which
uld be detrimenta] to British jntcrests in North-West.
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and to convince the Amir of “‘the British as his
dependable ally™.®

But so far as India was concerned the Press
interpreted that the “Russo-phobia’ was nothing
but a “bogey”” for making provision of subsistence
to a few morc Europeans.” Kitchner had, it is on
record, formulated many a scheme which involved
a regular substantial increase in the employment of
British officers in the Indian army.** It was this
which created an uproar and the sincerity of the
Kitchner Reform scheme was questioned. The
reforms, in so far as India was concerned, were
called the “‘gloomy political aspect”.” There was
a force in the report published in one journal that
with Russia defcated at the hands of Japan, with
the (revised) Anglo-Japanese Alliance, no justifica-
tion was there for any fear of Russian aggression®

62. There was & rumour that Afghanistan might agree to Russian
Railway construction programme within Afghan territory which would
connect with the Russian strategic railways. Arthur, 149 (footnote 46).

Rightly or wrongly, similar apprchension had also been felt
by the British statesmen in 1830s when Russian Agent was found at Herat.
This led Lord Auckland to adopt an ambitious policy. See Sir Alfred
Lyall, Rise and Expansion of the British Dominion in India (London,
June 1929), 313-7.

63. Vrittante Clintamani, n. 55.

G4. Various schemes are detailed in Kitchner's biography. Arthur,
184-5.

[}
[

Amrit Bazar Patrika, 14 January, 1905. (Reports I, 23).
66. The Kerale Palrika (Calicut), 24 June, 1905. (Reporis II,
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or increase in the military expenditure. The later
events, when Russia turned her attention towzu'ds‘
the Balkans in Europe, proved the correctness of
the view.s7 )
Moreover, it was argued that defence of Il}(lm
had a simple solution. Increased number of I.nc.hans
should he imparted better military trmnmg.“
They would thus hold their own in any cventuality
as Japan had done.® Wrote another paper,® ‘“‘the
Interests of India demand that her sons should,
like the children of the land of the Rising Sun,
dcquire the power to adapt themselves to ever-
Cha,nging circumstances’’. The Vrittante Chinta-
mang, quoting Colonel Younghusband in support
of its view, suggested and commended the J apa,nes‘e
method of training for the Indians to defend their
motherlayq. Theo Japancse military training has
ot only proveq jtsels against the Russians but also,
cited another journal,” ¢the Chinese undergoing
training in he military school at Tokio would soon

o Whatever i ian danger oven aftor her
i 1 of the Russian g
defeat in 1905 . Cma'lncx . o Syon nftor b
allignes, ? Was removed iy, 1907, on the conclusion of tho Anglo-Russian
68. Vrittansqg Clu'ntmnani, 5 August, 1905, (Reports IT, 284).
69. Hindoo Patriog (Calcutta), 18 April, 1903. (Reports I, 153).

70. Bengalee, g February, 1905. (Reports I, 55).
71. Vriuanta

- C'hinlamani, 12 July, 1905. (Reports II, 203).
72. bwadesamitran (Madras), 27 July, 1905. (Reports II, 283).
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become redoubtable as the petulant Jap.” It was
even complained, “The Government do not provide
military training to the natives because of fear that
they (Indians) would learn Japanese sense of
patriotism”.”

It would he apt to say, therefore, that not
only there was no actual Russian danger, the
reforms scheme, too, was not in the interest of India
or the Indians. The sense of Russo-phobia may
thus have been engendered by the British (in India)
in order to convince the Indians so as the latter
might regard the former “‘the saviours”. At the
same time, it must have been in the mind of the
British rulers that the panic-stricken Indians
would not too much criticise the Army Reform
scheme, which was considered to be a good avenue
for increased employment of Britons. A journal
correctly concluded the Englishman’s fear of Russia
as “...a man is never afraid of losing what he
has legally acquired, but is in constant fear of being
deprived of what he has wrongfully acquired and
misappropriated”. ““This explains the Englishman’s
fear of Russia with respect to India”, the journal
said.7

The only possible justification, at the hands
of the: British, for the introduction of the Army

73, Ibid,
74. Bharat Mitra (Caleutta),'17 June, 1905. (Reports I, 396).
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Reforms, it seems, was the maintenance of int.egrit.}f
(not of India but at the cost of India) of Af311“1118tan'°
and be prepared for any Russian aggression on the
“Indian’’ frontiers.

As to the question of “Yellow-Peril” there. d.id
not seem to he any substance in it. The official
Sources did not record any note of apprchension
(obviously in view of growing friendly ties with
Japan). The public leaders were referring to
“8Pan  with reverence. A singular comment in
& newspaper” viewed Japan as highly ambitious,
“with ambition not limited to the Far East, and
hence danger to India”. This may, in the ab-
sen.ce of any cogent argument, scem an inference,
arrived at, gfep Japan’s fight with China in 1895
and  againgt Russia in 1905. Japan’s ambitions,
at that time, did not go beyond grabbing a part
of Chinese‘tczerri‘cory,78 much less casting covetous

SGO, n. 47.

-~ =1
(=]

The Parliamentary Debates. 78-9 (footnote 60).

Roznama-z'-Mul:a(lu'ar Hablul Mateen (Caleutta), 3 April, 1905,
329,

Kanichi Asukawa, The Russo-Jupanese Conflict (Boston and
1504) 30.30.

-~

7.
(Reporls I
78

. .
New Yorl,

in Mapgy, Japan waq even prepared to concedo Russian preponderance
urig, ; . '
over Kore, And not fight her if the latter accepted Japanese protectorate

Fu Chang,' his shows the limitation of the Japanese interests. Chung-

e A.nglo-.f{lpflnese Alliance, 145. ) ~ ) .
Moreo‘,er’ after the Russo-Japanese War, Japun wanted to

(Contd.on next page)
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eyes on the Indian Empire. Rather, after the de-
feat of Russia in 1905, most of Japan’s overseas
aspirations seemed satisfied.™

On the other hand, in India there was all-
round praise for Japan. The Japanese success
was, in fact, considered as a relief to India inas-
much as it had “deprived the Russian Bear of its
claws” and hence “will no longer excite groundless
and ncedless alarm in the mind of the British
lion”.5 Secondly, the Indians would not change
the English for the Japanese rule although they
would “‘prefer to follow the Japanese example for the
development of her industry”.®

(Contd, from previous page)
act in acecordance with the standards of Western intcrnational law and was
determined to avoid any impression that she was fishing in muddy waters.

Delmer M. Brown, Nationalism in Japan (Berkeley and Los
Augeles, 1953), 158.

79.  Sources of the Japanese T'radition, comp. Ryusaku Tsunoda,
Wm. Theodore de Bary and Donald Keene, (Néw York, 1958), 762.

80. DBuwrdwan Sanjivani, 21 June, 1905. (Reports I, 633).
81.  Swadesamitran (Medras), 30 March, 1905, (Reports II, 126).
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Public Response

The real significance for India of the outcome
of the Russo-Japanese war was not so much the
concern over ‘‘Russo-phobia” or ‘Yellow-Peril”
but that the Japanese success had touched the
imagination of the people. The Press introduced
Japan to the people of India for the “‘brilliant
success in humbling a great European Power’ s
The people responded to it with great enthusiasm.

One recason for Indian enthusiasm was that
the Russo-Japanese War was taken to be a struggle
between Europe and Asia and that of latter’s victory
proved that the European superiority was & myth.
It was said to be “the victory of a just cause, of
heroism and of patriotism”;® and which has con-

82. The Indian Reviey, January 1903, 1.
83. The Daily Hitamd'i, 6 January, 1905. (Reports I, 21).
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ferred “lustre on all Asia”.% Another preferred
to call it as “‘the glorious victory” and added,
“We (the people in the East) who are hated as cowards
and imbecile, are proud of this triumph of the East
in its terrible struggle with the West. We heartily
congratulate thee, Japan, on thy wonderful courage,
thy discipline, thy iron will, and thy indomitable
energy . . . thou alone hast saved the honour of the
East, the down-trodden East’.83
Some cven went so far to say that “‘the Asiatic
race has broken the pride of the greatest Power
in Europe so thoroughly that not even hope of
retirement is left’”.®
Giving an account of the interest the Indians
had evinced in the War, an Indian student in
Tokyo wrote to a Japancse journal,”” “You (the
Japanese), perhaps, cannot imagine to what extent
they (the Indians) loved her (Japan)”. During the
War, he added, “so great was the interest of our
people in Japan, that our weekly papers turned
into daily ones, and the Press had sometimes to
publish cxtra issues.”®  ‘““Every morning the
people anxiously waited at their doors for the news-

84. Ibid., 2 Junc, 1905. (Reports I, 553).
83. Samay, 6 January, 1905. (Reports I, 21).
§6. Bengalee, 26 March, 1905. (Reports I, 123).

87. Quoted in Lancelet Lawton, Empire in the Far East (London,
1912), II, 806.

88. Ibid.
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boy, and the students could not attend to their
books without reading the telegrams (giving an
account of the War). After the fall of Port Arthur
we shared your joy and pride to not a small degree,
and the city of Calcutta and many other towns
and villages were grey with illuminations. Indeed,
we in India shared your pride more than, perhaps,
the rest of the world, because to us the victory of
Japan meant more than what met the eyes of the
ordinary world’’. The same student concluded,
“Today even the very common man who can just
read the newspapers, can narrate the story of the
Russo-]apanese War from the beginning to the
el-ld"’BO

Ramsay MacDonald, a contcmporary British
Statesman, who visited India then, made similar
observation in his book “The Awakening of India’’ %
Mr. Nehruy, recalling the days of his early youth
Wwhen the war took place, has written, ““...1
temember well how excited I used to get when news
ceme of the Japanese victories ...’ “Japancse
victories stippeq up my enthusiasm and I waited

29, 0. J. R, MacDonald, The Awakening ofvlmliu, 180 (footnote

Novem?)::x B;)ei"g o letter to his daughter writien from jail on 22nd
>r, 3o . e R - .
January I949;-;0Ianu.luu-]u] Nehru, Glimpsesof Torld History (I.ondon,
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eagerly for the papers for fresh news daily. I invest-
ed in a large number of books on Japan. . .7
Another contemporary bears testimony that
the Russo-Japancse War did not fail to be noticed
even by the simplest members of the community;
and it was a source of “‘a stir of excitement’’ in them.
C. F. Andrews who was a witness to the develop-
ments taking place in India and who had frequently
moved among the common-folk writes that ‘“‘the
war Dbetween Russia and J apan had kept the
surrounding peoples on the tip-toc of expectation.
A stir of excitement passed over India. Even the
remote villages talked over the victories of Japan
as they sat in their circles and passed round the
‘huqqa’ (Indian Pipe) at night.® He further records
a conversation with an older man; the latter saying
to him, “There has been nothing like it since the
(Indian) Mutiny (of 1857). Even the most ignorant
peasants ‘tingled’ with the news of Japan’s success™.*
The enthusiasm and excitement with which
the victories of Japan were received in India,
besides on account of ‘““‘Asian success over Europe”,
were duc to the hope that the repulse of Russia
might call a halt to the European expansion in

-+ 92, Jawaharlal Nebru, n Auwtobiography, (New Delhi, 1962)
16.
93. C. F. Androws, The Renaissance in Indiz (London, 1912), 4.
94. Ibid., 5. ..
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the East.” Even beforec the conclusion of the
War, it had been remarked, *If Japan comes out
thoroughly victorious from the War, it would mark
an end of exploitation of the East by the West.”»
Hence the expectation of the people that the result
of the War would save ‘““the Musalmans (Turkey)

and Buddhist (India) from the clutches of the
Chl‘iSt,ia,ns’ R

935. . i}
Bharq; Mityq (Calcutta), 10 June, 1905. (Reports I, 575).
96. Ty, ’

(Reports T, 23)'Amrita Bazar Patrika (Calcutta), 14 January, 1005.
97. Russ;
(Calcutta) 24“3;;21‘1011&(1 lu 1so heen encronching upon Turkey. T'he Soltan
’ Y 1905 (Re . T, 299).
. ports I, 2



Political Consequences

The success of Japan was regarded particularly
as a blow to Great Britain, which represented the
West to the Indians. It served as an eye-opener
inasmuch as the latter now thought ‘“that given
opportunities, Asiatics (Indians) can successfully
compete with Europcans (Britons) ...’

A Bengali journal wrote, ... the delusive
belief (of the Europeans and Americans) that
Kasterns are destined to remain in perpetual tutelage
and servitude to Western will now probably dis-
appear from many a Western mind”. The journal
then asked, “If the rice-eating Jap is capable
of throwing into utter rout and disorder the Russian
Soldier, cannot the rice-eating Indians (meaning

98. Charw Alihir (Mymen Singh—Bengal), 20 June, 1905.
(Reports I, 632). Sce also, Sir John Cumming, ed., Political India (1832-
1032), (London, 1932), 28S.
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Bengalees) also if properly trained, do the same ?i’
With these words it cautioned the English that their
“distrust of the Indians in employing them in higher
services would further .deepen disaffection as a
result of Japan’s victory over Russia”. It ended
with an advice to the (English) rulers to make “no
more attempt to trodden down (the Indians) like
tlies in the dust””, and assured the countrymen,
“the East (India) is sure to triumph over the West
(Britain) if iy, studied and emulated Japan’.*

A contemporary English writer has observed
th'a b the victory of Japan put the question into the
mmds. of IndianS, “where now was the vaunted
superlority of the white men over the coloured
}r:)(;rcll ‘-;he\«Vhere was England’s particular claim to
Asiatio Ig)‘:\%(:lmls East in Iee ¥ (Andt)l if tIl;e .3(7)01;2%1
Goliath, what Cf)llld smite dg\gl{;oo 1Ie 1.ams 1:1 {;re
to achie\re”‘,oo might not 300,000, ndian

that t]n Ocher words, besides clearing the illusions
apap 1ie st wag unconquerable, the victory of

Vnd.nfused the much-needed confidence among
s, If the Indians obtained equal oppor-
them, t’hew Ich haq been deliberately denied to

hough, they could match the English.
9. S
5 e 1905.1 (.;:7, Vistow, Priya-o- Ananda DBuzar Patrika (Caleuttia),
g CEPOTts 1 5o
100. Chlrol, ndig 1;37).
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Wrote the daily Hitavadi thus :

<

‘... (The Russo-Japancse War) has helped us to clear
away with the western illusions.  So far the flesh and
blood of the lamb (Indians) were transformed into
the materials in the body of the tiger (the English).
We have now found out our mistakes. The lamb
can also pe transformed in w tiger ... 10

The same newspaper repeated its contention
on 22nd April, 1905, by adding

“...With the victory of Japan, signs are visible of the

awakening of a new life . . . looking forward to en-
joying cqual rights with the white subjects of Britain.
The employment of Indians in increasing numbers
in the higher offices of States ; the meting out of equal
justice between black and white . . . these are the

points to which the aim of educated India is now-a-
days prominently directed” 102

A scction of public opinion, however, thought
that the Indian joy (over the Japancse success)
was due to the Japanese being ally of the British
Government, which also ruled over India. Their
argument was that Japan had “defeated a Power
(Russia) which was the bitterest foe of our (British)
Government”.'” It was also realised that Asia
would have to remain pupil of Europe for many

101, The Daily Hitavadi, 28 March, 1903.
102. Ibid., 22 April, 1905.
103.

(Reports T, 347).
(Reports I, 411).
Tripura Hitaishi (Comilla), 20 June, 1005. (Reports I, 632-3).
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years to come.®* The latter statement remains a
fact till even today in spite of Japan’s victory over
Russia,. Europe, on the whole, was decidedly
superior in every aspect. DBut the argument thz‘mt
Indian happiness in 1905 was on account of Britain
being an ally of Japan doesnotseem tobe convincing
in view of the bitterest agitation started in 1905-6
against the British regime.

Besides, Japan had reminded the Indians
of the nced for a common religion and language,
which were the important elements of nationalism
leading to her success in 1905. This inspired the
People to trace the secrets of her success for which
GOkhale, too, had advised his countrymen to study

the history of Japan. 1%

—

04, -
I, 632), Chary Mihir (Mymen Singh, Bengal), 20 June, 1903. (Reports

1069. Okhale jp 5 Public speech on 25 July, 1903. Gokhale, Specches,
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Elements of Japanese Nationalism—
Lessons for Indians—Need for a
Common Religion and Language

The important secrets of the Japanese success,
among others, were their deep-rooted patriotism,
their playing with death, their discipline, compul-
sory education and the national language.’™ The
common language, for instance, had provided the
Japanese ‘“with still another unique, exclusive
possession to excite the thoughts and sentiments of
ardent nationalists.”’*"?

It were these ideals which the leaders put
before the people and frequently referred to the

106. Article on the subject by Sister Nivedita.

The Indiun Re-
view, July 1905, 512.

Later an Indian had made an intensive study of the subject
and held similar views. Chaman Lal, Secrets of Japan (Tokyo, 1928).
107. Delmer M. Brown, 2.
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example of Japan so as to inculcate the spirit ‘(‘)f
patriotism in a land sometimes referred to as ‘‘a
geographical rather than historical names.””'® The
lesson, said Gokhale, that one draws from Japan
“is the tremendously strong national feeling which
had been a great secret of Japan’s success’ .2 “The
Indian people, whether living in palaces or huts,”
he asked, “should follow the Japanesc sense of
Patriotism?’, “Patriotism’’, he added, “is the
eorner-stone of national existence. It is the
motive power for all national action”. “There
(in Japan)”, it was said, “‘exists no distinction
between the individual and the State. Whoso-
over attacks the State attacks each and every
Japanese subject.” Ty other words, ‘“Devotion

to mother-land should be in the same way as it is
m Japan,’m

Again, Gokhale warned the people that mere
one feeling would not help unless they were discip-
lined anq gave obedience to their leaders as in
Japan 1z Discipline as was exhibited by the
Japanese army."*  Toyalty and obedience as their

los,
109,
110,

Lancelot Lawton, 1

mpires in the Far East, 806.
Gokhale,

Al Speeches, 819,
'od Stead, “Jumana iotism™, !in Hindustan Review,
August anq Septembe:diqom;up wm23 Patriotism™, |

111. <
1 Gokhale, Speeches, 819,
112, Ibig,, 831

113. .
3. The Indiap Review, July 1903, 512.
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(Japanese) religion teaches. ‘It is here that Japan
supplies an invaluable object lesson by which we
firmly trust that India will surely profit.’’14

India had also to learn from Japan in the
field of education, particularly practical education.
Because ‘“‘education emancipates the lower classes
and lessens the gap in society; and on women’s
education depends largely the welfare of future
generation.”” These ideas of compulsory and wo-
men’s education were responsible for “levelling demo-
cractic spirit in Japan.’’11s

Emphasising on the practical education, it
was said, “The greatest lesson to India from Japan
(in the field of education), isnot the theoretical educa-
tion but practical which would enable the pupil
to earn his living in a better way”.® The schools
should be linked uwp with the manual training.
Each successive grade of school on the literary side
should be accompanied with a parallel grade of
craft development. “In Japan, agricultural edu-
cation was given in the primary schools; in the
higher primary natural science was taught.”” 1" With

a9

114. Ibid., January 1903, 2.
115. Hindustan Review, March 1907, G. A. Nateson on ‘“\WWhat
India ought to learn from Japan’.
116. The Indian Review, April 1907, 29].
1o1.8 117. Annie Besant, Shall India Live or Die ? (Bangalore, 19°5),
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this aim in view as a first step, “‘The Elementary
Education Bill,” was introduced in the Imperial
Legislative Council on March 16, 1911.18



Japan’s Strong Impetus to
National Movement— Adoption of
the Ideal of Self-Government

The Indians thus drew comparison to every
aspect of life in Japan.'® The frequent references
to the achievements of Japan and to the conditions
in India not only deepened unrest but also helped
in the clearer realization by the Indians of the
significance of freedom. Naturally, the Indians
set their mind to be what Japan was, a free country.
In this way Japan became an idcal for the political
advancement of the country.

Gokhale in his Presidential address at Benares
analysed the difference between the progress made
by independent Japan, and India under the English
rule. He said,®

119. The Indian Review, April 1907, 291.
120. Golkhale, Speeches, S31.
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“Japan within 40 years of western influence was, in the
matter of education, in linc with the most advanced
nation. But in India, after hundred years of English
rule, four out of five vill-grs were without a school
house, seven out of cight children grew in ignoranc:
and in darkness”.

This, he explained, ‘“‘was the difference between
a subject nation and an independent nation”. Even
the Gaekwad of Baroda, it was pointed out, who
enjoyed an amount of autonomy, “was spending
63d per head for education against 1d per head in
the provinces under the dircet British rule”. “Is
it not a matter of shame”’, it was asked, ‘““to sec our

(British) Government, boasting of its superior
civilization” and not caring for the education of the

people under its rule cven like the ‘Maharaja’.!»
More and more people realised, therefore, that
what England, Japan and Baroda had achieved,
the Indians could do if they were self-governing.'”
And Japan became a symbol and a standard of
their achievements to be. The people were, there-
fore, asked to come out of the rut and follow Japan
in order to achieve similar results.’*

Sir Verney Lovett who had watched the pro-
gress of the Indian National Movement from close
quarters for nearly thirty-five years from the incep-

121, Hitavadi (Caleutta), 11 Juae, 1905, (KReports I, 585).
122. Annic Besant, India : A Nation (Madras, 1930), 135.
123. Tilak, Writings and Speeches, 222. Gokhale, Speeches, 831.
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tion of the Congress till the end of the First World
War also held the same view. He said that the
nationalists had made Japan as the standard of
their aspirations—sclf-rule. Because the nationa-
lists believed that united self-governing India
could rival the success of Japan.* That is, she
could in 10 or 15 years be as great as Japan.'®
The War, nay the success of Japan, had made
deeper impressions inasmuch as it changed the
basis of the Indian movement. The year 1905,
in fact, may be regarded as a dividing line in the
history of the National Movement in India. The
Indian National Congress, ‘‘the emblem of National
feeling”’,'* which had given rise to the National

124. Lovett, A Iistory of the Indian Nationalist Movement (London,
1921). 94.
125. Tilak, Writings and Speeches, 330.

Somo went to the extent of asking if it was proper for India
to sharo rojoicing ovor the Japuanosoe success as done by other oriental
nations ““for we do not possess national independence”.

Daily MHitavadi (Calcutta), 4 June, 1905. (Reports I, 564).

126. J. Ramsay MacDonald found the history of tho National
Congress and that of the National Movement in India as synonym.
MacDonald, 197.

Many an English statesman from time to time had admitted
the national character of the Congress. In 1890, when the Congress was
nearly five years old, Sir Charles Dilko said, *‘... therc is so much
reason to think that tho Congress Movement really represents the cultivated
intelligenco of the country....”

Mr. Herbort (later Lord) Gladstone observed, ‘‘The national
movement in India cxpresses through the Congress”. Quoted in A. C.
Mazumdar, Indian National Evolution (Madras, 1915) first ed., 154-3.
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Movement, had grown both in status and impor-
tance.’ It was now a force to be reckoned with.2s
It had become increasingly popular.® The ‘“real
National Movement’’ may be dated from the year
1906.]30

The maturity of the Congress may be gauged
from the ideals it set forth in 1905 and put on clearer
pattern in 1906. India should be governed “in the
interest of the Indians themselves”, declared
Gokhale at Benares in 1905." It was clear from
his address that mere enlargement of representa-
tion in Legislative Assemblies would not satisfy
the aspirations of the people. The other point on
which Gokhale was firm and resolute, while
speaking on behalf of the people his organization

127. Princo of Wales (later George V) who visited India in 1905
rafarred to the National Congress as ‘‘rapidly becoming & great power,
Sce John Viscount Morley, Recollections (London, June 1918), 1I, 171.

128. Advising Lord Minto (Vicoroy of Indin from November
1905 to November 1910) on Indian affairs Morley wrote on 6 June, 1906,
““Cast-iron bureaucracy won’t go on forever. You cannot go on govorning
in the same spirit (referring to Curzon’s rule) ; you have got to deal with
the Congress party and Congress principles.” Ibid., 173

129. Sir Henry Cotton, President of the Bombay (1904) Scssion of
tl.nc Congress, later wrote in his book that a large number of people from
differopt, shades of lifo joined and attonded tho Congress Sessions. Ho

calleq ¢ . . Yo ;
1907(), tlhﬁt & stirring spectacle. Sir Henry Cotton, New Indiu (London,

1 e -
I:O' Lajpat Rai, Young India, 148-50.
1. Gokhlale, Speeches, 804-46.
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represented, was not to tolerate other than the
treatment “‘of perfect equality”. The condition
for going together was to be “selfrespect of the
other side”. The methods to attain the end,
however, were still, in his view, to be peaceful and
constitutional.’

The twenty-second session (1906) of the
Congress was a remarkable departure from the past.
The Presidential speech of Dadabhai Naoroji was
not of a conventional type. His address was brief,
pointed and spirited. Dadabhai quoted Sir Henry
Campbell Bannerman, the British Prime Minister’s
words that good government could never be a
substitute for self-government. The Congress, so
far, had good government asits idcal. Under Dada-
bhai’s Presidentship it was changed to self-govern-
nment. Swaraj became the new slogan.'®

The Congress resolutions exhibited the growing

132, Ibid.

Gokhale’s mathods and views were appreciated by the English
rulors.  But in Inlia he was considered *“Moderato” (as more and more
paople favoured the goal sot i 1903).  Morloy, Recollections, II, 171.

133.  1'e Indlien National Congress, containing Prosidential Addres-
ses, Congress Resolutions, ete., compiled by P. A. Natesan (Madras, 1917),
$20.

Tho now goal of the Congress—the self-Government—meant
to attain o status similar to othor self-governing colonies of the British
empire, like Australia, Now Zealand, Canada, South Africa.

Morley, Recollections, IT, 181.

Daily Hitavad?, 2 July, 1905. (Reports I, 652).
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political consciousness of at least its followers. It
was now increasingly asked, ‘‘Is it in any way
strange that India should be anxiously desirous to
obtain a share in the administration of the country
and a proper place in the Councils of Europe”?'*

The Western ideas of political liberty, it may
be conceded, were of assistance in the initial stages
of the formation of the Congress,™ but the Congress
resolutions of 1905 and 1906 were the expressions of a
legitimate demand of the people which (the example
of) Japan had helped in bringing forward in clearer
terms. I g leading article the Kesar: wrote, ...A
knowledge of (Japanese) history has kindled in their
(Indians) minds g strong desire for ‘Swarajya’.’!
The Bengalee, another prominent newspaper, had
‘c‘onveyed the prevailing idea by saying that

"+ - Japanese success have . . . evoked pan-Asiatic
feehng which Tndia shares to the fullest extent.
In the Home affairg there is a new-born spirit which

\

134. 4 )
3. 1y, Indiay Review, April 1907, 291.

135, Ramsny MacDonald, 196.

Gokh"'lc’ “East and West in India’, Specches, 1222,
S K. Mitra, Indian Problems (London, 1908), 384.
A, Mazumdar, Indian National Ivolution, 134-5.
Chayy, M

612) thir (Mymen Singh), 13 Junc, 1903. (Reports I,

S . . i
oerag, 1 April, 1909. Sce in Ramsay MacDonald, 154.

(A Biograp}fi,) (P;’ 12 May, 190g, See. Ram Gopal, Lokamanya Ttlak
ombay, 1956), 285 S '
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is striving to bring the reactionary Government of
the country within the sphere of popular control.
These are clear indications of the great Eastern
revival’’ 17

Discussing ‘‘the probable consequence of the
rise of Japan on India”, another journal remarked,
“It (the rise of Japan) will encourage the Indians
to demand more and more political privileges,
though they may not cntertain any idea of casting
off the British yoke to which they are implicitly
loyal . . ..7"138

Japan, therefore, not only helped in creating
greater appreciation of the practical value of
“liberty”” but also provided a practical example to
argue the case for. The example of Japan focussed
the attention of the people to a new political goal—
Swaraj. The new slogan for Swaraj helped the
Congress to rally the masses under its banner although
among other factors, Curzon, indeed, was one.”® In

137. Bengalee, 12 June, 1905. (Reports I, 223).
138. Divakaran (Calicut), 18 September, 1905. (Reports II, 360).
139.  Curzon’s rule may bo called as “ablessing in disguise inasmuch
as it united tho Indians on 2 common basis.”  The Indian Revicw, Novem-
ber 1905, 747.
Curzon stimulated national feeling;
Howrah Hitaishi, 22 April, 1905. (Reports I, $32).
: ““An indirect cause of national awakening™.
Jasohar (Jessore), 12 May, 1905. (Reports I, 505).
(Contd.. on next page)
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. itude of the
other words, if the policies and atﬁfut(he Indian
English had caused a sensc of ullfty t that accrued
Politics, Japan had taught the fru sfully proved
from such strength. She had succ‘;s streneth  for
that the nation might use its tO‘t"a" deshi:;’ were
national cause. “Boycott’ and ‘‘Swade
to prove them later.

(Co

id.
. frop, Drevioys page)
‘Awakoner of national life in India'.
180ng), 25 May, 1905 (Roports I, 544).

| The Partition of Bengal—‘“‘a landmarkin the history of India’s
national Progregy :

Gokhale, Speeches, 817.

Joyt: (Chigt,
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Japan’s Interest in
the Indian Dovement

Japan had been showing keen interest in the
Indian movement. While a few doubted India’s
capacity to ‘‘self-rule”, others expressed full confi-
dence in her demand. Count Okuma, the Japanese
statesman, advised the Indians ‘‘to endeavour to
invigorate the national spirit”; but had added :

“A nation is entitled to talk of independence only after
it has entirely abolished its own evil customs, ennobled
its own character and attained the same qualifications
as any other powerful rising nation. Ncither the
evolution theory nor any modern advanced thought
admits that the evils consequent on the Hindu caste
system. and religlous superstition should have a place
in any civilized nation”.140

Okuma’s comments on the Indian society and

140. See Towards Home Rule, ed., Ramananda Chatterjec (Cal-
cutta, 1917), Pt. I, 147.
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religious beliefs were received with a retort.
“Is Japan’s commercial morality above reproach’?
It was asked, “Do the institution of the Geisha and
other similar customs indicate a high level of social,
domestic and individual morality”’? However, ad-
vice and interest of the Japanese clder-statesman
was  welcomed inasmuch as it was a reminder of

India’s shortcomings.! :
' In a lengthy leading article under the caption
“The Nationalist, Party in India’, the Japanese
C:h"onide, an English Daily of Tokyo, upheld the
.Co.n gress demand. Tt wrote, ‘“The people in India,
1t s declared, are not fit for self-government. But
", Sl e e e
Daturally, q ‘ y the - '1 it ’ Tl.’
C’“‘Oniclz’, 0 not want t.o surrender 1t . . . . 10
> added, ““A nation cannot be treated as a

chi . ) _
O}fl.lll% OT'a minor ... A nation cannot lqarn the use

therty eXcept by using liberty”. “It is curious”
th.e Jo-u

against 1‘1;3:1 a§ked, “that the argument now 1}se(1
.. that :}mntlllg se]f-govern.ment to the Indians
Woulqd 1}y, lfy could never unlte,' and that anzu:chy
Colonjeg ; ile result, was a,pphed to the Amerfcan
independglls ,lfefol'e ﬁhe establ{shment of Amerle.an
of Indiay, °".  Answering itself the question
the artiol, 1(13111ty and citing th.e case c?f Japan,

oncluded, ‘A nation- will in- almost

141, Ibig,, 144
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any circumstances of internal heterogeneity, act
as a united whole when it understands that it is
necessary for its existence to do so’”’. Moreover,
“with European Powers always ready to aggress
on weaker brethren, with an ambitious, expansive
Japan for close neighbour, and with China growing
stronger every day, India could not afford to be
other than united’.'*

In reply to certain statements, not written by
the Japanese but appearing in their press, in support
of the British rule in India, an Indian student in
Tokyo published an article. The article rebutted
the statements by concluding ... We strongly
believe that India, whatever she might have been
in the past, is sufficiently prepared now to govern
herself as a whole. ... "8

The views on India’s capacity to self-rule
manifested Japan’s genuine interest in the Indian
struggle. She always gave prominent space in the
press to the matters Indian.'** The Indian residents
there were so much impressed that a few even
expected Japan’s actual assistance in the struggle.
““ ... At present”’, wrote one Raoji I Amin in an

142.  The Japanesc Chronicle ('Tokyo), 17 December, 1908. Ibid.,
Pt. II, 97-8.

143. Sco Lancclot Lawton, Impires of the Far East (London,
1912), II, 807.

144. This is supported by Lancelot Lawton who had made on-the-
spot study. Ibid.
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English Daily from Tokyo, “India awaits the help

of an oriental nation (Japan) which has already

been a success in civilization, and by its virtue has

taught a good lesson to the countries of the West”.

Many such instances were to be found in the
apanese newspapers.!#

Japan had also warmly responded to the Indian
feclings. The government there allowed the cele-
brations of Sivaji festival. The celebrations, it
wa..s reported, ‘‘partook of the nature of the pan-
Asiatic demonstration”.’® But the Indians were
much moepe encouraged by the declaration of the
Speaker in the Japanese House of Peers that ‘it
Was the sacreq duty of Japan, as the leading Asiatic
itate, to stretch g, helping hand’’, among others,
t}f: In.dia, who is capable of civilization and free
oI from thejy European yoke”.* This declara-
A10n from a J apanese dignitary, inspite of the avowed
cgﬁlo'Ja*Pant.ese friendship*® was paa.-ticularly wel-
thiesebto India. Besides, the expression of. Sympa-
led ‘&nyIJ apan .towa,rds thelate earthquake (in Blhal‘)
ploases ndian journal to write, “What a thrill of
and Inde'«and hopes does this friendship between Japan

'@ send through our hearts””? The Japanese

M5 Tbia,, go;,

146. =
143 Bengales, 15 June, 1905. (Reports I, 229).
148. Quoted in pqq (Calcutta), 16 July, 1905.

The ntotia,ti .
- ons fi ovi Anglo-Japanese Allig
(19035) were then almogt, comploertothe rovised Ane ’ e
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attitude (the expression of sympathies) had added so
much to the rising spirit that, it was observed, ‘‘the
pulse of a new life was beating fast in the nation”.1®

Valentine Chirol, the contemporary English
writer and 7he Times correspondent, believed, on
the other hand, that the Japanese Government did
not show other than general interest in the Indian
movement although conceded that the Indian
students were well rececived in Japan. But, he
added, they were “innowise specially petted or
pampered’’; and when ““they (the students in Japan)
begin to air their political opinions and to disclaim
against British rule they are very speedily put in
their place’’. In order to support his contention
Chirol narrates in his book his conversation with
““a pleasant and intelligent young Indian student”
who had spent ‘‘two-three years at Tokyo”. He
wrote that the student had received “‘a great deal of
kindness from his (student’s) Japanese professors”.
“But the general attitude of the Japanese was by
no means friendly, and there was no trace of sym-
pathy with the political agitation in India’.1®

It is not understood what Chirol meant by
“the general attitude’’ (of the Japanese) and “no
trace of sympathy’’ when he admitted that the
Indian student reccived ‘‘a great deal of kindness

149. Sanjivani (Calcutta), 27 November, 1905 (Reports I, 459).
150. Valentine Chirol, Indian Unrest (London, 1910), 148.
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from his Japanese professors”. In this connection
we have also the evidence of Lancelot Lawton,
another contemporary writer. He writes that
“prominent space was given to the Indian matters
in the Japanese newspapers”.’” There are on the
other hand on record, the statements of prominent
Japanese statesmen. On the subject of  ““The
Relations between Japan and India” Baron Eiichi
Shibusawa wrote, ““...I cannot help expressing
the strong opinion of the urgent necessity of en-
deavouring to create close rclationship between Japan
and India, and so simultaneously to promote the
development of tracde between the two countries.... s
On the same subject Baron Sakatani, an ex-Minister
of the Financial Department and later the Lord
Mayor of Tokyo, and Masayoshi Kato, Vice-Presi-
dent of the Nippon Yusen Kaisha, paid glorious
tribute to India and her civilization.”® These
statements read with the reported remarks of the
Speaker in the Japanese House of Peers™ are a
sufficient proof of the immense interest Japan
had evinced in India.

True, there may not have been any “‘material”
Japanese support to the Indian cause. But the

151. ILid. Scc also footnotes 144 and 143,

152. Japan and India, comp. 2nd ed., Shun Saitoh (Kyobashi,
Tokyo, 1912), i.

153. Ibiq., ii-vii.

154. See n. 147.



IMPACT OF THE RUSSO-JAPANESE WAR 49

fact that the Indian revolutionaries, expelled from
India on account of ‘‘seditious” activities, often
found refuge in Japan proves the sympathetic
attitude of the Japanese. The revolutionaries,
it is told, were not asked to leave Japan until
pressed by the British envoy.'® As far as the
“material” support was concerned, no responsible
Indian leader could expect in view of the Anglo-
Japanese Alliance.

155. Tho information had been given to the author by Dr. Bhagwan
Singh Gyance, an Indian revolutionary, when he returned to India five
years back to settle in the Panjab. From Japan Dr. Gyance wont to
the United States and became a Naturalized citizen.



VIII

Indian Response to
Japan’s Emncouragement

The success of Japan (in 1905) had influenced
the national struggle in India in another aspect,
too. This was in regard to the methods to he
adopted for the attainment of the goal—“Self-rule”.
Perhaps, it was here that Japan was to be a better
model to India.

The Congress so far (till 1905) had been under
the leadership of the ‘““Modcrates’, who favoured
peaceful and constitutional means for the realization
of the ends.” A section in the (Congress) or-
ganization soon started doubting the utility of the
indefinite adoption of such mecasures. Tilak who
was to assume the leadership of this section, cited
the example of Ireland and Japan to the Indians to

156. Gokhale was the leader of the “Moderates”. (See footno:e 1).
Also, The Indian Review, January 1906, 2.



IMPACT OF THE RUSSO-JAPANESE WAR 51

follow. He said that ‘‘protests are of no avail
Days of protests and prayers have gone”. He
warned the people not to rely upon ‘“‘the sympathy
of Mr. Morley”, when he was ‘“‘unable to overthrow
the burcaucracy”®. If at all a change comes, ‘it
will be enlightened despotism in place of pure des-
potism’. ““And this”’, he added, “would not do’.1*

The undoing of the partition of Bengal and the
Indians’ agitation in order ultimately to become the
master of their destinies had become the national
issues.”® The solution of these issues required the
mobilization of the national strength. Here Japan
was to serve as an ideal because she had shown the
way to solve the national problems. Even Chirol
admitted, ‘“The emergence of Japan has created so
powerful an impression in India that one is not sur-
prised to find the Indian revolutionaries...looking
in that quarter (Japan) for guidance and even,
perhaps, for assistance’.1co

“It is extremely desirable’”, wrote an Indian
journal, “‘that India should make Japan her ideal

157. With the coming of the Liberals into power (in late 19003)
in England, some Indians hoped a change in at lcast the tone of the ad-
ministration after the ‘‘strenuous reign” of Curzon.

The Indian Review, March 1906, 162-3.

158. Tiluk in u public speech at Calcutta on 7 June, 1906. Tilak
Writings and Speeches (Madras, 1909), 112-7.

159. Gokhale, Speeches, 806-46.

160. Chirol, Indian Unrest, 147.
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and try to imitate her....” Remmdlng‘ the
Indians of their strength the journal asl.ced, Why
will not the Indians do what the illh&bltal}ts of a
small island like Japan have done”?® Tilak had
already asserted that ‘“Three P’s—pray, plea,su%'e
and protest—will not do wunless backed by solid
force’. Recommending revolutionary methods to
achieve the ends, he made a pointed reference to

Japan. He said, “Look to the example and follow
her methods”,

Tilak further made an appeal to the Indian senti-
ments in order to bring home the Japanese example.
He emphasiseq that “‘self-sacrifice, ardent devotion,
and disinteresteq action”’, incidentally the three main

Secrets of the Japanese success, were necessary for
the attainy

1ent of aspirations. He asked the people
to appreciate the spirit of Sivaji and follow the
national hepg. i

Another social worker of note
2dvised the Indians: “Service for the nation was a
duty—, duty as taught in Gita”. ‘“Better for a
Tan 1S his oy, duty, however badly done, than the
Uty of another, though that be easy”’.'®  The

> V00, haq exclaimed that that was a day
—_
161,

Pratijnu (CQICutta) 14 June, 1905 (Reports I, ¢12),
162. g, » ) ' 1
nual sbrat: sivaji festival became a regular and
popular feature celebration of Sivaji festiv

Particy] i Y Maharashtra. T'he Maharatta,
24 June, 1906, gq, T.}ll-?]l:]y in Bengal and Mah

1 o Speeches, 48-51. o
63. Sistor Nivedity in 77, Indian Review, March 1906, 163.
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(time) of sacrifice. It appealed that everybody
should contribute his bit for the cause of national
regeneration.'®!

Lord Curzon had already alienated the Indian
people. He had paid no heed to the advice from
within and without. A journal called upon him “‘to
follow the example of Japan for the formation of
Representative system of Government in India”.
“In Japan”, it had added, ‘“where the Emperor is
much esteemed by the people, a representative
government was established as it was thought that
such a form of government alone would contribute
to the strength and greatness of the country”.’s®
Another newspaper had quoted Mr. J. M. Robertson
who gave a lecture at the New Reform Club (London)
saying, “‘A policy of repression toward the people of
India cannot fail to increase disaffection and dis-
content’’. Warning, he had said, ““It were idle to dis-
guise the fact that the people of India look upon
Japan in a light way’.'*®* One Mr. Arnold White
had been quoted as saying, ‘“‘The policy of ignoring

164. The Indian Revicw, October 1905, 713.

Ramsay MacDonald regarded the publication during that period
of Ranade’s History of the Mahrattus (setting Mahrattas’ example to
devotion to national cause); Dutt's ‘Ancient India’ (signifying the glorious
Past and the similar goal to achieve); Shaikh Mohammad Igbal’s ‘Hindu-
stan Hamara’ (o patriotic song denoting India, & nation and one ideal) as
the contribution of the intellectuals in arousing the national spirit.

165. Swadesmitran, 22 February, 1905 (Reports II, 74).

166. Indian Mirror, 13 April, 1905. (Reports I, 143).
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Indian public opinion is foolish and dangcrous, and
England must recognise the change in the relations
between Asia and Europe after the battle of Mukden
(a decisive battle in the Russo-Japanese War)” '¢?
Lord Curzon’s enthusiasm in the revision of the
Anglo-Japanese alliance had, too, been looked upon
as ‘‘distrusting the Indians”.**®* His refusal to see
the Japanese Consul in India who had gone a long
way to Simla (the Summer Capital) to express sym-
pathies on behalf of his Government over India’s
sufferings in the late earthquake had the ‘“‘desired”
effect on the Indians. The action of Curzon, it was
observed, was, perhaps, duc to apprehension of the
British Government lest Japan come closer to India
and the national movement might get accentuated.les
The movement did, however, receive an impetus
inspite of Curzon’s action. In fact, Curzon brought
about amity between the peoples of Japan and India
while his own “‘deeds’ alienated the Indians further

away from the British Rule.

167. Bengalee, 15 April, 1905 (Itcports I, 143).

168. Bengalee, 29 May, 1905 and 10 June, 1905 (Reports T, 218.
19).

Swadesamitran, 11 September, 1905 (Reports II, 346).

Vrittanta Patrika 5 QOctober, 1505 (Reports I, 372),

169. Swadesamitran (Madras), 5 May 1905 (Reports II, 171).

Hitavads (Calcutta), 12 May, 1905 (Reports I, 494).



Partition of Bengal and After
The Swadeshi Movement

The final announcement (from Simla on 19
July 1905) of the ‘Government Resolution on the
Partition of Bengal'™ was the signal for an agita-
tion such as India had not witnessed before. A
storm of indignation was raised everywhere over the
abuse of the public opinion. The announcement
“fell like a bombshell” upon the people who had, of
late, become accustomed to the news of victory of
“the ILast over the West” both on land and at
sea.

The success of Japan was the spirit and the
partition of Bengal was the occasion when on 7th
August 1905, which may be regarded as a memorable

170. For the text of the Resolution sec Prithwis Chandra Ray,
ed., The Cuse Against the Break-up of Bengal (Calcutta, Septcniber 16G3),
Appendix B.
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“They would certainly have been surprised to learn
that their countrymen had inspired the boycott
resolution”, which was the first manifestation of
the newly aroused sense of nationality after the
success of Japan.® The Indians must have been
encouraged by the Chinese action. Wrote a
Bengalee journal, ‘“‘American goods were boycotted
by China so should India do in case of England”.*
India’s boycott of the English goods, as in the case of
China, was called ‘‘a patriotic movement’’ .1

The ‘Boycott’ was to do away with the foreign
goods, in general, and the British goods in particular.
The local nceds were to be met by greater use of
‘Swadeshi’ (home-made) goods. It was, in other
words, to infuse more and more self-reliance, on
which depended the success of the movement. Self-
rcliance was the one idea that the Indian leaders had
understood from the Japanesc success.

“India’s future salvation’’, said an Ex-member
of the British House of Commons, ‘“‘does not depend
on the grace of its rulers. ...If India ever attains
political independence, she will attain it by her own

175. The Englishman, 8 August, 1905. China had boycotted
American goods at that timo (May-Sept. 19035).

176. H. B. Morse and H.F. MacNair, Far East International
Relations (Boston & New York, 1931), 548.

177.  Sanjivani, 22 June, 1905 (Reports I, 635).
178.  Daily Hitavadi, 15 August, 1905 (Reports I, 807).
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efforts, not as a gift from the ruling race”.™ “One
thing”, explained Sister Nivedita, “‘that taught
Japan to India was self-help”. ‘“The former”,
she added, ‘‘did not ask for any outside assistance
(to defeat her superior rival)”. “‘So should India”
muster her own strength to achicve the object, was
her advice to the Indians.'® It was the spirit of
self-reliance that had enabled the Japanese make
tremendous progress. Tor a nation to stand cn its
own legs, emphasised another writer, ‘“‘self-confi-
dence was the first requisite”. ‘A little over fifty
years since, Japan was not what she is today in the
concert of world powers. One hundred years ago,
10 one believed that the United States would be
what she is now”. If India followed their example,
her future would be equally bright." Tilak had
also imbibed this spirit among the Indians.'

The “Boycott” (of British goods) was used as
a political weapon for a definite purpose. It was
first to demonstrate deep resentment at the treat-
ment meted out o the Bengalees, and secondly

_

179. gL »
January 1903,
ports I, 88)

180.  The Inqiqy, Review, March 1906, 163.

181. Ramananq, « ,
" Ch j o on “‘Towards Home
Rule” (Calcutta, 1917), Pagt I‘lItI(Oré;g?.GBrochur
» -V,

182, Tilak, Speeches, 401,

laclean, ex. M.P., letter to ‘“The Engliskman’ of 24
See 7he Samrvad Prabhakar, 25 January, 1905 (Re-
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to attract attention of the people in England.'s
Never before had the Indians resorted to such
practices. The Government circles believed that
the fury of the anti-Partition agitation was parti-
cularly prominent as a result of the impact of the
Japanese victory over Russia.

Frequent mectings were held at different
places to preach the doctrine of ‘Boycott’.' The
contribution of the students was by no means small.
Babu Ramakanta Ray, a Japanese-trained mining
engineer, with his student followers “patrolled the
streets” to take to each home the message of the
‘Boycott’.®™  In Bengal, it was stressed that
“every individual will make it a point not to purchase
foreign articles’.'s8

183. (Gokhale, Speeches, $19. N

184, Sanjivani (Calcuttn) which played a leading role in the
‘Boycott’ reported a number of mcetings in and around the province.
Sanjivani, 24 August, 1905 (Reports I, $30).

185. Surendranath Banerjee, .4 Nation in the Making (London,
1923), 196-7.

186. Prapancha Tarakai (Madras) 2 September, 1905 (Re-
ports II, 232).

In Bengal tho people were also asked to renounce government
offices, to sever all connections with the British and to observe mourning
for one day. Sanjivani, 27 July, 1905 (Reports I, 700).

Under the Presidentship of Tilak two thousand students pledged
to hoycott Europcan goods. Bharat Mitra (Caleutta), 26 August, 1905
(Reports I, 852).

Soon the example was followed by other provinces. The English
man, 3 September, 19035.

Seo Lajpat Rai, Young India, 169.
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The ‘Boycott’ had gravely affected the British
interests. Those having imports-trade connection
with England got alarmed.”” This led the Anglo-
Indian paper advise the Government fsh&t "]30}’00.“
must not be acquiesced in, as it will surely ruin
British connection with India more than an armed
revolution.” It also recommended stern measures
against the boycotters for *“...in boycott the enemies
of the (British) Raj (rule) have found a most effec.
tive weapon for injuring British interests in the
Country,>>1ss

The official circles in England had been taken
aback. The Secretary of State for India had ordere(
a fOI‘tnightly report on the situation from the Go-
Vernment in India to keep himself and the Govery-
tuent regularly informed.™

In India, the Government evolved every

. 187. "Tho samo newspaper which had st.,urted & campaign to
f’f"nimise the importanco of the movement, described the situation thys:

tis absolutely truo that Calcutta warchouses aro full of fabrices that
Cannot )4 SOld....Muny prominent Muarwari (merchants in Upper India)
tms haye been absolutely ruined and a number of the biggest Buropean
‘popt, houseg have had cither to close down their piceegoods branch o
to put Up witl, 5 very small business. As for stocks...they tend {o grow

]qrger....‘ heso fuots aro now so well-known that it is idle (o attempt to
lldO theln..,’ Ibill

18s, 1bid,

it The Statesman on 15 September, 1905, gave, inu table, an alarming
bicture OWnward trend of sale of British cloth stored in different parts
of Bengy), '

189, Home Deput. Progs. No. 114/115, October, 1905.
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possibility to undermine the boycott. It even
associated with the private English firms and in-
duced them to do business at half the cost price.1w
But the overall result continued to be serious as late
“as 1907. The reports confirmed the ‘“‘well-marked
influence of the boycott”.’** The trade in English
goods remained stagnant.”® Even till the begin-
ning of the year 1908 “...stocks (were in) a worse
state of congestion’ in view ‘‘more or less of the
determined efforts (of the Indians) to enforce the
boycott...,””

The British officials were surprised that the
Boycott did not apply to the Japanese goods.
Large quantities of Japanese cotton hosiery were
being openly sold. The agitators knowingly en-
couraged their sale as such. The Government feared
lest “‘this may further adversely affect the sale of
recognized British goods”.'*!

The movement soon spread to other fields—the
schools, the courts, and the bureaucratic adminis-
tration. The idea was to open new Swadeshi or

190. No. 64-T.P., dated 22nd August, 19007. Home Deptt. Progs.
No. 661/Scptember, 1907.

191. No. 2453.D, dated G.G.’s Camp, Simla, the 29th June, 1907.
Home Deptt. Progs. No. 187[July 1907.

192. No. 3237.P, dated Calcutta, the 19th August, 1907. Home
Deptt. Progs. No. 115/August 1907.

193. Home Deptt. Progs. No. 49/Junuary 1908.

194. No. 2770-P.D. dated 23rd October, 1907. Iome Deptt.
Progs. No. 16/November 1907.

-
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indigenous institutions ‘““to train the youths qf th(z
nation...in institutions conducted on ‘national
lines and subject to ‘national’ COnt?ol &l,ld calc.:ulfﬂz(i(!
to help the realisation of the ‘national . destiny’’ .13
Aurobindo called Boycott “‘a blessing”’ masmuch. as
it “paved the way for the emancipation of education
from bureaucratic control.**® .

The Boycott gave stimulus to the “Swadeshi”
indigcnous industry. A report of the Government
said, ““...as a result of the boycott, Bombay
dhoties are now established in the market to an
extent formerly unknown’.!”

The people spared no effort to popularise and
make the Swadeshi movement a success. Fired by
Patriotic fervour, many songs and poems were pub-
lished iy newspapers or sung by groups in the
Streetg, 103 Supporting the Congress resolution on
the Swadeshi at the Calcutta (1905) session, Tilak

8 said that the masses comprising mostly of
vi lage folks  did not have many requirements,

\

193,

Bipin Chandra Pal The Spirit c¢f Indian Nationalism
(Londoy,, ’

1010), 43,
lisheq - Sri Aurobindo, “The Possibilities of the Boycott” pul,.
M-sulsd In the Daily Bande Mataram, 10 October, 1907. TFor Text see
] er.];es -‘Indiu’s Fight for Frecdom”, App. 11, 247.

eton 3805.p r, 1907, Proceedings of the Home
Deptt. Octopg, 1907’ dated 6 September, ,

Jyoti (Chittagong), 24 August, 1005 (Reports T, 850).
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““probably nonc at all for any of the foreign goods™.*”
Therefore they were asked to ‘‘show preference
above all others to native and next, to Japanese
manufactures.’’*®

Many new factories/mills, with the aid of
Japanese machines, were started and a few existing
ones strengthened. The names of the Maharaja
of Kolhapur and a few Marwaris were given pro-
minence. The former had started a weaving and
spinning mill. At Sholapur, too, it was reported,
a new mill had been started and an existing one
considerably augmented. In the town of Hathras
(modern Uttar Pradesh) the Marwaris had decided
to start a Swadeshi spinning and weaving concern.*”
This is supported by the report received by the
then Government in India. Tt stated ¢...consider-
able additions have been made to weaving plants both
in Calcutta and Bombay within the last year in
response to the Swadeshi movement, and it is natural
that the Indian mills should be deeply interested in

keeping the agitation alive”. It was also reported
that the Indian mills were carrying out proving tests

199. Tilak called the middle classes the greatest offenders since
mostly thoy were the consumers of foreign goods. Tilak, Speeches, 374.

200. This was the theme of two articles published in The Kesari
in Soptembear 1903, a paper published by Tilak from Poona. Ram Gopal,
Lokamanya Tilak (Bombay, 1956), 233.

201. dAmrita Bazar Patrika, 1 January, 1906 (Reports I, 14) ;
Hindoo Patriot, 6 January, 1906 (Reports, IT, 7).
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of the spindles manufactured in Japan.** Japan sup-
plied experts to keep the Swadeshi industrics alive.2

A large number of young Indians was sent to
Japan for technical and other training.*' In fact,
the beginning of the year 1906 marked a record
number of Indian students undergoing training at
one time in different universities in Japan. This
“indicates’’, remarked the Japan Weekly Mail, “the
great trust India reposes in Japan...”” “Let us
hope”, the paper continued, “‘that the Indian
youngmen now in Japan...on their return home
may not only render invaluable service to the Indian
arts and industries (they were studying here) but
also add their mite in the true political, social and
moral advancement of their peoples.*

In India the Swadeshi leaders had appealed to
the people to contribute liberally in the “Paigy
Fund”, started under the patronage of Tilak. The
Fund was to help the Indians to get advance traiy-
ing in industrial and agricultural education i,
Europe, America and Japan.

202. No. 2236-P.D. dated Darjeeling the 20th September, 1907,
Hon.w Deptt. Progs. No. 59/October 1907. Also The Bengalce, 12 January
1905 (Reports I, 19). .

203. The Swadesamitran, 10 June, 1905 (Reports II, 219), o
Jap 7 ’ ) The
pin Weekly Mail, 28 April, 1906, 440 and 441,
‘) -
;3.% Home Deput. Progs. No. 13/October 1906.
N 0;' The Japan Weekly Mail, 26 May, 1906.
206. Ram Gopal (see footnote 200).



IMPACT OF THE RUSSO-JAPANESE WAR 65

The Swadeshi movement was mainly economice,
blended with ])OlitiCS, but it was a nec(\ssit.y. It
was justified on moral and legal grounds because
the people were ““trying todo for themselves what the
Government ought to have done years and years
ago.”’®"  Again, throwing a challenge to the Go-
vernment, Tilak said, “If the Government dissociates
itself from the commercial aspiration of the British
nation. then it will be time for Swadeshi workers
to consider the question of dissociating their move-
ment from politics.””*®  Moreover, “If the Govern-
ment were interested in the material advance of
this country why was it endeavouring to put down
the Swadeshi movement.*® The “Swadeshi’’ was
the only hope for “‘the regeneration of the indigenous
industry.”’*"

Another writer had blamed the English for the
"Boycott-Swadeshi" movement. He wrote, “The
introduction of Manchester goods has been accom-

207. Tilak had asked in a public specch on 23 December, 1906,
“If the Clovernment was sincere in its profession that its rule was in the
intorest of the Indians, it should have protected the Indian industry
instead of opposing the Swadeshi movement™. Tilak. Specches, 53.

208. Ibid.. 3t. Sec also No. 2770-P.D. dated 23rd October, 1907.
Home Deptt. Progs. No. 66/September, 1907.

209,  The Swadeshi (Madras), 15 November, 1003 (Reports II,
420).

210.  Sri Srivishnu Priya-o-Ananda Bazar Patrika (Caleutta), 4
January 1906 (Report I, 28).
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panied by the collapse of indigenous industries’ .2
The Government confidential reports confirmed
that (the Swadeshi movement) ‘‘was a genuine and
for the improvement of Indian industry”,* and
“...a movement for the preference of indigenous
manufactures ig historically inevitable in the

development of g country...”*"
The “Boycott-Swadeshi” movement  had .
touched g, deeply the patriotic feeling of the Indians
that cven “the Pandas of Hardwar (the holymen of
the sacred Place of the Hindus situated on the bank
of the Ganges in U.P.) resolved not to accept offer-
rl;,lgs of sweets, ctc., made of imported sugar.*"*
The Government recognized that *“...with Swa-
deshi ishoupq up the arowth of national strength”.*"
It was algo feared th:t the police in Calcutta might
also get, “infected” with the “Swadeshi vicws.” 2
he movement, besides giving an incentive for
the Production of utility goods, opened an avenue
O% employmeny 4 the local population and as a

result, became a means of social reform. Much of

211, m . . . shism  in Excelsis” *tober
1905, 653 The Indian, Review, “Swadeshism  in Execlsis”, Qctober,

212,
213,
214,

Home Deptt. Progs. No. 18/October 1907.

Thid., Prog. No. 38/December 1908.

Hindoo Patriot, n. 201.

215, Hope Deptt. (Pol.) Progs. No. 18/October 1907.

21¢ No. 2529.p.D. Dated the 3rd Octobor, 1907. Hone Deptt.

Progs, .
No, 77/00tob0r 1907.
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the poverty-stricken populace was addicted to
opium. They, very often, resorted to stealing in
order to satisfy their craving for opium. The result
was that they spent most part of the year, nay life,
in jail. The following example will show how, the
movement reformed the society of thisill. A Bengali
Mohammedan, while the (Swadeshi) movement was
making headway, addressed the crowd thus :2
“Brothe.s, a while ago, we could not carn four annas a
day. You know that a man had to steal for his
opium and how many of us spent cight months of
every yoar in prison ! But now, everything is
chang:d ! Ten annas a day, with comfort and decency.
No more stealing, no more prison.”
The movement may thus be said to have infused
the idea of self-reliance and dignity of labour which
converted the offenders ultimately to be respected
citizens. Exactly it were these secrets of the
Japanese which had brought them tremendous
progress in every field of peace and war and had,
in turn, won them appreciation all the world over.
Now these ideas, through the help of Swadeshi
leaders, had reached even the neglected members
of the (Indian) society.*s

217. Sco T'he Indian Review, March 1906, 1635.

218. Tho Swadeshi movement, however, could not maintain tho
strides for long. It fuced criticism from within and obstacles from
withoat. Som»3 told that wealth could not be secured by making the
people consumd articles of Indian origin alone. Others opined that it
should bo experimented in o smull way at first.  (Contd. on nest page)
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Emergence of
Revolutionary Spirit

A still better appreciation of the working of
the Japanese spirit in India, which also heralded a
new cra in Indian politics, was noticeable in another
aspect of the Boycott-Swadeshi Movement. This
was the birth of a school of violent revolutionary
activities.® Its sway was so great that cven the
‘moderates’ ‘“‘were compelled to quicken their pace”.

It quickly enveloped the political, social and religious
fields. ‘“The bomb first made its appearance in

3 202

Indian politics™.

An important significance of the new spirit
was that if not putting into the background, it

221. It was dominant in tho intervening period bLetween tho
twenty first scssion of the Congress (December 1905) and the Twenty-
seccond (December, 1906).

09D

222. J. Nchru, Glimpscs of World History, 441.
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placed, at least temporarily, the agitation for undo-
ing the partition in a subordinate position. Now

the question was, as Chirol admitted, “not whether

Bengal should be onc unpartitioned province or two

partitioned provinces under British rule, but whether

British rule itself was to endure in Bengal or for the

matter of that anywhere in India.””® It was at

this time that an article under the caption ‘“The

Decline and Fall of the British Empire” appeared in

a Japanese paper. It asked England to lcarn from
the event of 1905 (defeat of Russia) and predicted
the downfall of her Empire in India.*** The people
in India, too, had warned the English rulers that
with knowledge of the History of the rise of Japan,
they (the people) would not hesitate to commit deeds
of violence in a fit of exasperation and despair if
there was no gradual fruition of their desirc (for
Swarajya—independence).*’

What struck the Indians was that the Western
nations “‘admit Japan’s cquality with themselves
only when they know that Japan also possesses the
key to open the floodgate of hellfire’’.**®  And that

—

223. Bengal then was the capital province of British India

Chirol, Indian Unrest, 88.
224, The Japan Weekly Mail, 7 April> 1906, 359.

225. Sce footnote 13¢.
226. Japan after her success against Russia in 1905 had been

accorded an equal status in tho council of nutions: The western powers
reco gnized it a fact.
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the Western nations felt no respect for Japan till
she proved (in the Russo-Japanese war) that the
“blood-hounds of Satan arc not only bred in the
kernels of Europe but can also be domesticated in
Japan.2  Without any effort to minimise the
achicvements of Japan, it was remarked, “It is a
strange way of calling Japan a civilized nation when
she has killed 70,000 Russians while no such status
is accorded to India’. “(Is it) because she (Indi&)
has not indulged in this method (of blood-shed)?
Does civilization signify an out-right slaughter of
human beings’ 72

These comments although meant no direct
appeal to the Indians to use violence against the
English in order to obtain results similar to Japan,
yet there were others who did not hesitate to follow
Japan. The Daily Ilitavadi observed that “only a
ten years ago the Western Powers called Japan &
nation of Semi-Civilized barbarians (and after the
war) is now greeted by them as highly civilized and
enlightened”. It advised the Indians to take &
lesson from Japan “in order to be qualified as civi-
lized and enlightened”.* _

“The secret of the victories™, it was remarked,

227. Sir Rabindranath Tagore, Nutionalism (London. 1920), 83
228.  Shams-ul- Akhbar (Madras), 5 June, 1905 (Rcports II, 208).

229. The Daily Hitavadi (Caleutta), 12 June, 1905 (Reports. I
589).
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others. Many Sabhas, Samities and Akharas (res-
pectively  societies, Associations and Gymnasia)
came into existence where the youngmen began to
take lessons infencing and other games.®  Surendra-
nath Banerjee and Bipin Chandra Pal played a
notable part in imparting to the people the idea of
forming sceret societies. These organizations al-
though were founded as ““a way to national emanci-
pation’ and were without ““any real revolutionary
motives or any plan of secret assassination’ yet it
became easicer for the advocates of organized rebel-
lion to imposc revolutionary spirit in the already
organized societies.*” The intluence of Japan on
the existence of these societies is evident from the
Government Records. The records also refer to the
establishment of a physical force party (National
Volunteer Movement) among the Bengalis who, the
records add, “‘appear to have been inspired by the
result of the Russo-Japanese war”.*

Another significant contribution in infusing
the revolutionary spirit in India was by a person
who had, of course, left the world three ycars before
the conclusion of the Russo-Japanese war. He was
Swami Vivckananda. He had created ferment
among the intecllectuals in India. He had been so

233. Lajpat Rai, Youny India, 167, 176.
236. Ibid., 195.

237. Home Deptt. Progs. No. 19/October 1907.
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much impressed by the work of the Japanese Nation-
alist that not only he inspired his countrymen to
follow Japan but had made known in 1902, just
before his demise that ‘“what India needs to- day is
bomb”.2  Romain Rolland, the French Biogra-
Pher of Swami Vivekananda, noticed the influence
of his preachings. FHe records, ‘“The Indian nation-
alist movement smouldered for a long time until
Vivekananda’s Lreath blew the ashes into flame and

crupted violently three years after his death in
1905”.239

So much was the spell of the revolutionaries
that evep the avowed constitutionalists and
‘Moderates’ condoned little excesses in an agitated
atmosphere, 210 Another contemporary justified
violence g the only means of the subject-nation to

take theip demands to the ears of particularly the
alien rulerg.2n

Apart from the heat’’ that it introduced in the
Indian aﬂltatlons the Japanese Victory may be said
to have Inculeateq the reverberatory spirit among

238. , vl(m(m(la Patviot Proplet
(Caleutty, lt}‘B)hupem]" math Datta, Suvem? Vit ' rophe

» 212 ok is the brother of Swami
Vv uel\.umndu = The author of the bo

=39. R ivel 25.
Also by the g, *Omuin Rollana, e Life of Sw ami ananda, 125

mo g, Buthor, New [adia (London, 1930), 497.
240, Golxlml Prophets of the

241.
(Lacknow, 1951), 1

e, SIJceches $26. . ) )
Shpal Smf/h(wlokan (Violent Revolution) ip Hindi,
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the Indians. This change was noticed by ‘the
Bengalee’. The paper referred to the incident where
a British army sergeant assaulted a Punjabi shop-
keeper at Rawalpindi shut got more in return than
he was able to give.” In 1907-§ the spirit
tended to be aggressive. A frequent use of bomb
was made to do away with a few Englishmen.*
“Tt was the first occasion on which...had (been)
used (bomb) this product of modern science with
murderous effect.”’*"

Another Englishman who had made on the
spot study also testified that the use of bomb in the
agitated India was a result of a “‘“videspread in-
fluence”” of ‘‘the triumphal progress of Japan”,
although it was an “‘evil”’. The bombs were used
under the belief to oust the British Government and
to establish native rule.?* In a trial in connection
with the discovery of bombs case, ‘“‘the police
stated that they found in the possession of the
prisoners series of manuscript notes on the Russo-
Japanese war’’. At another trial ‘“‘the revelation
was made that a work entitled ‘The awakening of
Japan’ was much to the liking of the revolutionaries’’2

242, Bengulee, 7 May, 1905 (Reports I, 83).

243. Chirol lists n number of incidents, see footnote 234.
244, Tbid., 96.

245. Lancelot Lawton, Empircs in the Far East, II, 808.
246. Lawton quoted these cases. Ibid., 809.
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Two contemporary Englishmen of cminence,
Y . . . i} -
Prof. L.F. Rushbrook Williams and M- J. Camp

¢ causes of
and those
out that “victory

bell Ker, in their respective study on th
the “Rise of the Left” in the Congress
of “‘Subversive Movement’’, point

of Asiatic Japan over Kuropean Russia...(Was)
epocht making’’ inasmuch as it turned the tide of the
national movement.”’*¥

A well known modern
historian similarly expresses that the defeat Japan
inflicted in 1904-5 upon Russia had a great re-
percussion upon the Indians. The cmergence of

extremism was also partly influenced DY contem-

porary cvents...(one of which wag) the 1150 of
Japan as a great power..

»us  Lovett has also
concluded that the restlessness (in 111(\1&)"“9 was
stimulated by the achievements of JaPAR: Iy

was this “‘stimulation’” which was an important
factor of Bxtremism in India.

The years 1905-1907 were years of anti- British
propaganda by every means,
actual war.

short of recourse to

The Government was not to b¢ 2 sﬂent‘

spectator, and allow the national movement 0 gro

under its feet. Lord Churzon deployed the troops.

Minto, who succeeded him, was nob to yield. in
’

247,

Cumnj .. L oeq 998
ming, ed., Political India, 34 2=°

. 248 RC. Muzumdar, “'Fhe Genesis of Extrenusm’s The St"‘d.‘c\s
i the Bengal Renaissapce, o \tulchandra Guptes (Jadavpur, 1958)
201, P s

: . . . a9aqg,
249 Loveut, 4 History of the Indiun Nationalisnt 229
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other words if Curzon followed ‘‘a policy of repres-
sion, Minto inaugurated a reign of conciliation with
repression’.® The authorities were perturbed
over the use of ammunition by the Indians. The
Government in India therefore issued an order to put
a strict control on the sale of war ammunitions.*

The Indian press,”™ regarded as the “class-
rooms’’ of the national leaders, was severely dealt
with at the hands of the Government.”™® Editor
after editor was sent to prison. Many of the high
priests, as the national leaders of the time are
referred to, were cither deported or given long term
imprisonment on charges of sedition®. Curiously
enough, the struggle continued and with vehemence
despite these measures.® The repressive measure
that the rulers had chosen to take despite the early
warning, had deepend the effect of the Russo-
Japanese war on Indian minds.™

250. Lajpat Rai, Youny India, 180.
251. Home Deptt. Progs. No. 63/April 1906.
Chirol blamed his fcllow Europeans for indiscriminate sale of
* bombs and guns when he said, “The people of the West will sell their
own Motherland for money™. Chivol. Indiun Unrest, 94.
252, The Indian press should be distinguished from the Anglo-
Indian press. The latter all along followed pro-government attitude.
253. The Government further armed itself with the Indian News-
paper (Incitement to Offences) Act in June 190S.
34 Lajpat Rai, Young Iadia. 180-3.
35, Ibid.
36. [Ilindoo Patriot, 19 April, 1005 (Reports I, 158).

19 9 19
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We learn from the authoritative sources that

the Government found it hard to deal with t.he
situation. They could not Iegally. declare t?fe
@mpaign of the newspapers as “lnc-l.tc?mo’n’lt too
ences” or that of the leaders as “sechtlon‘. After
his departurc from India, Lovett wr'oto., “The gf‘l'”ect
of the Russo-Japanese war on Indian political
thOught had confronted both the men on the spot
¢ Governor-General and his (.jouncﬂ) and the
retary of State (for India) with a novel a.nd
COmplex state of things”’.*” The Goye.rnment.cc'nfld
N0t punish Tilak and others of seditious &Ct.l\’l.tl(?s
as, in the legal opinion®®, in the absence of any 1,1’111}-
tation Put upon the words “self-(}overnmcnt', it
could pof, amount to sedition. ‘“The words nnght
Ordinarily be read as indicating a course by wl%lch
he method of Government might be changed with-

out, overturning the Government itself”’. The
G‘overnol‘-G‘:enera,l, Lord Minto, agreed that “w.e can
° Othing . il we have decided a general line of

This proves that not only the Govern-

r

a‘ctioll”.%s
€cognized the .J apanese impact on the Indian

Ment
2
192y, 8};7' Lovey,

Sec

A History of the Indian Nationalist Jlovement (London,

¥ al views from its attorne
before ¢ he Government had sought the legal vi ha e ‘)S’
was go .'d'"'e' itg course of aelj to curb the Indian movement. 1
in the S9 of action

r OFM of 4y Dami-official letter on which give Lor.d M(int_o
Home Deptf'p "> No. 119 (Public) dated Simla tho 19 April, 1907,

~ rogs No. 3/July 1907.
209_ Ibid / y 7

his rg
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agitation and its character but more so found itself
“incapable” to curb the same. The measures that
the Government undertook were the result of its
determination to suppress the movement with force
after having decided the ‘‘general line of action”.

The bomb cases might have hastened the “‘general
line of action”.



Results of the Agitation -
Political Consequences of the
Swadeshi Movement = dlorley-
Minto Reforms

Were the Government to bow before the new
national spirit in [ndia 7 The Japanese victory
often reminded the British that they should show
T;i’lc fevour to the pcople. Onc Bhupendra Nath
M;,EL:::I h'i" Dfesi(}(-njcial address delivered at the
audicnc:entg}gl ltl< ;mvm'oml Clonference, had told t!1e
could Sta,nai no Government, h()wcvo: ztutoc%'atlc,
and po &ll(-((,' dlvo.rced f}'mn t!lc people’s allegiance
stand illg‘ , 2(;?“"1‘1‘9'0 1s possible without m’utual under-
the peo )1('\ " Loyalty can b.e best expected frogl
was th ple 1 they ave henefited from  the rule”,

© advice of the Swadesmitran.®

260.

261 Seo 7,0 Indian Review, May 1903, 351.

Swr . )
w ulcsnnn-mz, 16 June, 1905 (Reports 11, 221).
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There is cvidence to prove that the Britis h
authorities’ thought of gradual introduction of
reforms before it was too late, was the result of this
new wave of Nationalism. Thereby ‘“meeting”
the Indian demands.*® John Morley had reccived
warning from many eminent British statesmen that
“a new spirit is growing and spreading over India’;
and to backup executive authority in order to
suppress the new spirit would be nothing short of

“playing the agitators’ game”.**®

262. Before the war the immediate demand of the Indians did
not go far beyond one-half elected members in the Viceroy’s Legislative
Couneil, appointment of three Indians in the Secretary of State’s Council,
an-l creation of Advisory Boards in all Districts. The object was limited
onc—first, to creato strength in the Council sufficient to put moral pre-
ssure; socon:dly, (Indian) associationin the policy making, even without
significant powers. Last but not least, the administration to be in touch
with tho masses. In brief, the aim was good Government and not self-
government.

Thoe Congress under Gokhale's leadership (1905) wanted some
effective change (path of gradual reforms) in the existing Governmental
set-up; under Tilak (1906) the ideal was self-Government with British
connection; undor the Bengal Extremists leaders (after 1906) the end was
to attain complete separation. Ultimately, in 1947, the aims of the
Beagal leaders with the methods of the ‘Moderates’ were to succeed.

For dctails sce :

(¢) Gokhale, Speeches, 123D, Appendix ‘B’

(i7) The Indian National Congress, I, 840-1;
(#7{) Lajpat Rai, Young India, 14S;
(tv) Mukerjees : Sri Aurobindo’s Political Thought, 175-81.

263. Among tho statesmen, were Sir W. Lawrence, Chirol, Sidney
Low.

John Viscount Morley, Recollections, IT, 173.
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It was, consequently, in June 1906 that Joh%
Morley had repeatedly suggested to Lord Minto™
““t0 make a good start in the way of reform in the
popular direction”. He had argued, “If we don't..;
the demands will widen and extend into ‘National
reasons’. He went as far as to suggest “‘as prac’ciCi11
and immediate things—the extension of the native
elements in (the Viceroy’s) Legislative Council;
ditto in local (Governor’s) Council; full time for dis-
cussing Budget in the L.C. (Legislative Council)
instead of four or five skimpy hours; right of moving
amendments....” The only fear Morley had was
from the Anglo-Indian community because he was
“certain’ that the native (Indian) representation in
the Viceroy’s Council “would frighten that nervous
personage (meaning the Anglo-1ndian Community).”***

Morley’s suggestion of June 1906 is significant
inasmuch as it marked the date when the future
Morley-Minto Reforms (1909) took “‘a definite sort

174 264. In two letters written on 15th and 23rd June, 190¢. 1bid.,

ix.

_— fttfs significant to note that tho Reforms of 1909 increased tho

lbllx)cl::):? tve clement in the Legislative Council and enlarged their powers-

from “'. ’t'on:(: members of the Governor-General’s Council were inereused
7 10 60. While the Provinei i ; i icial

uujority, the Central Lt‘gm g il Counetly did not have - offict
I

isluturo was to have.
o qe .
r details ang discussion sce

AB. Koi . . =
(London, 1936),0213;’. <L Constitutional History of India, 1600-1935

265, Ibig,
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of shape”. When Minto expressed his general
agreement with the Secretary of State, the latter
“made the material advance” by appointing two
Indian members on his Council (in London) as early
as in August 1907.%s

Morley’s ‘“‘material advance’” and later the
Reforms of 1909 were not destined to be received
with satisfaction by the Indians. Neither the
Whitehall nor the Governor-General in India were
working for the same. Chirol clearly stated that if
the people of India aspired at that time to attain
something like the parliamentary system of Govern-
ment or an amount of autonomy, they were com-
pletely mistaken in the calculation. He added,
“‘neither the struggle nor the Indian Councils Act of
1909, ‘if at all resulted therefrom’, touched the
British frame work of Government”*’. He
quoted Morley as saying, “if my existence either
officially or corporeally were to be prolonged twenty
times longer than it is likely to be, is not at all the
goal (parliamentary system of Government in
India) to which I would for a moment aspire’.*
Morley himself had made it clear to Gokhale in
August 1906 when the latter met him in London
that ‘“‘for many a day to come—long beyond the

266. Ibid., 177.
267. Chirol, India, 135.
268. Ibid.
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short span of time that may be left to us—this
(India—to be a self-governing colony) was a mere
dream’.26¢

If this was the conviction of the Englishmen
to which they had made no secret, one could foresee
the resentment the Morley-Minto Reforms would
cause in India. Nevertheless, it was a part of
Morley’s statesmanship to make an attempt to bring
the (British Indian) Government into “harmony”
with the political instincts of the governed. If
there was no early hope from Britain of a true
representative Government of India, Morley was
at least fully convinced and had disclosed to Gokhale
on August 2, 1906, that ‘‘for reasonable reforms in
your direction, there is now an unexampled
chance”.?7

What were to be the ‘‘reasonable reforms
depended more on the conviction of the Englishmen
than on the aspirations of the Indians. When the
Reforms of 1909 were announced even the Indians
held divergent views on their acceptance. More-
over, if the reforms of 1909 had been introduced in
1892 when the Indian Councils Act** wag passed,

269. Morley, Recollections, II, 1S1.
270. Ibid.

.271. The Indian Council Act 1892 was passed to further enable
the natives to take part in the work of government. Among other things,

(Contd. on next page)
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the ‘‘irreconcilable forces’”, as Chirol called the
Extremists, might have been arrested. But after
the Russo-Japanese war, it was impossible to
reconcile them (with the reforms of 1909).

It is true that the real object of introduction
of “‘some reforms” in India (in 1909) was not to
pave the path of freedom (although unconsciously
it led to), but to keep the moderates with the Govern-
ment, and the English strategy was successful.
Lord Morley had explained that it (the reforms),
in the first place, ““will tend to reconcile liberal
opinion (not in the party sense) here (in London),
and that is something. In the second place, it will
make it easier for the Moderates to resist the Extre-
mist attack. Such an attack is sure to come, and
it is our business, as I think, not to do anything that
will give substance to Extremist taunts and re-
proaches against their Moderate opponents™.*®  Yet
there is no denying the fact that the Morley-Minto
Reforms were the first instalment of reforms which
had been necessitated, as were even observed by the
English authorities, with the rise of a new spirit in

(Contd. from previous page)
the additional (Indinn) members of the Governor-General's Courcil
were to bo inereased.

P. Mukhorji, Indian Constitutional Documents (Caleutia, 1418),
228-32,

273, Morley, Recollections, 11, 260.
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India after the victory of J apan in 19052 It did
at least temporarily check the agitation. Thus the
Indian agitation, after thc Russo-Japanese war,
Was not the ‘““‘cankers of a calm world”, as Sir Alfred

Lyall likened to call it.®"

\—

haq £, 273. Thore was another example in which, it showed, the English
of 4f0;‘5alien the occidental vanity. Thoy now ‘“‘addressed the Amir
« {}ng,janlstxnn no longer as “fis Highnoss' but “His Majesty” and &
The Bengalee, 4 June, 1905 (Reports I, 213).
274 Chirol, Indian Unrest (London, 1010), Introduction, XV.
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Closer Ilconomic and
Cultural Ties between
Japan and India

After the Russo-Japanesc war, besides her
interest in the Indian National movement, Japan
took bold steps in establishing close Indo-Japanese
bonds, both at official and public levels*™ The
response from the Indian public was equally en-
couraging. In 1906, the Japanese took part in
Sivaji festival celebrations, held under the auspices
of the Tokyo’s Oricntal Students’ Association.*
While the Japanese expressed deep sympathy with
the Indian (Bihar's) famine-stricken people, the
Indians made liberal contributions, as a token of
growing friendship, towards the Japanese sufferers

275. This may also be duc to the .\nglo-Japanese fricndship
although the British officinls could not reconcile to the Indo-Japanese
amity at ‘popular’ level.

276. Ram Gopal, T'he Lokamanya, 237.
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in the late carthquakes. The contributions were
gratefully acknowledged.*”

There were also exchange of visits. Rabindra-
nath Tagore visited Japan and gave a serics of
lectures which were very well attended. ¥rom
Japan there werc increasing visits to India of res-
ponsible merchants, educators and journalists,?s

The Indo-Japanese amity gave impetus to the
mutual trade. Export to Japan in five years since
1905 increascd by four times. Similarly, import to
India found increase by a little less than three
times.? A Japanese businessman put it that the
oXport-import “‘trade between India and  Japan
has increased by leaps and bounds”.»0  Later, to
accelerate the commercial connections, the steam-
ship service was inaugurated, in addition to Bombay,
between Yokohoma, Calcutta and Madras.®*"  Some
¢ommercial concessions were also given to the
Indian exports to Japan. This demonstrated that
the latter’y political alliance with England would
not stand ip the way of a preferential tariff against

27 ”mn
=7, e Japan Weekly JMail, 5 and 19 May, 1906.
R . . . . )
Tndia ; "‘?‘ See Rabindranath Tagore, Nationalism and Taraknath Das,
¢ in ) 01l Politice (New Yorl:, 1923), 3.
279, yor o . ) .
Shun Saitol, 20‘(’)“qt,f;mplcto statistics sco Jagan and India ed. and comp.
280. Ibig . . .
T - Als A.B. Scherer, Japan's Advence
(Tokyo, 1934), 99-10 0 sce James A.B 7
281 Iy,

Also the Japan Weekly Mail, 22 July, 1911.



IMPACT OF THE RUSSO-JAPANLESE WAR S9Y

her ally. There was an increased inflow of the
private Indian capital into Japan.**

Notwithstanding the English attitude, the
understanding between India and Japan had grown
after the Russo-Japanese war. India had bene-
fited from Japan despite the actions of the English.
Lord Curzon, for instance, had not allowed the
Japanese Consul in India to express his Govern-
ment’s sympathies with the Indian people.’* He
had expressed concern over a number of Punjabis
working (ncar the Japanesc) in Manchuria.?ss Similar
attitude had been adopted by the British firms when
they were reluctant to admit Indians even as
apprentices to their works ‘“‘lest young Indians should
afterwards turn their knowledge to too good an
account as the Japanese have often done, in the
promotion of competing industries in their own
country.”’#*

The success of Japan had thus helped the
cause of nationalism in India. From that year it
was on a clearer path. It may be said that nation-
alism (in its modern concept) in India gradually
expanded since 1905. Lovett wrote from his

282, 1bid., 300.

283. See footnote 169.

284. Suryodaya Prakasika (Bangalore), 7 June, 1905 (Reports
II, 213).

285. Chirol, Indian Unrest, 152.



90 IMPACT OF THE RUSSO-JAPANESE WAR

intimate knowledge of the Indian affairs that
the ‘“Indian national sentiment is one of the
most remarkable phenomena of our time.
Nourished originally by the Congress move-
ment...it took definite shape in 1905.2 He added,
“It is easy to conceive how the victories of
Japan over, what used to be, one of the proudest
European nations, must have intensified such feel-
ings.”s7  The service of the motherland became
“as great and overmastering a passion asin Japan .
The “‘pillars of the popular (national) movement
made frequent reference to J apan for the promotion
of national feeling”’.?» ‘Bande Mataram’ became a
‘nationa]2o song, and a source of inspiration to the
people in their struggle for freedom.2: Speaking
about the rise of nationalism in India, Viscount
Morley had also said, “The victories of J apan...did
10t pass unobserved.”’»? While others were not
pessimist : on the contrary, they obscrved clearer

and' definite impact of Japan on the rise of
nationalism in India .2

386. Lovett, 237,
257 Ibia., ag,

288, Ibia., g,

289. Ibid., gs,

Z:T j l'iadey MacDonald, 191-5. |
Pul)lication;, 3;:(11(& ¢ 1958, A Reference Annual (Government of India

292, Morley, Recollections, 11, 154.

293 William 1 Hull, India's Political Crisis (Baltimore, 1950), 6.
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Victory of Japan and Asia

The hope, the awakening and the realisation of
potent strength (of the results of the Russo-Japanese
war) gave a new turn to the national movements in
other countries of Asia also. In Vietnam, for
instance, the nationalists, who had learnt of reform
from China, democracy and revolution from France,
now looked to Japan as a model and guide. Prince
Chong De had taken refuge in Japan and organized
Vietnam Restoration League.**

In Indonesia, although an organized nation-
alist movement did not take shape till after the First
World War, the modernization and emergence of
Japan as a (ireat Power stimulated the growth of
nationalism there.?®® Burma, too, was impressed

294. Lawrcnce XK. Rosinger, and Associates. The State of Asia
(London, 1951), 225.

205. Ibid., 408.
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by Japan’s improved living standard as a result of
impact of Western trade and industry. So much
was the inspiration for her dormant nationalism
that for the first time the monks entered politics and
nationalism grew militant. The influence of Japan
was noticeable in the formation of a socio-political
organization, the Young Men’s Buddhist Association,
with the object to revive national cultures and insti-
tutions by remodelling them on the basis of Westcry
counterparts; exactly what Japan had done. T}e
organization opened national schools for this pyr-
“pose.2

Korea, which as a result of the war had falley,
on the knees of Japan, was not reconciled to the ideg
of “Japan’s God-given superiority”. In fact, the
success of Japan (in 1905) marked an increase in the
number of Koreans urging for independence or for g
more liberal regime. They cven offered armeq
resistance and made an unsuccessful attempt i,
what was called the Mansei Movement until they
were suppressed by force ten years later.*’

In China, the war convinced many people of
the necessity of reforms. They believed that
Japan’s success in 1894 and again in 1905 was due to

296. Philip W. Thayer, Nationalism and Progrcss (y Frec sAsta
(Baltimore, 1956), $7-8.

297. Cornelius Osgood, The Koreans and their Culture (New
York, 1951), 130, 27s.
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her system of Constitutional Monarchy and the
introduction of modern scientific technical measures.
The Government that has roots in the masses, they
realized, makes a nation strong. Thus the war gave
the Chinese a new faith in political reforms.™s
They exhibited their national awakening by their
decision to discard foreign goods and refusing the
Western Capitalist permission to construct rail-road
in their country.®®

208. Chion-Nung, T'he Political Histor, hi
f of China, 1840-1 ,
trans. by Teng Ssa-Yu (Now Jorsey, 1956), 19s. yoof ch 0-1928
290. T'he Hitavadi (Calcutta),

27 January, 1905
Chinese action. Y %, approved of the
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Conclusions

India, as other countries in Asia which had for
centuries been subject to the Western exploitation,
saw for the first time in 1904-05 an Asian country in
a major conflict with a major Europcan power.
The Indians showed keen interest in this struggle
between the East and the West. There was, from
the beginning, a deep sympathy with Japan, which
Was natural for she was a weaker party in the
struggle (in the sense the whole of Asia then was)
and a fellow Asian country.

India, where the story of the exploitation, at
the hands of ¢ British, was darker and latter’s rule
Particulay]y strenuous, and which had, of late, been
the scene of unrest, was generally jubilant over the

-Tesults of the g, The whole of India may be said
to have stirpeg with excitement over the victory of
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Japan. The excitement was so complete that it
was even noticed among the remote villagers.

The jubilation or the excitement was not due
to the success of the ally of the (British) Govern-
ment, although there were a few admirers of the
British regime, but that the success of Japan had
exploded the myth of the White’s God-given
superiority. This gave them the much-needed con-
fidence in themselves. It also strengthened their
urge to be what Japan had recently achieved—an
equal member in the comity of nations. Secondly,
since Japan had removed the Russian menace India
no longer felt the need of the British protection.
She realised that she could hold her own with pro-
per training.

It is important to note that the idea of inde-
pendence, the meaning of which was understood
differently at that time was not new to India. She
had already made an effort in 1857 and had been
Organising herself for the purpose since 1885. What
Japan had exhibited was the fresh example, that too
from 4 fellow Asian, that it was only in an atmos-
Phere of gelf-rule that a country could prosper.
India was not to forget the example till she had
attained the object. It was more from this point of
view, it may Dbe said, that Japan strengthened the
Indiang’ urge for independence.

There could not be nor there were direct
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Japancse assistance for the attainment of self-rule
or the Swaraj cxcept for the appreciation of the
Indian demand as exhibited in the Japanese press
and through the speeches of the leaders of Japan.
But this in itsclf was by nomeans small contribution
to the Indian cause. Secondly, the Congress which
was, at that time, making singular efforts towards
Swaraj appreciated and explained to the people the
value of unity more after the (Russo-Japanese) way.,
The Congress leaders frequently cited the example of
Japan. Moreover, if the negative policies of the
Curzonian administration of oppression and repres-
Sipn brought the Indians closer, the Japanese
victory well-knitted (for at least demanding Swaraj)
1€ Congress organization. Thirdly, the aim of
800od government of the Congress was also changed
O self-.government after the war. Dadabhaj
a0roji’s slogan of Swaraj was no coincidence with

€ victory of Japan, but it was the impact of the
tter on the Congress organization.

The Japanese impact was more apparent i
tl?e means to achieve the end. The Boycott exhi-
biteg the recently-learnt sternness by the Congress
:Irlld the people. The Swadeshi, on the other hand,
OfOWed as much the sense of patriotism as the spirit
Ja 1f~reliance, the two most outstanding secrets of

Pan (s gyceess over Russia) that her example

hag Imbibed into the Indians. In order to
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make the Indians’ Swadeshi drive successful the
Japanese had helped with expert-knowledge (inas-
much as they provided technical training to the
Young Indians) and with machinery. The Indo-
Japanese trade also received an impetus after the
war. In this way, the example of Japan introduced
& new spirit in the minds of the Indians. This did
not mean that the Indians lacked patriotism before
but the success of J apan infused afresh vigour in it.
This, in turn, inculcated in them a feeling—India, &
nation. The establishment of the nationzal industry
and the opening of national institutions were some
of its direct outcome.

The newly-acquired sense of nationalism, with
Japan’s example before it, propounded Extremism
Or the violent methods in the Indian politics. Some
of the Indians in order, perhaps, to obtain rapid
Tesults made a frequent use of these methods parti-
?ul&rly when the (British) authorities besides turn-
Ing deaf ears to the reasonable demands of the

Ndians, used all sorts of measures to curb the
agitation.

The English ultimately sensed the situation.
They could not shut their eyes for long neither they
could tie the hands of the clock. They realised the
Impact the Japa,n‘ese victories had made. The

Torley Minto Reforms late by twenty years, were
decidedly a result of the agitation which had got
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heated after the Japanese victory. Whatever
may have been the motives of the English in intro-
ducing the reforms, the reforms significantly con-
firmed, to an extent, that the Indians are capable
of holding high offices. It was in this way that
Japan had awakened the people and the rulers of
India.

The Russo-Japanese War had thus no mere
psychological effect on the Indians. It, on the
other hand, had a definite impact. This was
noticed and appreciated by contemporary leaders
and writers, both Indian and others. Moreover, the
then frequent references to J apan and her victorieg
in 1905 were not cursory but with a purpose. It
were these victories of J apan which later gave a new
slogan, that is, Asia for Asians.
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