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(2) Motherhood and childhood are entitled to
special care and assistance. All children, whether
born in of out of wedlock, shall enjoy the same
social protectlon .

Article 26 .

(1) Everyone has ~the right to educanon
Education shall be free, at least in the elementary
and fundamental stages. Elementary education
shall be compulsory. Technical and professional
education shall be made generally available and
~ higher education shall be equally acce551b1e to all
*_on the basis of merit.

@) Education shall be directed to- the full

development of the human personahty -and to

the strengthening of respect for human rights
and fundamental freedoms. It shall promote

understanding, tolerance and {riendship among

all nations, rac1a1 or religious groups, and shall
further the acuvmes of the United Namons for the
maintenance of peace /

(3) Parents have a prior right to choose the kind
of education that shall be given to their children.

Article 27

(1) Everyone has the right freely to participate in
the cultural life of the community, to enjoy the
arts and to share in scientiﬁc advancement and
its benefits. «

(2) Everyone has the right to the protection of the
moral and material interests resulting from any

scientific, literary or artistic production of which

he is the authOr.

Article 28
Everyone is entitled to a social and international

order in which the rights and freedoms set forth
in this Declaration can be fo}ly"}ealized.

s
Article 29
(1) Everyone has duties to the community in
which alone the ff/r'e'e and full development of his
personality is pdssible.

~(2) In the exercise of his rights and freedoms,

everyone shall be subject only to such limitations
as are determined by law solely for the purpose
of secﬁring due recognition and respect for the
rights and freedoms and others and of meeting
the just reQuirements of morality, public order

7 and the general welfare in a democratic society.

(3) These rights and freedoms may in no case be
exercised contrary to the purposes and principles
of the United Nations. -

Article 30

Nothing in this Declaration may be interpreted as
implying for any State, group or person any right
to erigage in any activity or to perform any act
aimed at the destruction of any of the rights and
freedoms set forth herein.

Note

1. http://wWw,un.org/en/documents/
udhr/index.shtml.

Study Question

1. Has the Declaration of Human Rights
been an effective means of protecting
basic human rights and freedoms in the
postwar world? Why or why not?
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MOHANDAS K. GANDHI

Mohandas Gandhi was born in 1869 in Porbander.
After briefly attending Bombay University in
1887, Gandhi travelled to England in 1888 to
train as a barrister. He returned only briefly to
India in 1891, and then left in 1893 to take up

legal position in South Africa. While in South
Africa, Gandhi developed the essential elements
of his later campaign for Indian independence—
non-violent non-co-operation (Satyagraha). In
1915, during the First World War, he returned
to India. Despite his own non-violent philosophy,
Gandhi campaigned in support of the British war

effort. However, at the end of the war the British
curtailed civil liberties in India in order to control
the growing independence movement, and these
actions culminated in the deaths of hundreds of
Indians during the Amritsar Massacre (see Chapter
Two). Resistance to British rule gradually escalated
until, in 1942, Gandhi demanded that the British
‘Quit India’. The document that follows is the
text of Gandhi’s original ‘Quit India’ resolution.
This draft was rejected by the All-India Congress
Working Committee in favour of a more moderate
version submitted by Jawaharlal Nehru.

‘Quit INDIA” DRAFT RESOLUTION

Whereas the British War Cabinet proposals by Sir
Stafford Cripps have shown up British imperialism
in its nakedness as never before, the All-India
Congress Committee has come to the following
conclusions:

The committee is of the opinion that Britain
is incapable of defending India. It is natural that
whatever she does is for her own defence. There
is the eternal conflict between Indian and British
interest. It follows that their notions of defence
would also differ.

The British Government has no trust in Indiaks
political parties. The Indian Army has been
maintained up tll now mainly to hold India in
subjugation. It has been completely segregated
from the general population, who can in no sense
regard it as their own. This policy of mistrust still
continues, and is the reason why national defence
is not entrusted to India’s elected representatives.

Japan’s quarrel is not with India. She is warring
against the British Empire. India’s participation
in the war has not been with the consent of the
representatives of the Indian people. It was purely
a British act. If India were freed, her first step
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A wartime poster uses key images from India’s past and
present to question its future direction. Courtesy of the
Library of Congress, Prints and Photographs Division (LC-
1IQ702. 202\
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The Congress is of the opinion that if the British
withdrew from India, India would be able to
defend herself in the event of the Japanese, or any
aggressor, attacking India.

The committee is, therefore, of the opinion that
the British should withdraw from India. The plea
that they should remain in India for the protection
of the Indian princes is wholly untenable. It
is an additional proof of their determination to
maintain their hold over India. The princes need
have no fear from an unarmed India.

The question of majority and minority is the
creation of the British Government, and would
disappear on their withdrawal.

For all these reasons, the committee appeals to
Britain, for the sake of her own safety, for the sake
of India’ safety and for the cause of world peace,
to let go her hold on India, even if she does not
give up all her Asiatic and Alfrican possessions.

This committee desires to assure the Japanese
Government and people that India bears no
enmity, either toward Japan or toward any other
nation. India only desires freedom from all alien
domination. But in this fight for freedom the
committee is of the opinion that India, while
welcoming universal sympathy, does not stand in
need of foreign military aid.

India will attain her freedom through her
non-violent strength, and will retain it likewise.
Therefore, the committee hopes that Japan will
not have any designs on India. But if Japan attacks
India, and Britain makes no response to its appeal,
the committee will expect all those who look to
the Congress for guidance to offer complete non-
violent non-cooperation to the Japanese forces,
and not to render any assistance to them. It is
no part of the duty of those who are attacked to
render any assistance to the attacker. It is their
duty to offer complete non-cooperation.

It is not difficult to understand the simple
principle of nonviolent non-cooperation:

First, we may not bend the knee to an aggressor,

Second, we may not look to him for any favours
nor fall to his bribes, but we may not bear him
any malice nor wish him ill.

Third, if he wishes to take possession of our
fields we will refuse to give them up, even if we
have to die in an effort to resist him.

Fourth, if he is attacked by disease, or is dying
of thirst and seeks our aid, we may not refuse it.

Fifth, in such places where British and Japanese
forces are fighting, our non-cooperation will be
fruitless and unnecessary.

At present, our non-cooperation with the British
Government is limited. Were we to offer them
complete non-cooperation when they are actually
fighting, it would be tantamount to bringing our
country deliberately into Japanese hands. Therefore,
not to put any obstacle in the way of the British
forces will often be the only way of demonstrating
our non-cooperation with the Japanese.

Neither may we assist the British in any active
manner. If we can judge from their recent attitude,
the British Government do not need any help from
us beyond our non-interference. They desire our
help only as slaves.

It is not necessary for the committee to make
a clear declaration in regard to a scorched-earth
policy. 1f, in spite of our nonviolence, any part
of the country falls into Japanese hands, we may
not destroy our crops or water supply, etc., if
only because it will be our endeavor to regain
them. The destruction of war material is another
matter, and may, under certain circumstances,
be a military necessity. But it can never be the
Congress policy to destroy what belongs, or is of
use, to the masses.

Whilst ~ non-cooperation
Japanese forces will necessarily be limited to a

against  the

comparatively small number, and must succeed

il it is complete and genuine, true building up of
swaraj [self-government] consists in the millions
of India wholeheartedly working for a constructive
program Wlthout it, the whole nation cannot rise
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Whether the British remain or not, it is our
duty always to wipe out our unemployment, to
bridge the gulf between the rich and the poor, to
banish communal strife, to exorcise the demon
of untouchability, to reform the Dacoits {armed
bandits] and save the people from them. If scores
of people do not take a living interest in this
nation-building work, freedom must remain a
dream and unattainable by either non-violence or
violence.

Foreign soldiers: The committee is of the
opinion that it is harmful to India’ interests, and
dangerous to the cause of Indiaks freedom, to
introduce foreign soldiers in India. It therefore

appeals to the British Government to remove
these foreign legions, and henceforth stop
further introduction. It is a crying shame to bring
foreign troops in, in spite of India’s inexhaustible
manpower, and it is proof of the immorality that
British imperialism is.

Study Question

1. If Britain had removed all foreign
soldiers in India, as Gandhi’s version of
the proposal demanded, how might this
have impacted the Indian independence
movement?

A
AN

Ho CHI MINH

President Ho Chi Minh! (1890-1969) read the
following declaration of independence on 2 September

v{/,,,1'945 at a meeting of half a million people in Ba-Dinh
" Square in Hanoi. Though defeated Japanese troops

remained in Vietnam-and French impetialists were
attempting to regain control over the region, Ho Chi

Jrow— 4

Minh, who had fought against the Japanese alongside
the Vietminh, believed that ‘)Vietnam would finally be
able to secure its independéﬁce He was reassured by
repeated anti- 1mperzallst proclamations by the United
States, believing. that the United States would not allow
the F)ench to reclaim their Indochmese temtones

DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF THE DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC OF VIET NAM

All men are created equal. They are endowed
by their Creator ‘with certain unahenable Rthts
among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuu of
Happiness.’ ’ )

This ~ immortal._statement appeared in the

Declaration of Independence of the United States

of Americain 1776. In & broader sense, it means:

All the peoples on the earth are equal from blrth
all the peoples have a- nght to live and to be happy
and free.

The Declaration of the Rights of Man and the
Citizen, made at the time of the French Revolution,
in 1791, also states: ‘All men are born free and
with equal rights, and must always remain free

and have ermal richts’

Those are undemable truths ;

Nevertheless, for more than eighty years, the
French 1mper1ahsts abusing the standard “of
Liberty, Equality, and Fraternity, have wolated our -

" Fatherland and oppressed our fellow—cmzens

They have acted contrary to the 1deals of humamty
and justice.

Politically, they have depnved our people of
every democratic liberty.

They have enforced inhuman laws; they have
set up three- different political regimes in the
North, the Centre, and the South of Viet Nam in
orderto wreck our country’s oneness and prevent
our people from being united.

Thev have built more prisons than schools. They




