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ABSTRACT OF THE DISSERTATION

Blurring Boundaries, Claiming Space: A Social Higtof Indians in
South Africa, 1860-1915

By BIJITA MAJUMDAR
Dissertation Director:

Ethel C. Brooks

This dissertation scrutinizes the history of Ind@lonial migrants in South
Africa between 1860 and 1915 to analyze the pslibtbelonging, social exclusion,
and diasporic consciousness through a detailedysinabf archival sources and
secondary material. As Indians moved from one pftthe British Empire to another
as labor migrants and for the purposes of trads, é&xperienced conditions of racial
discrimination which were similar to those in BstiIndia, yet differently structured
on account of a distinctive set of colonial lawsdalities of rule and socio-economic
circumstances. This led to the development of afstirvival strategies, on the part
of Indians both indentured and middle class, thediiporated the combined approach
of accommodation and resistance while interactintp the colonial state and its
machinery of control. | argue that in their strigébr legitimacy, Indians claimed the
status of imperial citizens, thus drawing on tleénding as British subjects in India
to claim political and social entitlements in Sowtfrica. This blurs the boundary
between the citizen and the subject and | contéatl it is through their claim to
rights as imperial citizens that Indians troublee tldeology and discourse of
citizenship and provide empirical evidence of transactional and mobile nature of
this category.

This dissertation is also an analysis of a new fafmresistance politics —

Gandhiarsatyagrahahat was non-violent in nature, based on the blithe right to



acts of civil disobedience as imperial citizen/salg, and involved the mass
participation of Indian migrants who were dividegldlass, gender and religion. This
history allows me to argue that ‘the Indian comniyirdid not exist a priori and had
to be produced in order to be effective in resistan highlight the contingent, fluid
nature of the category of community and argue fbatcolonial Indian migrants,
community only existed in heightened moments of mmmal anxiety, which
culminated in mass action, and dissipated witteti of the crisis.

At a macro level, this dissertation is an explamatiof the geopolitical
relationship between the metropole and the coloarabs as such, contributes to the
sociology of empire, labor migration, diasporic dies and the sociology of

citizenship.
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CHAPTER 1

SETTING THE STAGE: THE IMPERIAL CITIZEN/SUBJECT THE
MOVE

Introduction

On 28" February 1910, the Governor General of India, Lddéhto,
convened a meeting with his executive council szaés the grievances of Indians in
the colonies of South Africa. Gopal Krishna Gokhae upcoming leader of the
Indian National Congress and Member of the Impédregislative Council, presented
a motion at this meeting that sought to bring dibento the inferior standing of
Indians in South Africa despite their position asltied British members of the
Empire.” His speech concluded with

“While threats of reprisal might go some way, main and indeed, our real,

reliance must continue to be upon a constant apjpedhose immutable

principles of justice and humanity which alone cmmm the enduring
foundations of a great empire. There are threetmumssof vital importance:

1. What is the status of us Indians in the Empe®/hat is the extent of the

responsibility, which lies on the Imperial govermmé& ensure to us just and

humane and perhaps, even equal treatment in thEr&mAnd 3. How far
are the self-governing members of this Empire bodoyd its cardinal
principles? How must migrants who are imperial eaty of the Empire be
treated by these self-governing dominioris?”
Gokhale’s queries were the core of the problemghef ‘Indian Question’ that
besieged colonial authorities in Britain and indtsninions. Essentially, the key issue
revolved around the status of Indians as part airanrphous Empifethat promised

equality to all of its imperial subjects withouteprdice of location but found it

impossible to apply it in reality, for all interesid purposes. However, for its imperial

' L/PJ/6/982, File 170 IOR, BL

2 While remaining aware of Proudfoot and Roche’©B)(provocative question, “what is
Empire?” pointing to the fact that the British engpivas diverse in practice and fractured and
ambiguous in meaning (2), | shall use this ternmdicate the political, military and social
command over regions culturally distinct from tleater of power and maintained through
various forms of coercion.



subjects the ideology of the colonial encounter @nidelonging to an Empire implied
a shared condition that presented the promisetiaeoship for the colonized subject
living outside of the metropole.

The ambivalence of the colonial empire towardsnigerial subjects outside
of Great Britain and the possibility and the desiré&s non-white imperial subjects to
claim a status of equality as promised by the Crasvdoubly complicated by two
historical events: first, the movement of imper@grants from and between colonial
sites and second, the rise of self-governing damiiin the early 20 century that
inherited old colonial structures of power and duation. Tracing the articulations
for equality under the discourse of citizenship liegp that while the constitutional
legality of citizenship is rigid and exclusionarny, practice, citizenship discourses
remain messy, uneven, flexible, and serve as avggteowards social inclusion.

This dissertation focuses on these multi-layerachgoxes by presenting a
social history of Indian migrants in South Africattveen 1860 and 1920. As part of
the massive transcontinental labor trade in theewak the abolition of slavery,
Indians were sent as indentured laborers to vapauts of the British Empire to work
on plantations, mines and other capitalist enteggriin the colonies. In 1860, the
Government of India sent the first ship of indeatukvorkers to the colony of Natal.
In time, other classes of Indians followed and $ova growing Indian presence
created deep anxiety among the while settlers uttSAfrica, resulting in a complex
set of systemic constraints on Indians driven @ ¢blonial rule of difference and
legitimized by law. Indians dealt with these coastts through a discernible pattern
of accommodation and resistance to these coloaw@hlized systems of structural

prejudice and this thesis analyzes the historyndfans in South Africa during the



early period of their migration as a history of Hgpaces- colonizer/colonized,
accommodation/resistance, citizen/subject, and aanitydindividual.

This dissertation is also an exploration of thenaspt of Gandhian
Satyagrahaand its deployment as a method of resistancenhdnriitial years, Indians
wrote extensive petitions to the colonial authestrequesting for special rights as
members of the British Empire, and when this ditlyield results, Indians resorted to
overt acts of resistance, culminating in the Natake of 1913. The uniqueness of
this concerted resistance lies in the fact thatai$ the first non-white strike in South
Africa and involved over 20,000 Indians from theentured ranks and other classes
who expressed their discontent with the policiegshaf government through a new
method of non-violent protesBatyagrahaThe strikers, led by Gandhi, stressed that
by virtue of being imperial citizen/subjects of tBeitish Empire the government
could not legally discriminate against them, thgreimvoking the Queen’s
Proclamation of 1858 that promised equality tohal colonial subjects and thus,
treating the Proclamation as though it were a doiisinally bound principle.

Instead of reading the history of Indian resiséainrc South Africa as the first
instance of Gandhi's leadership aSdtyagrahaor passive resistance as argued by
several scholars (Huttenback 1971, Damodaran 1888tzer 1986, Erwin 1994,
Bhana and Vahed 2005), | read the history of Irgliém South Africa as a
complicated paradox of resistance and accommod#iatns indicative of a migrant
politics reflexive of the interconnections betweeitizenship, race, labor, gender,
nationalism, and community. Consequently, my apgroapens up a host of
questions and my research project asks three questiirst, why and how did the
colonized simultaneously accommodate, incorporaterasist colonial categories of

domination? Second, how is community formed atatertemporal moments? And



last, and most important, what are the implicatiohshe use of the term ‘imperial

citizen/subject’ on the part of the colonized?

Argument of the Dissertation

In this dissertation, through detailed data analysi historical documents at
various archives located at multiple global sitedraw attention to the process of
identity formation among colonial migrants movingtleen various nodes of the
Empire and experiencing colonial racialized systefrdiscrimination. Using the case
of Indian migrants in South Africa between 1860 48d5, | understand identity as a
relational and intersectional category that is poztl and maintained through a
dynamic engagement with ethnicity, class, gendatipnalism, caste, citizenship and
community. In the course of social interaction, elgging on the requirements of the
situation, different identity markers are highligtit In the case of the Indians, their
status as citizen/subjects of the Empire was oh@iimportance and they emphasized
this identity in their interactions with the statollowing the lead of historians who
study the history of Indian diaspora and call tihis ‘early period’ in the history of
Indians in South Africa, | begin my analysis fro®6D when the colony of Natal first
imported indentured laborers from British India aaml at 1915, after the Natal strike
and the passing of the Indian Relief Act and Gasdigturn to India.

While the citizen and the subject are temporallgd aonceptually disparate
categories of identity, | argue that Indians in thoAfrica emphasized the blurry
border between the two categories and utilized dhesure of the boundary to
consciously undermine colonial projects of racidfedence to varying degrees of
success. The state recognized Indians only as csbput Indians attempted to
transcend this status that carried with it racidlliyen labels and instead, articulate a

demand for a position of abstract and universaligiality, the status of a citizen. The



recognition of this slippage brings to the foretr@an ideological formulation of
citizenship before the inception of the nationestdtat could only be made through
imperialism. By this | mean that only by virtuelz#longing to the Empire as subjects,
could the demand for British citizenship be ar@tatl. The category of the imperial
citizen/subject did not really possess constitutiynguaranteed rights promised by a
legal nation-state (as in the case of the postatalsubject) but the power of this
identity lay in the fact that it offered a meansadiculation of demands by racialized
colonial subjects. Despite the fact that this mmweards being recognized as imperial
citizens has been a fairly common practice on #@r @f colonial Indians, it has not
been explored until now either by those studyidmptamigration under colonialism or
by those researching the evolution of the variethfoof citizenship and its processes.
My study fills this gap in scholarship by lookingthe history of the Indian imperial
citizen/subject that existed before the birth ¢ gost-colonial citizen of India and
arguing that under conditions of displacements ibmly in their position as imperial
citizen/subjects that Indians could claim a righttihe Empire, and by extension, a
right to their new locations.

The second theoretical thrust in this dissertai®raround the concept of
community. Instead of reading communéypriori into the actions and practices of
Indian migrants, indentured and free, | attemptrtwuble the rigid, bounded, non-
rational, ethnicity-and-religion-driven, and motioic understanding of the concept
of community. | argue that community is contingentultivocal, strategic and
transient. In this dissertation, using the caséndians in South Africa, | look at the
fluidity of the concept and the politics of thisegory. | look at how colonial projects
of difference and resistance against these projpotsluce’ community. While the

colonial structure label and process according tma@alized understanding of a



community, i.e., the easy classification of Indi@ssthe ‘coolie community’ in all
official documents, the colonized in their bid wuater discrimination also partake of
the same mechanism to build cause. | argue comynumitproduced’ at certain
maneuvered ‘moments’ through discourse and praeatickthrough the manipulation
of diverse subject positions and agendas that tperader identity markers such as
citizenship, nationalism, caste, class, gender,edindicity, among others. In the early
history of Indians in South Africa, th8atyagrahacampaigns provide two such
‘moments’ and analyzing them thoroughly allows menswer my research question
on the process of the formation of community ataiertemporal moments that cut
across spaces and agendas.

The third and final argument relates to the idésSatyagraha.lnstead of
readingSatyagrahaas an abstruse ideological doctrine, | undersiaad an organic
practice that was constructed as a result of tlgalscontext in South Africa and
developed as a consequence of Gandhi’'s encounténs Western philosophies,
principles of liberalism and citizenship under @mpire, Indic traditions and most
importantly, as a direct outcome of the experierafedians in South Africa. This
makesSatyagrahaan evolving action- dynamic, strategic, contergiand desirous of
direct engagement with authorities in power in a-umlent way. | argue that it was
the mechanism whereby the ‘uncivilized’ step orntte public sphere as citizens
educated in political behavior by virtue of pampaiing in this form of resistance.
Given the sheer number of strikers, the strike wasied as a success and Gandhi

madeSatyagrahahe cornerstone of his repertoire of resistancetjpes.



Theorizing History/Historicizing Theory

When discussing colonial indenture systems, tratimmal labor history, has
traditionally, tended to focus mostly, on the fiedree debate over indentured labor
(Tinker 1974, Fogel and Engerman 1974, Bergad 1@&3enson 1984, Emmer
1986), on describing the conditions of labor it48lfig Lal 1983 Breman 1992) and
on ‘recovering’ the coolie’s voice from the annalshistory (Carter and Torabully
2002, Yun 2008). While these are all very worthgjgcts, my interest in indentured
work is somewhat different as | am captivated by #pecial characteristic of the
indentured labor system that functioned as a calomiganizing principle and as a
social relation and role that constructed and wassitucted by race, gender and
culture. By this, | point to the fact that inderddrlabor is at once a site for the
deployment of colonial projects of hierarchizedfeliénce as well as a dynamic,
contested, evolving relation in the constructionhef Indian migrant classes and their
internal and external interactions.

By approaching indentured work and labor histaont this perspective, |
build on the work of social historians (Burawoy &9Prakash 1990, 1997, Carter
1995, Kale 1998, Kelly 2000, Metcalf 2007) who hdweused on the impacts of the
intersection of labor, capital and empire. Oftermied ‘globalism’, this revisionist
history attempts to understand colonial migranbtabutside of a Eurocentric focus
that locates it exclusively within the metropolisdaits relations as the focus but

instead, as a nodal point for fluid, oceanic arubgl exchanges within the imperialist

¥ Some scholars such as Amin and van der Linden7)li88ve attempted to problematize the
distinction between free/unfree labor by arguingtttpure free wage labor in the double
Marxian sense is an ideal type, the conceptualemscbf far more complicated historical
realities” (1997:3) and that these realities remainepresented in the naturalized dichotomy
of free-unfree labor that arises in a specific dristal moment. As Prakash (1997:10-13)
argues, this free and unfree opposition is univieesh through the staging of the bourgeois
mode of production that enacts servitude as thpregpion of a prior human essence, or the
freedom from restrictions to exchange labor povgea aommodity.



system. Most often, this approach arises out ofostgolonial perspectiveand
“...challenges the definition of labor history asim@le story of free wage workers
who emerge first in Europe, arguing instead thair thistory is inextricably bound up
with that of coerced labor in Europe’s colonies&(Bquist 1993: 61).

This perspective has revitalized the study of imdeed labor by tying the
metropole to the colony but at the same time, ékery perspective it suffers from
some drawbacks. Whilst providing a great analyticainework, the perspective has
tended to be macro-historical in approach. Whilmaming rooted in the study of
indentured labor as a dominated ‘other’, it hasla® paid attention to relationships
between indentured labor and other social claseeseby rendering an account that
features indentured laborers living in diversitytlie barracks and within their ranks
due to the spatial limitations employed by plaatatowners, but relatively isolated
from other social groups from India. Therefore,stheccounts (Carter 2002, Kale
1998, Kelly 1997) cannot explain why at certain neos, people of Indian descent
could self-identify themselves as ‘Indidrsince in these writings the concept of
‘community’ appears as an under-theorized giverro8e, in general, in their study
of indenture and migrant classes, most social fste listed above have not focused
sociologically on specific cultural articulations coping strategies to deal with

colonial structures such as accommodation andtaesis. Thus, while clearly aware

4 By this term, | refer to the intellectual discaeitbat has evolved as a reaction to colonialism
in temporal and ideological terms, while remaingemnsitive to the hybridity of experience,
location and time that are also legacies of col@maand often erased with the blanket usage
of this term. This perspective seeks to undo theerent Eurocentrism that underlies the
historicizing of modernity and capital while beiragutely aware that “its own critical
apparatus does not enjoy a panoptic distance falanial history but exists as an aftermath,
as an after-after being worked over by colonialigRrakash 120:2000).

® It is somewhat anachronistic to talk of a yet umbuational identity since India came into
existence only after 1947 but nonetheless, docwsnenggest that people understood
themselves as belonging to the empire that simedtasly ruled over their new location as
well as their ‘home’-India.



of the myriad and complicated expressions of ageanythe part of Indian colonial
migrants, there has been little empirical reseé#rahties the interconnected, dynamic
and temporal nature of this agency to the roleesidgr, labor, community and race in
these assertions of discontent and the way in whantcerted action brings about
structural change. Moreover, the problems of repregion and the question of who
has voice within the dominated colonial group hawe been examined. Through the
sociological analysis of Indians as imperial citizbjects and their various acts of
accommodation and resistance, | challenge and addig ‘globalist’ approach by
relating mass labor migration-free’ and ‘unfree’to changing historical
circumstances in material and ideational conditionghe colonial world and the
possibility of an ‘imagined community’, thus contiag disparate geographies into
an interconnected narrative of race, class, geaggicommunity.

In addition, while they stress the importance ehdger analysis in the
understanding of the experience of indenture, niastorians of Indian colonial
migrants have not systematically decoded the waywhich gender operated as a
discursive relation of power constituting metrofaoli and anti/colonial modernities.
While is may be obvious, it is important to strélsat gender is not a synonym for
women nor is is a fact of the past or a presentiteagadiscovery (Scott1999) and
turning on a ‘gender lens’ that understands geadgust one of the many dimensions
of inequality is insufficient. Following the lead gender historians, | understand

gender under colonization as a category of anatpsisproduced and performed the

® Here it must be noted that Mische and Emirbay8©8) provide a useful framework for
understanding the concept of agency. They argueahancy is an overused and under-
theorized concept in the study of contentious fgslitThey define agency as “a temporally
embedded process of social engagement informelebgast (in its habitual aspect), but also
oriented towards the future (as a capacity to imagilternative possibilities) and toward the
present (as a capacity to contextualize past habdduture projects within the contingencies
of the moment” (1998; 963), thus providing a wayutwlerstand the dynamic, variable and
temporal nature of agentic action as well as ofchanging relationship to the structural
constraints over “the flow of time”.
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changing meanings of sexual difference at colon@dations, shaping social
institutions, privileges, expectations and expex@n

At colonial sites, gender was used to convey arergemt notion of
racialized difference (Hall 2002, Wilson 2003),asneans to control the sexualized
body and reproduction activities as sex was a kegt f colonial anxieties
(McClintock 1995, Levine 2004) as well as a constie part of imperial politics
(Morgan 2004), as a natural trope of developmestt piitted colonized women at the
lowest grade of development thus, requiring ‘sav{iMani 1998, Spivak 1985), as a
site for ensuring maximum extraction of coloniabda (Kale 1998, Carter 2002), in
the colonial creation of a new masculinized econevitip altered property legislation
(Oldenburg 2002), as an arrangement for the legtion of conquest and domination
(Levine 2004, Stoler 1997), as a regulatory detaceontrol contact between various
classes and races (Sen 1997), in the constructiamew imperial masculinity and a
colonized effiminate subjecthood (Sinhal997, Chawg2001), in the exclusion of
some from the idealized framing of the citizen/sabjand active public sphere
(Sarkar M 2008), and in the construction of a matlanodern subjectivity and in the
legitimation of anti-colonial resistance by natitists and early historians(Chatterjee
1993, Sarkar T 1992). Taking careful note of thiséghts, in this project | shall
focus on the role of gender in the constructiom ofiigrant, modern subjectivity and
its relationship to race, class and citizenship,wadl as in the practice of of
Satyagrahaand other forms of resistance.

My research adds to the historigraphy of IndiamsSouth Africd by

reading ‘against the grain’ of the official histasy Indians in South Africa. Using the

"It should be noted here that historians have fedusonsiderable attention to the story of
Indians in South Africa, indentured and free, egplgcbecause of the Gandhi connection.
Important works include Huttenback’'&andhi in South Africa(1971), Y.S Meer’'s
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two Satyagrahacampaigns and the general history of Indians intlSdAfrica, |
attempt to rethink the question of citizenship anthmunity among colonial migrants
and its implications on global labor history andocial/postcolonial resistance. This
shall be relevant as it adds to the study of calolaibor in different locations, to the
understanding of the language and discourse oteadship and its politics of
inclusion, and to the overall understanding of ititerconnectedness between three
edges of the empire- Britain, India and the Unibrsouth Africa and the operations
of these imperial co-historigs From the subject position of the communities and
individuals in diaspory “the struggle is about how they position themeshin
relation to all these places, negotiate the cultilosvs that emanate from them and
Iwith

dea the political frictions that emerge from inhabgithis intersectional space”

Documents of Indentured Laboyi980), Maureen Swan'&andhi: The South African
Experience(1985), Joy Brain'sChristian Indians in Natal 1860-1911: an historicahd
statistical study(1983), Bhana ed.’'Bssays on Indentured Indians in Na{&990), Jo Beall's
Women under Indenture in Nat@dl990), Bhana'sndentured Indian Emigrants to Natal: A
study based on ships’ 1is{d991), Bill Freund'sinsiders and Outsider§l995), Desai and
Vahed's Inside Indian Indenture: A South African Story 188015 (2010), and Vahed's
Constructions of Community and Identity among Indiegn Colonial Natal,1860-1910; The
Role of the Muharram Festivé2002). All of these texts provide rich descripgcand factual
details while emphasizing on different aspectsoaia life, including religion, labor, gender,
class and community. However, as argued by Dhupédisthrie (20:2007), despite attempts
in the direction of a social history, this reseaeska lacks solid socio-cultural analysis of
Indian identity under coloniality. A notable exdeptis Bhana and Vahed®he Making of a
Political Reformer: Gandhi in South Afric005) but again, the emphasis is on socio-
cultural aspects of Gandhian politics. Thus, comafree and interconnected histories of
identities and colonial discourses have not yenbeepular in the context of research on
Indian labor in South Africa.

® See for example, Pachail$e International Aspects of the South African dandQuestion
1860-1971(1971) provides a comparative history of the wiglar relationship between the
Britain, India and South Africa from the point ofew of international relations and
international law.

° | use the term ‘diaspora’ to refer to connectitivat exist between the space that migrants,
exiles and refugees occupy in their present and ¢batinuing ties to ‘home’. Stuart Hall
suggests that two simultaneously operating vedtarse these identities. While the vector of
similarity and continuity gives grounding in andleets a shared past, the vector of
difference and rupture indexes the discontinuigoagted with dispersal and insertion into
different locales (Hall 1990). Diasporic studiesidsith this ambiguity in location and
challenges the ‘area’ in area studies as well@sdhnceptual limits imposed by national and
ethnic /racial boundaries (Gilroy1992) and conterappdiasporic studies are derived
principally from the “Black Atlantic unit of analissthat addresses the complex
socioeconomic and cultural interconnections betwkerCaribbean, Europe, Africa and
Afro-America (Lavie and Swedenburg 14:1996).”
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(Siu 195:2005). As some petitioners requestingaf@hange in segregated residence
laws in 1899 stated,
“We are a part of England and apart from Indid,we remain connected to

India and offer our allegiance to the British fiagSouth Africa and this shall
remain our fate*

Some recent scholars (Hall 2002, Wilson 2003, 052 argue that identity
has been under-researched as an analytic andptegcdategory in colonial migrant
social history. Diasporic identity as a relatiordynamic and hybrid category is one
of the focal points of my dissertation and throwgh investigation of archival data
that reflect the socio-economic lives of IndianSwuth Africa, | explain how identity
is a result of two sets of negotiations. Generdtlging diasporic implies the in-
between state of one’s homeland and one’s placesafence (Lavie and Swedenburg
1996) and being a part of a community that is disptl and placed somewhere else
(Gilroy 1993). This is complicated in the colonsgtting by an additional negotiation
of social rank, that is, the negotiation over wher@mmunity or individual is placed
by the authorities in power and self-identificatitcat may be at odds with the
former’s order of hierarchy. This negotiation ire tbonstruction of identity between
that which is forbidden and that which is possibiakes it a historical process,
tentative, multiple and contingent (Wilson 3:200Bhwus, in the context of Indians in
South Africa, this fluidity of colonial identity vgaconstantly reinforced through
resistance and collaboration with colonial categpf difference and | explore this
through the category of the imperial citizen/subjdtese histories of resistance and
collaboration were created, maintained and cha#ldnthrough the categories of
imperial citizenship and subjecthood. Gender, ctagbreligion add additional layers

of complications since indentured workers and womliennot experience citizenship

9 Bhana and Pachai, 1984
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and belongingness to the British Empire in exatiiy same way as merchant class
elite men of Indian descent did. By using gendef elass as general analytical tools
(Scott 1999) and as objects of study, | determieevtays in which the identity and
community was constructed. Thus, the imperial eitisubject category was
intersectional, negotiated and provisional. Intengsy, while the use of the imperial
citizen/subject category was a widely prevalencfica among elite colonial Indian
migrants, a detailed socio-historical study thatdsses the discursive consequences
of this phenomenon or who exactly could make tlasiens that is, if all sections of
the Indian community- merchant class men, women améntured workers,
participated in these demands has not so far bereducted. In order to examine
these ambivalent and contested relations betwegrantilndians and the hegemonic
colonial state, | explore the documentary evidenfethese claims to imperial
citizenship to provide a detailed study of such wimis endeavors. Apart from
individual and community petitions to the crowng tNatal strike of 1913 serves as an
important instance of the right to justice that waade possible only through a claim
to imperial citizenship.

Drawing on these rich theoretical literatures déssed above, | undertake an
archival study of particular ‘moments’ of coloniaistory. In order to make all of
these connections clearer, | argue that petitiomd #he Satyagrahacampaigns,
especially the Natal strike of 1913 provide thefgarentry point into this intricate
history of Indians in South Africa and the politicsthis marginalized identity. This
re-reading of this strike is relevant because sfsibcio-political impact and as a
historical instance of colonial resistance. Howevapre importantly, it casts into

relief the webs of associations and complicatetbhies that connected the lives and
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liberties of colonized subjects in India and So#éthHca and the privileging of some
voices and histories over those of others.

Given the global prominence &atyagrahaand Gandhi, the strike continues
to be read as the first act Satyagrahaand the indentured workers who were on
strike were framed as either Gandhi’'s misled fo#osvin the annals of the colonial
record$® or as devotees of a saint (Huttenback 1971). ioteaders of the strike, the
indentured workers were an unruly mob that hadet@dntrolled, tamed and trained
in the ideals of non-violence and in the languafeitizenship in order to claim
rights. For Indians, this step into the public gphas imperial citizens was fraught
with tension and lessons in civil disobedience tadbe taught to mark the striking
Indians as ‘civilized’ citizens of the Empire. Mastcounts of the strike have focused
exclusively on the Gandhian aspect of the striketig¢hback1971, Bhana and Vahed
2005) and have proved unsatisfactory in providindnistoriography that moves
beyondSatyagrahaBeall and North-Coombes (1983) and Swan (1984 )tlze only
exceptions to this but while they provide rich delastorically of the indentured
strike in coastal Natal, they do not offer muchvigy of an integrated sociological
analysis. My study rectifies this by approachings tktrike and the general social
history of Indians in South Africa- their petitiomriting, their acts of resistance as
indentured workers, and their firSatyagrahacampaign in 1908 as a sociological

minefield that illuminates and challenges conterapptheorizations of community, ¢

Broader Implications of the Dissertation

This dissertation makes a significant contributibtm the sociology of

citizenship as it reworks the parameters of thecephof citizenship. Instead of being

™ A colonial officer remarked in one of the repottdy. Ghandi (spelling in original) is again up his
usual trickery and leading these men astray wiHdncy talk.” CO 551/95 TNA, PRO



15

rooted within the nation state and postcolonialterty | point to and analyze the
mobility and transactional nature of the continudmetween citizenship and
subjecthood. Second, it brings together the intareotedness of the British Empire.
In the past, these interconnections have mostly la¢¢he macro geopolitical level.
Here | connect colonized individuals to larger neastructures of colonial power,
thus straddling multiple levels of analysis. Aldxy, examining the impacts and the
modality of colonized resistance that is rootedplitical issues of the British
Empire, | am presenting a narrative that connecasalNto British India and to
London. The third important intervention in my ojpim is the insertion of Indians
into the racial politics of South African historit. moves beyond the Black-White
dichotomy of race relations and instead, presentswuanced take on the
interconnections of race, labor and politics. Hourt believe that while the
masculinized and feminized aspect of non-violesistance has been analyzed by
scholars of colonial India such as Sinha (1995) ati#rs, not much attention has
been paid to the interactions of class on theseeimoof gendered resistance. By
bringing attention to how class played a significanle in determining the
participation of men and women in Satyagraha, | terdthe sociology of gendered
resistance. The fact that indentured men and woamehfree Indians experienced
everyday life differently impacted their subjecti®s and their emergence as rights
bearing individuals in the public sphere.

Thus, this dissertation inserts itself into a cosaéon about citizenship and
migration, which is a very relevant topic today. ftrces attention to colonial
structures of social exclusion that were practitedugh the denial of rights and the
reactions of migrants to these forms of exclusikinhistoricizes the contours of

immigration laws and the connections between vargeographies and the problems
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that arise in determining the rights of those whigrate versus the rights of those
deemed as authentic inhabitants. This is a huge issthe world right now and my
work adds to this sociology of immigration, citizémp and diasporic consciousness.
It challenges the neat boundaries of socio-politeéegories and it sets up a dialogue
between race, labor, citizenship and gender and ititeraction in the public sphere
and in contentious politics. It adds to a politisatiology of resistance and rights.

At a more general level, it analyzes the productibiistory and the politics of this
production. | deal in detail with these issueshia appendix. Essentially, this project
looks at the politics of the production of knowledand how the selective policing of
documents creates power and colonial order. Algdpbking at alternate resources
like Gandhi’s writings, newspaper editorials anldestunofficial documents, | provide
some insight into colonized archives while at thens time, questioning the elitist
nature of these subaltern spaces. This adds signify to the conversation on
historical data analysis, subaltern studies anid thethodological claims as well as to
a general theory of the sociology of knowledge. Tbgt section details my methods
for conducting this research.

Methods

The most important problem associated with a Hisib analysis of labor
migration is related to the non-existence of hisadrtexts written by laborer$And
while it is true that studies on indenture and o@bmigrants from India are plagued
by the absence of primary documents, it does natnntieat these informants remain

inaccessible forever. The fact that a source ispniotary and hence, not ‘objective’

121t is inflicted with the plague of the “archivetrepression” (Ginzburg 157: 1989) since as
Chakrabarty tells us that the real problem of catidg research on colonial workers in South
Asia and other places stems from the fact thatiinpossible to access the voices of Indian
peasants since they left behind minimal primaryudeents such as workers’ diaries and other
similar sources (34:1989).
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does not mean that it is useless. “Rather, a kostifonicle can furnish precious
testimony about a peasant community in revolt (Gumg xvii 1980).” | use
documents maintained by colonial authorities todréhe presence of Indians,
indentured and free and discern the intents andcygef these subaltern subjects.

In my dissertation | pay attention to the intersett of micro and macro
social structures that are clearly interdependert eonstitutive of each other. |
connect the local history of migrant Indians to tilebal socio-historical trends of
capital, empire and migration. Using discourse ysidlf, | focus on the conflicting
nature of colonial difference and its fluidity andread’ archival documents as
intertextual (Fairclough 1988), as multi-vocal (ktdy 1994) and as
recontexualizations of particular histories anccpeas (Eiss 2008).

In this endeavor, methodologically, | am also higainfluenced by the
Indian Subaltern Studies projétias the primary committment in this work has
always been on moving beyond elite projects andipiss$ historiography. Following
Guha’s lead, | trouble the ‘counter-insurgent codkat refers to the causal

legitimation that the official documents supplyexplain insurgency that is produced

'3 Discourse, in Foucault’s terms, refers to a grofiptatements that provide a language for
talking about a particular topic at a particulastbiical period. Discourse is about the
production of knowledge in language. However, simatle practices entail meaning and
meanings shape and influence what we do, all pextave a discursive aspect (Stuart Hall
291:1992). Meaning and meaningful practice exisfemndiscourse and are only rendered
meaning, not as objects in themselves, but asopartiscourse.

“ The subaltern studies project is associated withbody of work produced by Ranaijit
Guha, Partha Chatterjee, Dipesh Chakrabarty, Shatmich, David Arnold, Nicholas Dirks,
Gyan Prakash and Gayatri Spivak who have contribetdensively to Subaltern Studies
Volume 1-11. Borrowing from Gramsci, the Subalt&tadies group of social theorists apply
the term to “the general attribute of dominationSouth Asian society, whether this is
expressed in terms of class, caste, age, gendeofiicd or in any other way:” (Guha,
1982:vol 1 vii). The subalternists seek to contiébio a cultural sociology of marginality by
breaking the mould of top-down colonial, natiortalk®d Marxist historiography. Instead,
they focus on subalterns as heterogenous sulgjetieir own history within but not reduced
to colonial power (Jefferess 2008:48). The term @g@pears in revisionist histories of Latin
America, Africa and Europe and subalternist analyisis slowly become a dynamic force in
critical scholarship in history, literature, socigl and anthropology.
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by officials and then incorporated and redistrildutey historians (1983;11), by
reading the presence of the excluded in the offid@uments maintained by the
colonial state on Indian migrants as well as logkat alternate sources of informal
history produced by the Indians themselves.

My field sites have been New Delhi, London, andt2u. In New Delhi |
used the National Archives of India (henceforth, INAs my primary source for
material on indentured labor migration. | visitée tarchives in 2006 and in 2009-10,
and gathered data on the process of indenturelatie governing the indenture
system, and some correspondence between the Irffice@ @nd the Government of
India regarding indenture labor issues. | am alsavhlly indebted to the Gandhi
Museum in New Delhi since, on hearing about my aede topic, they provided me
with digital copies containing all issues of thimdian Opinion; the newspaper
pertaining to Indian matters and started by GandhBouth Africa. Thelndian
Opinionis not freely available and having access to faiflsoissues contributed to my
analysis of Indian attitudes and actions regardiogjo-political conditions in South
Africa.

In London | utilized The National Archives (henogh, TNA) at Kew and
the British Library, India Office Records (henceft®R, BL). Both repoistories had
incredibly detailed material on matters pertaintogindians in the colonies of the
Empire, including South Africa and this is tellimj the interconnectedness of the
edges of Empire and the colonial impetus to ond®ord and preserve all documents.
Here | found material on indentured laborers, Gandifficial and private
correspondence between government officials, nepespaeports, jail records,
various commissions that were conducted to look ihie Indian question in the

colonies, etc. At the TNA, the main files were CO® fr all material related to
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indentured labor in the Cape Colony for the pebhetiveen 1850-1910, CO 179 for
all material related to indentured labor in theoogi of Natal for the same period and
CO 551 for the period after 1910. CO 879 contaiakdhaterial related to Indians in
general and the Asiatic problem for the period toidg. At the India Office at the
British Library, the main files I consulted were PJ/6-
982,953,891,1017,1283,2329,3810, and file1113 foofficial correspondence on
Indians in South africa. | must specially mentide E/PJ/6/1283 which was a special
file on the 1913 strike and contained all offica@rrespondence on the strike, jall
records, newspaper cuttings, and all other docusrefdted to the strike. In Durban, |
consulted the Documentation Center at the UniwersitDurban-Westville Campus
which is the main repoistory for official documengsivate papers of Indians, and
other related material that document the Indiarsgmee in South Africa. | also
obtained copies of newspapers such asltaasvaal Leader, African Chronicknd
Dharam Virin electronic format and a number of photograpias have been collated
from private individuals from this site. | also cufted the Killie Campbell Library
and the Durban Archives Repository. At the Killiar@@pbell Library, | accessed the
private papers of Ela Gandhi which included a $ghotographs related to the strike.
Also, here | consulted a file (FO 8734) which dstdiographies of prominent
Indians in South Africa. At the Durban Archives Rsjpory, the most important files
were found in the Indian Immigrants Department \@hich contained Minute Papers
related to internal correspondence between coloffigials about Indians.

| have also extensively used Gandhi's writings imyrthis period as
‘intertextual’ pieces that provide a deep histdricaight into the issues of the Indian
merchant class and indentured labor in South Afaied this has allowed me to trace

the complications of representation and leadersfhpse include his editorials in the
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Indian Opinion the books written during this period such Satyagraha in South
Africa andHind Swaraj,petitions authored by him to the colonial governansl to
the British government in India, and other genenalings in The Collected Works of
Mahatma Gandhi

In addition, secondary materials that provide primdocuments of indentured
and free labor have played an important part ofstiuely. These include key works
such as Y.S MeersDocuments of Indentured Labour, Natal 1851-1917, A
Documentary History of Indians in South Afribg Bhana and Pachai andside
Indian Indenture: A South African Story 1860-194¢ Desai and Vahed. These
secondary materials mostly comprise of letterstipes, memoranda and newspaper

cuttings about Indians in South Africa.

Chapter Outline

In Chapter 2, | provide a detailed background ® gtart of indentured labor
migration to South Africa. | discuss the geopaodticonditions that led to this
migration and the stipulations and reactions of gbgernments of Britain, British
India and Natal. | discuss the socio-economic bamkud of the indentured migrants
and the merchant class migrants and the implicatafndifferences based on class,
ethnic, gender and religion. Also, | analyze thke m@f religion, gender and ethnicity
in their experiences, interactions and identity.

In Chapter 3, | examine how citizenship and sulgtatius in colonial societies
were complicated issues as most British colonielsahdual-law system with different
forms of laws and subject status for European aatives’ and other non-Europeans.
In South Africa, the introduction of the Roman ldw the Boers conferred an
additional layer of complexity to colonial rule asdbsequently, led to varying claims

of who was/is a rightful imperial citizen. Thus, perial citizenship/ colonial
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subjecthood was intersectional, mediated and ogein | argue that for Indians in

South Africa their existence was presided by thael @dpace of the binary orders of
citizen/subject, colonizer/colonized and collabamaftesistance, each blurred by the
other, indistinct, indefinite, and constantly redetl through the socio-cultural

practices of actors in the field. | use Bhabhatsr@ space of enunciation’ as a
taxonomic concept to understand these negotiatmasdilemmas and | argue that
Indians strategically used the concept of impagi@enship to undercut colonial law

that insisted upon their status as colonial subjéaise petitions written by Indians to
the colonial government requesting for assortecfisnor protesting against various
laws to unearth this dual space of citizen/subjdwtyeby highlighting the coping

mechanisms against the politics of exclusion inteirethe concept of citizenship.

In Chapter 4, | examine ho®atyagrahaor the Gandhian version of passive
resistance, was constructed as a public interventito colonial law and colonial
space. | provide a sociological analysis of Gandl8atyagrahaas a product of its
time and its social geography as well as focushenperformativity aspect of this
method. To do so historicizes the development ehsdand examines Gandhi as a
product of his social context, shaped by a vara@tyorces. | locateSatyagrahain
colonial South Africa and view it as crucial in &mng the history of colonialism,
and Indians in South Africa. Moreover, | historlgdtace the ways in which Western
and Indian philosophies led to the developmeratiyagrahaas well as outline the
deviations from these philosophical traditionsnalgze Satyagrahaas a practice by
examining the first resistance campaign againstlttamsvaal Black Act of 1906. In
the last section | provide a socio-historical as@lyf the implications dbatyagraha
and | look at four areas: at the performance oizeiship sinceSatyagraha

challenged the notion that civil disobedience waly possible in a democratic public
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space where the notion of rights and justice isl lrelcommon between citizens and
the state. Second, | look at the gendered natutbeotoncept that identified itself
through the feminized ideals of self-denial andrifae. Third, | focus on how
colonial rule as the concept plays upon the tessminempire and the struggle for
legitimacy by the colonized. Last, | look at thgpeprance of a sense of community
born out of symbolic protest and non-violent actibat cut across class, religion and
gender borders while invoking a sense of moral sopty.

In Chapter 5, | analyze the 1913 Indian workergkstthat immobilized the
country for a period of three months. | start watldescription of the causes of the
strike by engaging with the existing historiograpbly the strike and the reasons
ascribed to the strike in these narratives. | mleviletails of the strike, based on
colonial archival material, newspapers reports alioel strike and Gandhi’'s writings
to build a historical account of the strike. | dése the spread of the strike and the
major moments of the strike. | follow with an ays$ of the strike and its
sociological implications. | deal with four inteelated points: the performance of
‘imperial citizenship’ in the public sphere, the ngered aspect of the strike,
transnational networks of colonial power and aotboial sentiment, and
understanding the ‘emergence’ of community.

In chapter 6, | summarize the main theoretical andlytical conclusions of
the study and attempt to provide some concludingraents on the construction of a
diasporic identity. Home and community representsraplicated reality to people of
Indian descent in South Africa and this is whag¢élsto highlight. | offer some final
remarks on citizenship and community and reaffirhatt migrant identity is
contingent, fluid and relational, yet consciouslyustured and stable at certain

moments in the face of displacement and subjugaliiothis chapter, using anecdotes
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from my time in Durban conducting archival reseaichilso examine the outcome of
constructing a structured migrant identity beyor@ tcoolie’ tag and colonial
subjecthood that exhibited itself as Indian SoutfricAn. In other words, |
acknowledge an identity that moves beyond the stdrynigration and instead,
embraces the present location, i.e., South Af@sabeing relevant to this process of

assimilation.
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CHAPTER 2

INDIANS ARRIVE IN SOUTH AFRICA; HISTORICAL BACKGR(DU

And | anchored in Durban, Fiji the West Indies
In the dust of waves,

To be scattered in the gales of continents.

In the currents of continents

Khal Toralgd?®

Indentured Indians

On 28" April 1859, the Natal Mercury carried an editorial that began
dramatically with “The fate of the Colony hangs anthread, and that thread is
labour.™® The editorial implored the government to find éugion to the native labor
problem or live with the knowledge that the coldages ruin. A few days earlier, on
the 24" of April 1859, a memorial presented by white péastto the Natal Legislative
Council petitioned “for the passing of a Bill thgiu the Honorable House for the
introduction by the government of Coolie laborerstbe same terms with regard to
credit as British immigrants now being importedeglsere.™” With the Act of
Abolition in 1833, the British Empire had bannedvary throughout its dominions
and consequently, the source of cheap labor fontgfi@ns, mines, railroads,
construction work and domestic help dried up asetated’ slaves showed little
inclination to continue working in these enterpsisé\fter negotiations with the
British Indian government, Act No.14 of the ColoofyNatal® was passed in 1859.
Under the conditions of the Act, indentured labsrevere bound for a 5-year

contractual period, with the option of returninglimlia at the end of the indenture.

'3 |n Coolitude Carter and Torabully, 2002; 82
16 CcO 379/5/11 TNA; PRO

17 CO 379/78 TNA; PRO

18.CO 48/59 TNA; PRO and FO 154/18 NAI
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The law also afforded laborers an opportunity tenceenture for a further five-year
period, which would make them eligible to settlenpanently in the Colony with a
grant of some land and full citizenship rights @return to Indid? The Government
of India Act 23, 1860 also imposed certain regolai of its own that included
standards for the general welfare of the populatimethods for the system of
recruitment and proportion of women that were mdireach consignment to South
Africa.®

From 1860 and up until 1911, 152,184 people weigpsid from Bombay and
Calcutta as indentured laborers (See Fig 2.1).c@swlaim that 63% were men, 26%
were women and 11% were children (Meer 1980, Swa8%,1Bhana 1991, Thiara
2001). They were mostly poor, landless Hindu andslMu laborers from Calcutta,
Madras, the hilly regions of Assam and the Unitedvinces of Oudh and Agra
(Bhana 1991, Freund 1995). The indentured labavere employed by landowners
in the cultivation of various plantation crops, esilly sugar and coffee as well as by
several mining corporations and by the Natal Gavenmt Railways. Between 1860
and 1911, when indenture to South Africa was disnaed, Indians worked in the
fields, dockyards, coalmines, municipal servicesl aflso as domestic servants,

thereby becoming increasingly indispensable teettmomy?*

Method of Recruitment and Terms of Contract

While focus has often been drawn to the conditiohsndenture in South
Africa and other colonies, it is also importantdmaw attention to the method of

recruitment and the issue of ‘free choice’ exertibg those signing up as indentured

1% These conditions were strikingly similar to thexditions of the Chinese indentured labor
workers in America as documented by various histbstudies on “coolie” literature.

20 CO 48/113/ 74 NAUK and FO 167/NAI

2L Asiatic Inquiry Committee (Presented to both HeuseParliament by command of His
Royal Highness, the Governor General on 3 Febrd&30 FO 234, NAI.
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recruits. The whole process of labor recruitmens \Wwaghly organized and efficient
and skillfully managed by the government of Natad ahe government of India. The
Natal government hired Emigration Agents in thetpof departure in India, namely
Madras and Calcutta (see Fig 2.2). The Emigratiger appointed sub-agents, who
in turn hired licensed recruiters who were invagabigh caste Hindus and socially
elite Muslims (Lal 1983, Bhana 1991). These reemsithiredarkatis or unlicensed
men who operated in small localized circles angtkesharp lookout for people who
were in financial distress or down on their luckother ways” (Bhanal991; 12). The
whole operation depended on information aratkatis were vital cogs in the
recruiting machinery as they had an intimate knogée of those susceptible to
enticement” (Desai and Vahed, 2010: 50). &Heatiswere at hand to take advantage
of distressed people by resorting to misrepresentaif facts and exaggerating the
possibility of superior life chances at distantdanThey were people from all walks
of life and from all castes and communities who keokr on basis of commissions and
were constantly on the lookout to entice someori@nthis luck to migrate.

This system of deceit however was not restrictedhwarkatis alone, as
pointed out by Desai and Vahed (2010). “The faett tfecruiters were paid per
worker, and magistrates, Protectors and medicalopael were pressured to provide
recruits, resulted in a longer chain of abuse aath,ban open as well as tacit
acceptance of dubious methods of recruitment” (Dasd Vahed, 2010:51). This,
however is not to suggest that all indentured warkeere fooled into migrating and
did not possess any agency in determining the eoofrsheir own lives. To suggest
that would be to present an implausible narratwéhile there is evidence that

suggests that deception and entrapment playedtanpidue recruiting process, many
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migrated in order to escape conditions of povery aebt or domestic issues at
home.

The arkatis brought the recruits to the licensed recruiterpwien took them
to the sub-agent for inspection and for explanatibtineir contracts, most often at the
port of departure. If found healthy, they were disped as soon as possible onto their
sea journey, thus becoming “one of the many hunaats jin a vast assembly process”
(Tinker, 1974; 137) and dehumanized in a singlekstwith a ‘tin ticket’ around their
neck and becoming a nameless unit of labor on thetations and in the colonial
records thereafter.

In the latter half of the #®century when the government of Natal was pushed
to answer charges of abuse in the system of reweuit of indentured immigrants, it
argued that the indentured workers attested tdatber contract that was explicitly
clear on terms of labor. However, the contract wagotiated between the planters
and the British government of India and the resrusially had no say over the terms
of their employment (Bhana 1991). They were tiethtgr contracts and deprived of
any possibility of wage negotiation or reasonabbeirk of work and of a private
family life and “were ultra-exploitable, that isuch workers were particularly
vulnerable within a system of labor utilization aftwhich they were powerless to
move” (Beall1990; 91).

According to the Solomon Commission Enquiry on thadian strike
conducted by the government in 1914, the processacoépting the contract of
indenture was complicated by the fact that a migjaf coolies did not understand
the terms of their contract. “Notwithstanding theeqautions which are taken to

explain to the coolies, they as a rule either dburalerstand or at any rate do not
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realize the effect of the term of their serviéé®ne of the witnesses for the Enquiry,
magistrate Benjamin Robertson who was said to Hea long experience with
indentured workers in his courts said, “I shoulg 8&t in a great many cases they do
not understand. They have no comprehension of whae. the contract) means.
They won't try to understand. They have no ideatbget away from India owing to

some domestic or caste trouble of something oftine™?

Arrival in Natal and Life on the Plantations

The indentured laborers, after inspection, wereiedswith an emigration
certificate (See Fig 2.3). Vijay Mishra notes ththis marks the entry of the
indentured “into imperial history. People withoustory, people who are illiterate,
finally spell out their personal genealogies-tliather's name, their village, their next
of kin, their marital status, their age. The emiigra certificates in one significant
manner, are the documents that interpellates themfmmdern’ Enlightenment
subjects” even though the migrants themselves ¢aead and use these certificates;
nor know that these certificates will be preseruedolonial archives as historical
data that legitimate their existence (Mishra 200y:8

On 16 November 1860, 342 Indians, thereafter knaw/coolies’, arrived at
the docks of Durban on ti®&S Truro(See Fig 2.4). Thilatal Mercurydescribed the
indentured laborers as “A queer, comical, foreigmoking, very Oriental-like
crowd.... The swarthy hordes came pouring out of bmat's hold, laughing,
jabbering and staring about them with a very watlsfied expression of self-
complacency on their faces. The boats seemed gordje an endless stream of living

cargo-Pariahs, Christians, Malabars and Mohommetfims the dock, they were

22 Solomon Commission Enquiry Report, page 24
2 |bid, page 24
24 Natal Mercury 22" November 1860 IOR/L/PJ/6/8934 |OL BL
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assigned to different employers such as R B Kenné@reentham, Henry Shire and
A Hunter, all of who had large sugar plantatfGr{See Fig 2.5). The process of labor
allocation led to countless families being rippguhrf® and dispersed to different
parts of the colony and the lack of channels of momication across plantations,
mines and dockyards meant that few would ever beited with their loved ones
during the term of their indenture. Life on themiktions was hard with long hours of
work, meager rations and insecure due to the coh#teeat of abuse at the hands of
those in charge.

In 1871, the first group of ex-indentured workersturned to India.
Immediately on arrival, ten of the repatriated lavs launched a formal complaint
with the Protector’s Office in Madras about thedmaconditions of work and the ill
treatment by managers and owners on the plantafidres government of India was
forced to look into these complaints and an offi@aquiry was launched and the
dispatch of indentured laborers remained suspendgbit was resumed in 1874. In
1872, the Coolie Commissiéhwas set up to look into the complaints of the
indentured. In brief, the main complaints were pptgls abuse by owners and
managers, deductions of pay when sick, non-paywfenages, lack of medical help,
long working hours that extended beyond the stipdlanine hours per day, lack of
proper food rations, etc. The commission recommetkdat a permanent Protector of

Migrants be appointed to look into all disputesttthe Coolie Agent regularly visit

* Desai and Vahed, 2010; 65

% Desai and Vahed narrate the fate of indentureckevano. 99, Choureamah Aurokuim, a
Christian woman from Trichinopoly who had travelledNatal on thél'ruro with her eight-
year-old and three-year-old daughters, MegaleamdhSaisanah. Aurokuim was assigned to
Grey’'s Hospital while Megaleamah was considerebdle@f working age and assigned to A.
Brewer and Susanah was apprenticed to a IsabedaaOtnable to bear this cruel separation,
Aurokuim died in a couple of months and the sist®ese orphaned and separated by a
system that saw them only as disposable labor (8810

27 Coolie Commission Report, 1872, File 278, Docuragom Center, University of Durban-
Westville
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plantations and mines that employed indentured ®rsrkand enquire into their
welfare, that employers keep a wage book with ateuaccounts, that more women
be recruited, that proper medical services be demii and that all Asiatics in the
colony be registered on arrival.

While these recommendations were salutary, thelyndit alter the actual
lived reality of the lives of the indentured. Betmethe law and implementation, there
was enough opportunity for extensive abuse of tymtem. In 1885, the Wragg
Commission was set up to look into the positionlirafians in South Africa. The
Commission presented its findings based on sonseesisits and by perusing old
court cases involving Indian laborers as well agespondence between various
colonial office departments. Other than two cadesl treatment, it dismissed most
claims of abuse by indentured workers as false wmdstified as “the Indian has
brought to Natal his love of litigation and a portiof his skill in fabricating false
cases.® The Commission was extremely critical of the positof the Protector and
recommended that some of his judicial powers bealea. It further recommended
that the Protectors courts be abolished and tleaR#sident Magistrate hear all cases
pertaining to the indentured workers. The Commissioncluded that the indentured
were not ill-treated nor oppressed by their empleyes claimed by many and that the
government of Natal had been sufficiently attentteethe needs of the Indian
populatior’®, thereby providing a justification for the systefmindenture to continue
up until 1911.

At the end of the indentured period, most indemunelians who had survived

the experience of being a ‘captive labor force’dB&990) chose to remain in South

28 Wragg Commission, Documents of Indentured LaboB Meer, Page 211
% For a discussion on the ‘impartial’ nature of tneemmissions on indenture and their
relationship to colonial regimes of power, see Agje-page 175-6
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Africa. The Wragg Commission found that only 7%tloé workers had returned to
India until 1882 and that two-thirds of the Indiopulation was free of indenture. In
total, until indenture was discontinued only ab®8%o (42,415) of Indians returned to
India (Bhana 19913’ After their term of indenture (see Fig 2.6), thege stayed in
Natal became small farmers and acquired small pidtdand and, gradually,
monopolized the supply of maize, tobacco and védgetaroduce in the coastal belt
while some became industrial workers, and othetsred into service (Freund 1995;
7). By the turn of the century, when the indentsystem was coming to an end after a
period of 50 years, ex-indentured workers attemfugdin the ranks of the new class
of Indian professionals in South Africa. Their giftng were known as the colonial-
born Indians, many of who were educated middlescfasfessionals who were also

political protesters against Apartheid in laterrgea

Passenger Indians

While indentured laborers were one of the firstup® that migrated from
India to South Africa, other social and professlociasses followed soon after. In
1872, the first ‘passenger Indiatfsarrived in Natal. The main ports of embarkation
were Bombay, Calcutta, and Madras. Gujarati speakiimdu and Muslims, as well
as Christian and Parsi migrants embarked for Netah Bombay*? They were from
the districts of Surat and Valsad in the Bombaysilency. A large number of them
were Muslims who were Khojas (members of the Ismsdct) and Memons.

Passengers embarking from Madras came from thetatoAsdhra districts of

%0 One of the major reasons for this can be attribtethe fact that by coming overseas, they
had committed a severe religious transgresskahapani or crossing the seas) and were
effectively banished from their own villages. Moveo, under British rule, criminals were
sent to serve their sentences on the islands oflyad and Nicobar and the jail and the
journey were both callekalapaniin Hindi and thus, for the indentured, it impliadifetime

of internment without return (Desai and Vahed, 2@8)

%1 Voluntary labor migrants and merchant classes walled ‘passenger Indians’ as they had
paid for their ship fares on their journey to SoAffica.

%2 Satyagrahdn South Africa, 1928; 39
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Chittoor, Ganjam, Godavery and Vizag and were predantly Tamil and Telugu
speaking (Bhana 1991, Morell and Padayachee 198&d/2001, 2002). They were
motivated to come to South Africa for a varietyredsons. Driven by an increasing
pressure on their agricultural lands, poverty, radtwcalamities, and a lack of
opportunities in trade and commerce in their owsiridits, they set sail for the shores
of Natal. They believed they would find fresh ecomo opportunities at these
colonial outposts that had a ready-made clienteléhe form of the indentured
laborers and natives. They were informed about ethémsnds via regular
advertisements in the local newspapers put forthiheyshipping companies plying
between Natal and the ports of India and by stafebie success of traders such as
Aboobaker Amod.

Aboobaker Amod, an Indian trader from Mauritius vilas first trader to set
up shop in Natdf. He imported goods for sale to the indentured Afritans but
soon starting exporting cured fish back to Indiae Enormous success of his business
led him to start his own shipping line and in tim@es of his success reached his
native place in Gujarat. Soon, others followed ani they set up retail shops, trading
mostly in textiles, spices and printing. These pemindian traders did well as they
had certain advantages over White traders givertlies knew which products would
be in demand among their buyers and that they wéliag to offer commodities at
discounts and on credit. In 1872 the free Indiaputetion totalled approximately
5000 but by 1893 they totalled around 26,608t the same time, a significant
middle class of Indian migrant-clerks, lawyers,cteers and nurses also came to

South Africa and they were also counted in the safkhe free/passenger Indians.

¥ Satyagrahdn South Africa, 1928; 21
34 Solomon Commission Report, 1914; 16
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The Coolie Community

In the vocabulary of the White settler society outh Africa all these various
groups, despite obvious differences in gendergimel, caste and socio-economic
status were lumped together within the categoric@dlie.” In Tamil, ‘kuli’ referred
to payment for menial work for persons from the éstvievel of the labor market and
in Guijarati, the Kuli’ were a tribe whose members were often descrilseblabers
and plunderers. In this move frokuli to coolie, “the distinct humanity of the
individual was, in a single move, appropriated aficthinated” (Breman and Daniel,
1992; 269-70) and personhood of the Indians, indedtand free, removed and
replaced by a racist stereotype. Indian people vadenmtifiable and visible only as the
‘coolie’ for the colonialists and professional das of Indians carried labels such as
‘coolie doctor’ and ‘coolie barrister’ and ‘coolrirse’ which were used for grouping
as well as inferiorization of these professionalsskes. In the context of the Chinese
coolie system in America, Jung (2005) points outodfies were never a
people...Rather, coolies were a conglomeration ofatamaginings that emerged
worldwide in the era of slave emancipation, a pobai the imaginers rather than the
imagined” (2006; 5). In official documents, thelatal government classified all
Indians and other Asiatics as the ‘Coolie Communityhile this masks the fact that
the ‘community’ in fact, was highly stratified arskgregated, comprising various
socio-economic and cultural backgrounds, as disecussrlier, it also points to the
easy categorization that was necessary in ordegstablish ‘the colonial rule of
difference’ (Chatterjee, Partha 1993) or what ievin as the essentialized difference
between colonizer and colonized that justified dwance and was codified through
colonial law. Gay Seidman argues in the contexthef socio-economic relationship

between Whites and Blacks during the Apartheid goetinat “White supremacy
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involved not only racial discrimination but, just anportantly, a specifically racial
class system where racial identities marked cldatus (1999; 423) and this
argument can be extended to apply to Indians intlSédrica during the colonial
period as well. | shall not detail the various dndian laws at this point since |
address these extensively in Chapter 3, but | stza# here that with the growth of
Indians in the colonies, Indians slowly came tordgarded as a menace. In a bid to
appease the White settlers, the government, befodeafter the formation of the
Union, was forced to pass restrictions on theimecoaic activities as traders and as
ex-indentured workers, on their encroachment imoan spaces, on their political
rights as British imperial citizen-subjects, onithight to vote, to reside and, to enjoy
legally recognized marriages.

From 1897, with the introduction of the Indian Ingration Act®, the colonial
government tried to restrict the immigration of dfdians. For example, the
qualification for entry into the colony was basead @vnership of property and the
knowledge of a European language, thus effectiwmming the migration of
Indians without being overtly raci&tlt is argued (Freund 1995, Meer 1996) that the
principal reason for this restriction is the fabatt while most White settlers who
owned large plantations supported the import ofemdred Indians, they felt
threatened by the spread of the Indian merchamtatentially, the ex-indentured in
skilled work. With the passing of the £3 tax oniedentured workers and their
children, the government effectively forced theentlired to remain in indenture or

return to India. | deal with the tax in detail inapter 5.

% CO 48/109/11 TNA, PRO
% | discuss the immigration laws in Chapter 5 sieeas one of the causes that led to the
strike of 1913.
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The Arrival of Gandhi

Scholars (Huttenback1971, Meer 1980, Bhana and &/20685) often cite the
arrival of Gandhi to be the turning point in thestbry of Indians in South Africa.
Prior to his arrival, political action by Indianstlers and workers was individualized
and spontaneous, attracting little attention andeggting no real change. Mongia
(2006) argues that there is a danger of infusingdBawith the qualities of the
Mahatmabefore he underwent his training in colonial peditin Natal but it also
cannot be denied that with Gandhi’'s presence, mtt@&ame organized and marked a
new phase of resistance and struggle for non-distaitory action. Gandhi came to
South Africa to fight a case for Dada Abdullah, rarpinent Indian merchant who
needed legal assistance regarding a case in thesvea (see fig 2.7). In his
autobiography and elsewhere, Gandhi documentauhsise at the way Indians were
treated and his deep discontent at everyday aatscedm that he and other Indians
had to enduré’ In 1894, when the colonial legislature sought tsedfranchise
Indians through an amendment to the Immigratiomé&mese Act, he recognized the
need for a political organization and was instrutakim establishing the Natal Indian
Congress (henceforth, NIC) as a forum for the mtaia of the rights Indians had as
imperial subjects of the Crown. Abdullah Haji Adamas its first president and
Gandhi was the honorary secretary. Here, it is n@mb to note that for Gandhi and
other Indian elites in South Africa, the fight aggtithe administration was framed by
the same exclusionary principles that were usethbyWhites. Wealthy merchants
dominated the NIC and the main issues that itipagd and protested against were

those pertaining to elite class interests. Moreothes NIC had a membership fee of

" Gandhi’s deep shame and anger at being throwaf@utrain compartment at
Pietermaritzburg for being an Indian has been datumented in numerous biographies on
him.
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£3 per annum, which made it beyond the reach ofafonmty of Indians, most of
whom were indentured workers. Thus, political mgpation to challenge the
restrictive legislation against the Indian commymiias selectively organized around
class positions and initially indentured laboreesavleft out of this form of political
organizing.

By the end of the decade, Gandhi had establisimeself as the spokesperson
for Indian concerns, although these were mostlctireerns of the merchants, and as
the primary petition writer for merchant class ant. In 1903, recognizing the need
to reach a larger audience and the need for orgémiz he started thelndian
Opinion’, the first Indian newspaper in South Africa whalhyed a fundamental role
articulating grievances of Indians, bringing thearttie attention of other Indians and
the colonial authorities alike in London, South iédr and in British India. One of the
strategic and creative ways in which Gandhi attexhpod gain legitimacy in the eyes
of the Empire was with the establishment of the Afabce Corps during the Boer
War. Historians accuse Gandhi for being a Britigyalist given that he voluntarily
extended an ambulance service to the British dutiegwar’® While that is hard to
disagree with, | argue that this reading is toopdistic. Gandhi recognized the power
of this volunteerism as visible proof of the stadfigndians as legitimate members of
the Empire who would fulfill duties to the Crown iéhdemanding rights. Initially,
their offer was rebuffed but later accepted leadBandhi to declare, “Indians came
to the conclusion that they would offer their seed, unconditionally and absolutely
without payment, in any capacity....in order to shibw colonialists that they were
worthy subjects of the Queeff The Ambulance Corps provided medical services to

wounded soldiers at the battlefront and consistedround a thousand stretcher-

% See for example, Guha in “Discipline and Mobilize’Subaltern Studies Volume VII
%9 “Indian Ambulance Corps”, Collected Works, Volgge 129
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bearers who took considerable risk to life to penfdhis important task. The traders
who did not volunteer provided monetary support aations. When the British

accepted the offer, it fundamentally implied thHa¢ Crown legitimized this claim of

being ‘worthy subjects’ and for Gandhi, this mabe tisks of the Ambulance Corps
well worth the effort.

As stated in Chapter 1, in this early period ofirtlséay there is a discernible
pattern of accommodation and resistance in themrgtof Indians in South Africa.
Positing themselves as imperial citizen-subjectthef Empire and hence, the bearer
of rights in the British colonies of South Africthey initially appealed to colonial
authorities as fellow civilized citizens of the @no and | explore this aspect in
Chapter 3. When these tactics failed, under thelagé of Gandhi they resorted to
resistance that was modeled along the lines ofiymsssistance, leading to the two
Satyagrahacampaigns- the first campaign in 1908 and the ivadadian strike of
1913. Chapter 4 and Chapter 5 analyze this forresiStance in detail. Thus, Indians
in South Africa during the early part of their magion history constructed their
identity in conjunction with racialized systems difference set up by the colonial
system, thereby constantly marking their distinttfoom Blacks and other colored
races either via petition writing or via claimingoral ground through nonviolent
resistance. In both of these strategies, Indiaaisneld a higher status for themselves
by virtue of being ‘deserving and worthy’ citizealfgects of the Crown.

This script of ‘worthiness’ forces me to draw atten to a topic | shall touch
upon briefly in the dissertation- essentially, tiedationship between natives and
Indians during my period of study. There have bgery few studies that have
examined social relations between natives and hsdien the early period of

migration, though there was obviously some intéoacbetween these two social
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groups. Blacks worked on the plantations along \hih Indian indentured laborers
but according to Bhana and Vahed (2005), thereitile linformation on their
relationships. Their data reveals that on sometalemms Black were employed as
Sirdars(overseers) and this was the cause for considefatii®on. For the merchant
class, the natives were nothing more than a sizal@eket for their cheap good,
viewing themselves as superior with the help ofoo@l racial hierarchies and
employing racial slurs such &affirs for them as evident in some of the petitions
reviewed in Chapter 3.

The Blacks resented the Indians for their abilitgdmpete in the open market
for access to land for agriculture, and for thedustry as market producers once they
had a plot of land (Freund 1995, Hughes 2007). TWese the preferred tenants and
this edged natives out of the business of smaicalgural production. Anti-Indian
feelings were exacerbated with colonial laws, whiokated Blacks and Indians
differently, and the discriminatory attitudes of itghlandowners, missionaries and
other officials lent credence to native resentnéribdians. Hughes documents these
attitudes towards Indians among the native tribghen Inanda valley in the early part
of the twentieth century and stateéfricans and Whites alike, found it convenient to
blame Indians for all manner of social ills” (200Z61). A case in point is the
relationship between John Dube, one of the firsicBISouth African leaders and the
first president of the African National Congressl @&eandhi. While the two men were
acquainted with each other and respected the ethexivs, they did not believe in
developing common cause and in fact, both at varamcasions expressed distinctly
racist views about the other’s racial group. Theickgrounds had much in common,
including being the representatives for their comitieis and being newspaper editors

and even sharing a printing press. However, thétndit encourage them to seek a
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larger constituency for their struggle and they wlad seek to build ties across racial
boundaries (Hughes, 2007; 168-72).

As explained in Chapter 1, this dissertation exasithe history of Indians in
South Africa in the first phase of their yearshe tountry, up until the departure of
Gandhi in 1914. While outside the purview of thisgis, | would like to add that after
1920 (the second phase of their existence in Séditita), with the rise of the
colonial born Indians or the children of the exantured class a more cohesive pan-
Indian identity began to emerge. While the policefs the Union government
continued its anti-Indian program, Indians grew enoesilient and a new set of
leaders, born and raised in South Africa began nwerge. They developed
connections with natives and other colored racegedisas pursued Indian interests.

Ramsamy analyzes the complicated history of thearmé between the
African National Congress (henceforth, ANC) and i€, which began in 1947 with
the joint declaration of co-operation between tHeCA the NIC and the Transvaal
Indian Congress, and known as the Doctors’ Pactaigees that Indians in South
Africa occupied shifting political positions basexh their unique experience of
belonging and alienation (2010; 51). Today, destitecelebration of multi-cultural
ethnic diversity in the post-Apartheid period, ks remain vulnerable to anti-Indian
sentiments that are driven by class-based antagen(007; 468-470).

Moving back to the period of study for this disaéidn, | now examine the

social context of Indians in the first phase ofitle&istence in South Africa.

Understanding Social Context

While it is obvious that class was an importanttdadn the lives of the
indentured and the elite merchant classes, cultnalkers such as religion and

ethnicity and social categories such as genderpsed an important and complex
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role in determining the social context of the migraopulation. At the same time,
these categories were largely determined by théalscontext itself as life as a
colonial migrant was raced, classed and genderetebgolonial project, “both at the
level of its ideologies of legitimation as well isthe deployment of specific means
and modes of governance” (Mongia, 2004; 751).

| begin this section with a discussion of womeneimdired migrants (See fig
2.8). For every hundred men that left India, Natak legally obliged to procure at
least forty women. Recruiting agents in India hagsiderable difficulty in achieving
this target. The Protector of Indian Immigrantsamed in 1895, “The scarcity of
women has been a continual anxiety, and, weretifardhis scarcity, we could have
shipped many more Coolie€®* Whilst some women emigrated willingly as part of a
family single women labeled “outcasts” by societydows and prostitutes emigrated
as they sought a better life. Many women were dised through deception.
Aboobaker Amod, the first passenger Indian refetcedarlier testified at the Wragg
Commission, “The coolies are recruited under falsgenses in very many instances,
for example, - | know an Indian woman, a Brahmihe $elonged to Lucknow;
through a quarrel with her mother she made a pilgge to Allahabad; when there
she met a man who told her that, if she would wehie would be able to get twenty-
five rupees a month in a European family, by taktage of the baby of a lady who
lived about six hours sea journey from Calcuttee sfent on board and instead of
taking her to the place proposed she was brougMatal. | know of many similar

cases™!

“0 Report of the Protector of Immigrants for the y&885, page 61, Documentation Centre,
University of Westville, Durban
“yS Meer, Documents of Indentured Labour — Natal1t8817, page 390
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Under the indentured system, women recruits werbjest to greater
exploitation than their male counterparts. The pheas of their labor, given the fact
that they were the lowest paid workers in the cpldaring indenture led to their
highly devalued position. According to Act 14 of5B¥, men were to be paid at the
rate of 10 shillings per month for the first yedrimdenture rising by a shilling a
month for each successive year. Women who workeglwed half the amount paid to
men. The law stated that married women were nagetito work if pregnant or ill
and that employers had to provide them with rati@xommodation and medical
care. However, since only Christian marriages weeognized and most of the
women were Hindus and Muslims, whose unions did emiform to the legal
definitions of marriage, and the women did not heseourse to the benefits of this
right. Single women were of course, convenientlft Bompletely out of these
benefits. Beall says that in reality, all women,rnea or single, and children were
denied rations on many estates unless they work@®0( 94). It was expected that
the subsistence needs of women and children whe tuaproductive’ would be met
by the wages of men, which in reality, were too gegao do so. Thus, while their
labor was devalued, employers increasingly realtbedvalue of women’s’ labor on
tea and sugar plantations and tacitly pushed tlo@rards being constantly employed,
but at half the men’s wages. At the same time,a$ wconomically beneficial to the
employers to have a labor force that could be drawars and when their labor was
required and sent back to the barracks when itneaswhereupon wages and rations
ceased (Bhana 1991; 82).

However, apart from the indentured system of labegimentation and

control, women workers faced additional pressufessargued by Beall (1990) and

*2CO 48/59 TNA, PRO and FO 154/18 NAI
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Bhana (1991), women’s’ tasks in the labor processevunskilled and this precluded
them from developing the skills or experience teegihem any bargaining power.
Second, cultural constructs prevented Indian wofr@m being allowed to acquire an
education when it became a possibility for male igrants. These factors, along with
the reproductive responsibility of replenishing tbeeap labor force as well as
maintaining the labor force on a day-to-day basi®ugh their domestic roles,

reduced their potential for finding a way out oflémture. Morgan (2004) argues that
under slavery, women were seen as sexualized badakshis predicated their abuse
in the workplace as well in terms of gender reladlips. This argument can be
extended to the female indentured population as. Vsl Kale argues (1998; 74),

under indenture women were oppressed not only akernbut also on account of
their gender. The colonial government was also @fattis abuse as all complaints by
indentured women of sexual abuse by planters amdseers were ruled away by
invoking the promiscuity of the women involved. Beeertifies, “Women were

represented in official documents as ‘quotas wéhereal disease™ (1990; 107). The
indentured labor system denied couples of any samobl of family life and often

separated husband and wife and children from pat®ngssigning them to different
plantations and in the eyes of the White commuthigyindentured were incapable of
sustaining bonds of mutual affection and care. &ahsence of family ties and the
active encouragement of the colonial governmeritmigort women who exchanged
sexual favors for sustenarfitallowed for the persistence of the colonial mytts

colored bestiality and overactive sexuality (Mc@ick 1995, Stoler 2002, Morgan
2004). For example, Dr. Tritton of Umzinto whenesfhg testimony about familial

relations among the indentured before the Wragg r@igsion states that economic

43 C0O 384/12 TNA, PRO discusses the menace of velndisemses at the Indian docks
allegedly caused by prostitutes.
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desperation resulting from difficult circumstansegh as the illness of one’s husband
led women on plantations into prostitution but mthran that, “I distinctly think that
they do it for the love of lust*

It has been argued in the context of other colowiegh imported indentured
labor that since women were scarce in the earlys@had indenture, their scarcity
value gave them considerable power in relation ém,nand that by moving from one
partner to another women could not only remain petelent but could benefit
materially (Kale 1998). This ignores the fact thmatbility and scarcity did not change
the underlying exploitation of women workers frohe texisting patriarchal system
and thus, while they were free to move and charaggners it was not a liberated,
self-informed choice in all cases but often, a des{g measure against violence. If
they changed partners, they moved from being thenoan-law ‘wife’ of one worker
to being the common-law ‘wife’ of another, opertlte same circles of abuse and still
requiring male protection.

However, this is not to suggest that women undéeniture were wholly
oppressed by their condition. Although there isagpaucity of documents relating to
indentured women directly, a careful reading of ¢béonial archives, especially files
pertaining to cases being brought before the Piatex Indian Immigrants, reveals
glimpses of the everyday resistance by women uimtlgnture. These acts would
attempt to indirectly circumvent the system and Mqurovide a brief burst of self-
affirmation against the brutality of their livesorSe of these acts include desertion in

protest against conditions on the plantatfBnsshamming sickne$8, refusal to

4 Meer, Documents of Indentured Labor, page 417

* For example, the manager of the African BoatingnPany, Mr. Murray writes to the
Protector of Indian Immigrants on™4November 1904 in reply to the latter's inquires
regarding indentured woman Latchmy, No. 105458 waa filed a sexual complaint against
the employer Mr. Cherion. His letter makes it cldaat Latchmy had deserted the plantation
in defiance of strict laws against movement outfidepremises. He writes, “This woman has
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work*’, lodging complaint®, and being difficult and insolefit All of these serve as
instances of how women indentured workers as serimafiubjects sought to subvert
the power of their employer and the latter’'s cantreer their labor power. Even
though these acts did not have any lasting impadt their complaints were not
treated seriously by the Protector, nonethelesy, threatened the system and forced
their way into being written into history as actisgbjects expressing displeasure
against structural constraints.

Turning to the case of ‘passenger’ Indian womea, gltture is complicated
by the fact that there is no real evidence of the#sence in the colonial archives. As

Hiralal says, unlike indentured women, “one of ttiallenges in reconstructing an

formed some undesirable acquaintances in townthendtatement made by her is untrue. She
left Mr. Cherion’s premises on the night in questieven though this is forbidden, and slept,
away from here, somewhere in town. He has had deradile trouble with her, and with your
permission we will transfer her to Mr. Morris RedduDAR, II, Minute Paper 2529/1904,
vol. 1/131

“6 For example, W.A Cochrane writes to the Proteofdndians Immigrants on 38February
1905 regarding an indentured woman in his empla@ywtes, “The woman in question was
supposedly taken ill on the Tuesday. We supposéld avibilious attack or something of a
very slight nature.” He explains why he didn’t séodthe doctor since “there is hardly a day
passes without one man or woman saying he or stsicks. As you must be fully aware,
coolies are always shamming illness to shirk wanke day, so that it is difficult to tell the
real from the false” DAR, Il Minute Paper 249/190|. 1/100.

*"The manager of the estate La Meeresy writes t@thtector of Indians Immigrants on 26h
October 1911 regarding indentured woman Muniamad, ®§6579 “ She is dressed in a
stylish way. Though she has received no money fiteenestate for the last twelve months,
she now declares that she will not do any work adeter in the fields. My objection to give
this woman household duties is that she has sdffezeeral times from venereal diseases and
| request you to transfer her to another employB¥AR, Il Minute Paper 145/1911, vol.
1/178

“8 Sinnammah, (Indenture No. Unknown) signed a déipasbn " June 1904 before the
Magistrate A. J Taylor stating that ‘on Saturdast,l& came to this office to complain against
my master Mr. McKenzie of Nottingham Road. He aksdume with a sjambok on Friday
last because | declined to be in the veldt allldaking after his horses grazing there. When |
came to the court, | was accompanied by my husladwe were both arrested for being
found without passes and, notwithstanding, thastated we had come to complain, we were
kept in prison for four days.” DAR II, Minute Pap®835/1904 Vol/1/128

9 Reunion Estate owner R J Bundy writes to the Rtoteof Indian Immigrants about Kotee,
an indentured woman in his employ who had beenesing for a transfer to a particular free
Indian for £120 “....| absolutely refused, sayihgttl was not a coolie trader, she does all she
can to do everything wrong. She told some Indiare lthat she would force me to send her
back to you, by making herself objectionable andilddhen beg that you let her be free for
the ten months she has to do to complete her ind#nDAR II, Minute Paper 233/95
Vol1/123
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accurate gendered view of the migration of ‘pase€nipdians is the absence of
archival records such as passenger lists, captaigs’and Medical Reports and Port
Records” (Hiralal forthcoming 2014; 3). This is bese most often ‘passenger’
Indian women migrated as part of a patriarchal fanmit in their roles as wives, and
as mothers. Migration laws determined their statuslependent on their husbands as
only the married wives of legally domiciled men wedlowed entry into the colonies
and later, into the Union. Thus, a woman'’s iderdityl citizenship was constructed in
relation to her legal marital status, making hesition highly vulnerable to the
possibility of abuse. “While the Natal and latee tnion government permitted the
entry of wives and minor children through legal mhels, women were still subjected
to multiple vulnerabilities, in relation to the kgrights of widows of domiciled
Indians, the non-recognition of customary Indianrmages and spousal violation of
their migration rights” (Hiralal, 2014; 9). If thenplementers of the immigration
process remained unconvinced about the legal stgradia passenger Indian woman,
she was declared a ‘prohibited immigrant and denentry into the colony.
Ostensibly, a woman deemed suspicious could beduamay on grounds of being a
prostitute. Thus, the state sought to control aglliate sexual relations within its
borders by regulating those entering it. In theternof U.S immigration systems,
Eithne Luibheid argues that through the processetdctive admission, immigration
control upholds patriarchal norms and articulates state’s desire towards sexual
regulation and hetero-normative marital struct2803; 21). This argument can be
extended to the case of Indian women in South Afribough in this context, it was
mediated by class since it was only middle classg@ager women who were subject
to arbitrary selective admission procedures. Indhge of indentured women, it was

their labor power that exempted them from thesestuDnce admitted into the colony,
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middle class women remained largely invisible irblpu spaces, dwelling in the
privacy of the trader's homes, immured and dulyested with family honor under
patriarchal norms. Thus, their participation in theike of 1913 is extremely
surprising and is of huge social import. | shalura to this theme in detail in chapter
5.

Religion added yet another layer of complexity ke tsocial universe of
migrant Indians who established a wide range afiimis customs and traditions in
Natal which were not merely transplanted from Indi#& often, transformed and
molded into a new set of religious practices arstalirses that was better suited to
their current lives. In the context of Fiji, BrigaL notes, “Migration and indenture
disrupted the Girmitiyas (indentured workers) relis and cultural life. There were
few shrines and sacred places, few murtis or imatms learned men, pundits
(Brahmin priests), or maulvis (Muslim priests) \adsin the scriptures to impart
moral and spiritual instruction” (Lal 2004; 17).i$ltan also be applied to the context
of South Africa, leading to more fluid, interpregivand non-monolithic form of
Hinduism and Islam.

As stated earlier, indentured recruits were moldilydu (85%) from densely
populated and highly impoverished agricultural oeg, and belonging to low and
middle status castes. Bhana (1991) documents thte @nd class composition of
indentured Indians in Natal between 1860 and 19%lJexamining ship lists and
argues that while the migrants were mostly Hindamflow socioeconomic classes, a
huge variety of caste identities were noted in doeuments (1991; 114). At the
Madras port, these passengers were mostly Tantgésasich a€avarai, Padiachy,
Palla, Odda, UpparaandVanniah all of which are middle status field laboring s

as well asMadiga, MollaandPariah which were the low castes with ‘untouchable’
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occupations such as tanning leather and burningehd (1991; 71-7). Together, they
made up about 20% of the migrant population. Inc@#h, while some passengers
were low castes such &hamarsand Ahirs and belonged to the poorer classes of
landless people, Bhana argues that ship lists eraiena higher proportion of people
belonging to traditionally land owning middle/upp=astes such asurmis, Kacchi,
Koiree andMurao who had been impoverished with the new coloniadi Ipolicies in
British India. Muslims formed 13% of the indenturietmigrant population and came
mostly from the Madras port. It is important to ediere that the ship lists also
enumerate their caste identities, thereby providivigence for the existence of caste
like structures among Indian Muslim&shraf(of Arab and Pathan descent) akifaf
(Hindu converts) were the two defining categoried ananyAijlaf Muslims would
present their previous Hindu occupational caste911969). Indentured Indian
Christians were a small minority measuring no mibv@ 3%. Unfortunately, not
much is known about them from the colonial recoads ship lists other than that
they were again, mostly low caste Hindu converi$ eame from the southern parts
of India (Bhana 1991, Bhana and Brain 1990).

However, | do approach these statistics with a gemndof caution. Since most
of this data is self-enumerated, | believe thatecasd religious identities could be
molded and changed according to individual motoagirelated to issues of privilege
and discrimination. At times, recruits self-repdrtelower caste since the officials did
not want Brahmins and Muslims and at other timlesy tself-reported a higher caste
in order to gain social leverage among other Inglimm the ship and on the
plantations. As Freund argues (1995; 9), in generaste never emerged as an
organizing principle among Hindus in South Afrié@aste traditionally, depends on

an intricate web of social relations and occupatianter-dependence and that was
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impossible under the homogenized plantation systech did not dominate social
interaction. First, travelling across the seadase proximity to members of all castes
implied that caste differences could not be obskrvdoreover, asjahajbhais
(literally, ship brothers), life on the ship to h&nd in the new land was made more
bearable by thdhaiyacharyaor brotherhood among impoverished Indians of all
religious and caste denominations. It allowed thentreate a community of their
own with similar culture and tradition, real andaigined. Living in quarters that had
no caste boundaries and working alongside those fsther castes meant that one
could not duplicate beliefs and practices of puaityl pollution. Thus, caste remained
suspended; not completely absent but neither whs fiocal point of everyday |if&

In addition, at the work sites, temples and mosqwese built to create
cultural practices that reinforced their ties tadin Vahed and Bhana (2005)
document how early mosques and temples, festivals asHoli, Diwali, Chhatand
Muharram and various religious bodies regulated the sddmland interactional
patterns of most indentured Indians and providédlevark against the oppression of
their daily life. Thus, on the one hand, while eaahd religious differences had

limited scope for execution, on the other, religes a cultural practice of festivals

*% Interestingly, however, it must be noted that €astide an appearance in the interactions
between ex-indentured and traders, especially asrgmment for special privileges. For
example, some traders petitioned the governor gérfer the removal of two ‘pariah’
constables by claiming that the “two Indians hefghe pariah caste named Anjuru, and
Munsamy brothers, are appointed as constables.eTt@sstables harass Hindus in many
ways. Amongst others they require Hindus to satb@m. This, Sir, you are well aware
would not be tolerated in India, and we feel certdiat if the authorities were acquainted
with the behaviour of the two constables in questibey would at once put a stop to
it....These two Indians are sent out to execute vaniis at other times to search our houses.
We do not complain of the writs being served andcaiments' made or of our houses being
searched, but what we wish to point out is tha ffariah touches our things or makes an
arrest we [are] polluted. They also put on airs emthany ways behave in an objectionable
manner, when they are discharging their duty.” {&hand Pachai, 1984. Petition no. 21)
Thus, caste was not entirely absent and in the gadrs, it was one of the reasons for the
lack of a common consciousness.
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and worship helped create communal feelings andiggahe indentured a cathartic
release from the brutality of life on the plantatio
The festival of Muharram is especially significamhen discussing religious
practices among the indentured in South Africa. &tdim, the holy festival to mark
the martyrdom of Imam Hussian, the grandson of Rhgphet, was interestingly a
pan-Indian celebration in South Africa that brouyhislims, Hindus and Christians
together in what the colonialists called, ‘CooliariStmas’. Goolam Vahed who has
extensively studied Muharram as a social event @aNsays, “Muharram went
beyond a religious occasion. It looked increasiniyg a carnival which inverted the
normal experience of daily life” (Vahed 2002; 88Juharram was highly awaited
since it was the only occasion in the year wherkexs on different plantations could
mingle and revel “without the persistent gaze & #mployer” (Desai and Vahed
2010; 223). It involved dressing up in costumeswitums and sticks and going out
in processions with idols that were later immernsetthe river. For all the participants,
it was the one occasion to take back the stree@Buoban and fill them with their
presence, if only for a brief moment. Naturallyisttnade the colonial authorities very
nervous and it caused undue stress to the setflersexample, an editorial in the
Natal Advertiseistated that
“Muharram, or Coolie Christmas, as celebrated imban, has now become an
occasion for the Easterns on which all their inrfateatical ideas seem to let
loose. What religion could tolerate such seriesa#nes, as those enacted in
Durban during these last few days cannot be imadgiiibe hideously decked
‘tigers’ [referring to men who dressed themselvebady paint as tigers for the
procession] and gaudily attired women, alike, bezomsane. The nerve
shocking yells of those almost naked fanatics, ttogrewith the monotonous
thumping of tom-toms are sufficiently convincingatithe participants know

nothing of the history of the patron saints whoad deaths they pretend to
commemorate

°1 Natal Advertisei7 February 1906, quoted in Desai and Vahed, 2229;
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Muharram shook the controlled veneer of plantatide and made it appear
undisciplined, raucous, violent and brimming withtgnt subaltern energy. “While the
colonialists tried to control the naming the moméntthe lives of the indentured,
changing it from Muharram to Coolie Christmas, thlesre never able to control the
content and the accompanying high spirits” (Desdi ¥ahed, 2010; 235).

The participation of all indentured workers, igestive of religion and caste,
helped foster a feeling of community among indesdurworkers at different
plantations by marking the boundaries between thbms and others, namely whites
and natives. It also marked the distance betweerelite Indians and the indentured
workers since the passenger Indians and other ttlgadians did not participate in
this celebratory exhibitionist form of Muharram. p&y class Hindus attempted to
discourage indentured Hindus from participatinghiese festivities by claiming that it
“did not have sanction from true religious doctrii@Muslim traders likewise sought
to distance themselves from the exuberance of MaharAboobaker Amod in his
testimony to the Wragg Commission insisted “the ta® of Ramadan and Hajj are
the only two important events for Muslims and shkiolde set aside as public

%3 implying that Muharram was relatively unimportdior all Muslims.

holidays
Thus, while Muharram was a transgressive publie #iat built communal bonds
between the indentured, it did not automaticalgdléo a pan-Indian consciousness,
cutting across class ties.

It was only during theSatyagrahastruggle and the strike of 1913 that
indentured workers and traders came into closeacbntith each other and an ethnic

identity independent of class, grounded in recogmiof Indianness emerged. Some of

these connections were based on common religidiefand cultural norms. This is

%2 African Chronicle 19" June 1907, quoted in Desai and Vahed, 2010; 234
53 Wragg Commission, 1885-87, Documents of Indentluszbur, Y S Meer, 1980; 394
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especially visible during the strike when jail red®” suggest that strikers would
invoke stories from religious texts such as the &mna and the Koran during mass
meetings in jail that would involve all, the indered and the middle class colonial
born and traders. Ringleaders were quick to reezegtiie power of assembly and the
hub of activity in various places across Natal wére Hindu temples and Muslim
mosques. Leaders like Thambi Naidoo addressed sraivthese sites and this helped

bridge the gap between the diverse groups.

Conclusion

In this chapter, | have attempted to provide afbmirative of the social
circumstances of Indian migrants in colonial SoMiica and in the early years of the
Union. This account lays the groundwork for the pthes that follow. Essentially,
Indians were a diverse social group, as is eviflem this description, in terms of
class, caste, religion, gender and ethnicity. Theeryday life and life chances were
fundamentally different and hence, to call themcanimunity’ is premature and
incorrect. However, at certain moments, there viwes dtrengthening of the bonds
between the individual and the community and betweksparate individuals
separated by colonial social formations, leadingateense of a nascent national
identity rooted in the land left behind. | identififree important factors for this
development- the forging of an imperial citizenfgab identity, the birth of the idea
of Satyagrahaand the Natal strike of 1913. These factors fone themes of the
chapters that follow and by exploring the tensiormtradictions and connections
that tie these dynamics together; | present annalte social history of Indians in

South Africa.

>4 Chief Inspector of Jails Report to Colonial Gowsts Office CO 879/113/66 NAUK



Fig 2.1

INDENTURED WORKERS WITH IDENTIFYING NUMBERS

Source: KCL, Durban
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Fig 2.2

{

N OTIGE.“IMMIGRATION DEPARTMENT.
THE Acting Protector of Im’migmnts, in continuation of & previous Noti

now has the honour to - publish, for the information of Planters and wh
it may concern, the exact terms upon which Indian Immigrants have been enlis
for service in Natal, -

F. ELTON, Acting Protector of TIwmigrants
Immigration Department, August 17, 1874,

You will be taken free of expense to Calcutta, and, while there, will be wy
fed and Properly lodged until the 8hip sails; and should you be ill, the greate
care will be taken of you.

When the ship is ready, you will be supplied wi
ships are ssiacﬁe&? and ¢

medicines, and other appliances on board

comfort, and safety, will be most carefully attended to. The
has appointed officers, who are most strict i i
these advantages,

» there is a Protector of Immigrants res
to advise you at all times during your residence there. You will ba located on

interfered with, ang both Hindoos ax
Mahomedans are alike protected, :

You will find over 5,000 of your countr men settled there,

You will have a house rent free to live in, with plenty of garden ground
cnltivate at your leisure, and care is taken not to Separate families and relatives,

The climate is remarkably healthy, and there 18 an abundance of good wales
fruits, and vegetables, If you are ill, medical attendance, medicines, and nourigh
ment, are provided free of charge,

ou will be required to cultivate sugar-cane

molasses, Great variebies of work, either for gt
children, are available,

ou will have to work for five years,

and to make sugar, rum, an
rong men or for women anl

scecond year, Rs, 5% monthly ; for the thirq year, Rs, ¢ xhonthly; fbr the fourt}
ear, Rs, 6} monthly ; for the fifth year, Rs, se The

© women are pa;
‘half wages, and the children in proportion, ;

fter five Jears you ‘may return to Indig ab your own ©xpense, and after te
years you will be entitled to g passage back,

ou will receive rations as follows ;—
14 Ibs. of rice daily, or for three days in the week in

lisu of rice 2 1bs of
Dholl 2 1bs. per month,

Salt Fish = 2 o+

Ghee or oil ., . i . |

Salt . 1

Ea 3

V H A FIRTH, Emigration Agent for NATAL
8, Garden Reach, Caloutta, 21st March, 1874,

EMIGRATION AGENT’'S NOTICE, Source: KCL, Durban
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Fig 2.4

ARRIVAL IN DURBAN

Source: KCL, Durban
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- ’ s (MANE) . ,
CONTRACT OF SERVICE WITH INDIAN
IMMIGRANTS.

L

e it Bemembered, :
- ;
That ox this jj day of @/ <
"% fhe Yoar of uxrZord Ome Thousand Eight Hundred and Exmhey! M_

/ Eeererae
and jg : g Indian lun&mnf,
N, appeared bofore me,

& f 2/ o %f Protector of Immigrants,
made Lis marX f ¢4 lkcfoijowing Contract of Sereice s—

and in my presence signed (Gr

The said ,’ : < ngrecs ty
Aire the u.rﬂ'a-: of the said India rG%WIA—J}IM Linwigrant ngrees te
readsr the said ’
Ais srreices “ia lb;fiyncilyvqf General /.«50&:2%1- Fire Years, Commencing on (ke

(ﬂ day of m,« s I8 the Yoar of onr Jord
S Oue Thowsond Eipht Hundred and & W

And it is Jurther &greed between the said Purtics, that the said Tsdian Lrwie

granl shall be emplowed as abore for sir days in cadi: tooel, saoe as in sneh T is mentioned,

" sad that the Aours of lndour shall not bz more than nine Adure dally, betwees “axarier and
cunact, scith a break of &t least an hoxr for rest. : It

And it is_further agreed betwore said /ﬂ:rﬁu, :luzé the suid

shall

Py Lo the seid Fudinn Dommigrant, asilch servant o afvrescid, ed ul and wfler the rope
©/ TEN ayiLLINos for the firge Year, ELRVEX suu.\.mo%r the srcond year, TwRLY R .
AUILLINGS fur the third year, THIRTEEN BUILLINGS for the fourth Yewr, YoUutgyy
RULLLINGS fur the fifth Year, for the remuneration ef the scrvices of the seicd Indian Linme-

grant, and that such toriges shall be paid on (&ﬁr:w:aeh month,

A wid lastly, the sqid
eloth keredy bind and oblige himaelf to Jioe, grant, awnd provide, to afd for the said Irddies
Tmmigrant, and _for sk fawily & may be allotied, good and eomfuliable Indying, wholesmsr
wud suitable food, mud proper medical atténdanes wnd meciiciaes, during the perisd for which
this present contract is made, and otherssise to observe axd fslAl all the conditions ond obii-
gations gf the Coolie \J',a:u @ the Colony so_far as the some are applicable to this Contract

and Agreement.
e F’?,gj_%me,

el ¢ 27 : 2,
R - Artetiy (ol }I:I ><|n rk.
The preceding Agresment esas sigred by pha ebodd-namaed Parilcn in my presence,

o8 the day asd yowr above seritien, roluatarly, e sams being, as far as I am able te juspe, .

Sully mnderstood by them respectively, R . W}?

Froeecior of Tmm fFramis.,

‘ | 06921
CONTRACT OF SERVICE FOR INDENTURED WORKER BANDHU N

Source: Documentation Centre
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Fig 2.7

GANDHI AT HIS OF-FIC-E, 1883

Source: KCL, Durban
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Fig 2.8

Source: KCL, Durban
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CHAPTER 3

IMPERIAL CITIZENS/COLONIAL SUBJECTS: AN ANALYSIS OF
PETITIONS®

“We are British Citizens and are entitled to, aridim all British citizens’ rights.”
Dadabhai Naorojf

Imperial Citizenship as a Concept

In 1858, Queen Victoria passed what came to berresfeto as ‘The
Proclamation’, that formally acknowledged India asdominion of Great Britain.
Indians were recognized as her official subjectbwaare promised the following:

“We hold ourselves bound to the natives of our andierritories by the
same obligations of duty which bind us to all othvey subjects, and those
obligations, by the blessings of Almighty God, wealé faithfully and
conscientiously fulfill.®’
In 1908, on the fiftieth anniversary of this Prauktion, her son and successor King
Edward “in commemoration of the exalted task thhaé tBritish Crown had
undertaken” by bringing “some three hundred miioof the human race, under
British guidance and control” that allowed him “smrvey our labors of the past
century with a clear gaze and good consciencegtastingly declared,
“Important classes, among you [Indians], represgnideas that have
been fostered and encouraged by British rule, claquality of
citizenship, and a greater share in legislation gaxernment. The politic

satisfaction of such a claim will strengthen, mopair, existing power and
authority.™®

°5 This chapter is a reproduction with some changesaaditions of my article, “Citizen or
Subject? Blurring Boundaries, Claiming Space: Indian Colonial South Africa’Journal of
Historical Sociology Vol 6, Issue 4, December 2013, pg. 479-502.

%6 Dadabhai Naoroji in his Presidential Address ®Twenty-Second session of the Indian
National Congress in 1906 pressed this claim basdtie Queen’s Proclamation.

°" A. Berriedale Keith, edSpeeches and Documents on Indian Policy, 1750-20@11.,
1922, 382-386.

%8 Ibid. Pg. 395-410
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These two statements separated by fifty years iisBirule in India aptly signify the
crux of the matter with regards to the status afidns in the Empire. Indians were
conceived of by the colonial state as the infesiabjects of a benevolent queen who
were protected by the ‘goodne¥f Empire. However, in the span of fifty years,
Indians clamored for the ‘equality of citizenshifhe claim for which was based on
the Proclamation of 1858. This paradox forms thierfum of this chapter and |
examine the concept of ‘imperial citizenship’ anowhcolonial subjects in South
Africa demanded citizen rights under the rubriciraperialism. This is relevant in
constructing a social history of early Indian migsain South Africa as it provides
vital information about patterns of accommodationd aresistance to colonial
categories of discrimination in everyday life.

Imperial citizenship as a concept has only recedtgwn the attention of
historians of the British Empire. Reiko KarataniO@3), Daniel Gorman (2006),
Sukanya Banerjee (2010) and Nirja Gopal Jayal (R@i& some recent scholars who
engage with the concept of imperial citizenshigrapching the idea from different
angles and utilizing diverse case studies to déthl the fundamental question: who
had the right to call themselves a British citizerder the British Empire? According
to Jayal, “ In legal terms, the principle of judisbirth on the soil of a country-was
the normal mode of acquiring citizenship, so atisth born within the British Empire
shared the common status of being subjects of ittgeemperor. This however, was

pretty much all that was shared or common. Comnitynatonsisting of common

*|n the context of Eastern Europe and the apptinatif the rule of European difference to
this region and its people, Borécz (2006) argueas, tiThe rhetoric of European goodness is
the centerpiece in the rise of the notion of ‘Ew'dp historic prominence in the civilizational
discourse of coloniality. The civilizational rheiorof European goodness promotes a
hierarchical vision of the world, with “Europe” adws already on top”(2006; 125). This idea
of a normative and geopolitical discourse of crational and racial superiority based on the
innate ‘goodness’ of the colonizer was the basienmse of the British Crown and its
relationship to its colonies and the people oféhgaripheral, yet connected regions.
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subjection to the sovereign- rather than equalig Whe defining principle of British
imperial citizenship” (2013; 34). In principle, impal citizenship is bestowed
regardless of space, in the metropole and in thenms, and regardless of racial
difference. Karatani notes, “This seemingly benewmbhttitude is based on the idea of
imperial superiority, under which those people loa peripheries, who do not belong
to the ruling group, are regarded as equal onihénsense that they are all inferior”
(2003; 23). In other words, the imperial metropobelld imagine different racial and
ethnic groups as being enveloped within its expangirant of citizenship despite
these groups being culturally different and regdrdwstly as inferior since it was a
status of belonging that was based on loyalistheoQrown, and not one that implied
equivalence between the metropole and the perghénat ensured rights to all of its
subjects.

As is obvious, and has been pointed out by alhe§é scholars, citizenship as
a status of equality was reserved for white methefmetropole and in the dominions
and instead, non-white populations in the colomiese deemed the status of subjects
only. This observation is an important interventiorcitizenship scholarship as most
historians of imperial history have devoted thdtetion to the large structures of
imperialism, namely the military-politico fields @neconomic structures while
ignoring the importance of individual histories adéntities that always accompany
legal statuses (Gorman 2006; 9-11). Building onviloek on the concept of imperial
citizenship put forth by Karatani, Gorman, Banergged Jayal, | address a gap in this
literature. While these scholars present detaifetithought provoking discussions on

the nature of imperial citizenship from differergrgpective®, none of these works

% Karatani’s bookDefining British Citizenshig2003)is a politico-legal analysis of British
citizenship through the ages and highlights thigliiy of the idea of citizenship in Britain and
the importance of the place of subjecthood in soception. Gorman’'s bookmperial
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actually engage with the percolation of the ideangperial citizenship to the non-
white subject classes in the peripheries and theepbf importance that the concept of
imperial citizenship came to occupy in their agendaer time. Banerjee’s book
(2010) is the only one to offer a view of how InBgperceived their status as imperial
citizen/subjects but her analysis is restrictethtéoeminent statesmen of the time, thus
presenting a narrative constructed on the thougimd writing of elite Indian
intellectuals of the period. Moreover, while alltbbm acknowledge that the idea of
imperial citizenship became doubly loaded with niegnn the context of colonial
migration between the various nodes of the Empiogge of them deal with this at any
length, thus making my intervention very timely ametessary. Before moving on to
the next section, | would like to briefly remarkatithe importance of the concept of
imperial citizenship to overseas Indians is obviaisce the Imperial Indians
Citizenship Association was established in 191Bambay primarily to forward the
claim to equal status for Indian British subjectsvarious settler colonies such as
Natal, Fiji, Canada, New Zealand, etc. The orgdiumaextensively lobbied for
Indians to be included in committees at the varibmperial Conferences held to
debate on immigration and other issues concermieadegality of British subjects and
pressed the case for the Indian citizen/subjedutitt various pamphlets and other

publications in India, London and in the colonieémfortunately, there exists little

Citizenship: Empire and the question of belongisga thoughtful study of imperial
citizenship through an analysis of debates on $ised in British society in the late "20
century and among British intellectuals and statgsniere he reverts back to the metropole
to integrate the colonies and the center of theiEamp a bid to counter what he terms as a
fundamental problem with postcolonial studies of gimthat it tends to “occlude the
motivations of the dominant imperial power” (2008). Banerjee in her worlBecoming
imperial citizens: Indians in the late Victorian fpire (2010) looks at the extra-legal life of
citizenship and presents an analysis of how impestibjects pushed for the label of being
imperial citizens through a study of Indian pokiideaders such as Dadabhai Naoroji,
Suredranath Banerjea, Gandhi, and Cornelia Somaijang others. Jayal's bo@ktizenship
and its Discontent$2013) examines the history of citizenship in m@ind the illusion of
equal civic community that underlie the ideologytioé concept and the paradoxical inbuilt
modes of exclusion it necessarily contains on #ssbof class and gender.
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historical data of the group’s work in the archieesl as a result, the organization has
not been extensively studied. In the future, | hdpstorians shall take up this

challenge and rectify this omission.

Deconstructing Colonial Law

To understand the contradiction of how colonialjeats in South Africa
demanded citizen rights under the rubric of imgisnia we have to engage with the
construction and the operation of the colonial est@nd colonial law. The
establishment and maintenance of colonial powenig possible through the gradual
extension of legal and bureaucratic procedures tbatrol and classify colonial
space, colonial property and colonial bodies bynieg some activities/groups as
legitimate and suppressing others as immoral cwiuil.

David Washbrook notes, “The law may be seen toessmt a set of general
principles through which political authority andethstate (however constituted)
attempt to legitimize the social institutions anorms of conduct which they find
valuable. As such, its history reflects the streggl society to assume, control or
resist this authority”(1981; 649). Colonial law wake fulcrum upon which
colonialism ruled, constructed and re-constructselfiand yet, at the same time, for
the colonized, it was the door to redressal foirtlhggevances. Colonial law and
jurisdictional disputes are important analytic tofidr understanding social history as
they function as “general statements of princigM/ashbrook 1981; 649), as “vital,
symbolic markers of boundaries that separated @laonstituents” (Benton, 1999;
564), and as “a diffuse institutional means for ¢batrol of colonial society because
it forced indigenous litigants to adapt to a new skediscursive and institutional
structures” (Brimnes, 2003; 515). According to LauBenton, by analyzing how

colonial law operated we can arrive “at a viewhad tonstruction of the colonial state
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not as a product of either ‘external’ forces otémal’ conflicts but as an example of
a ‘colonial project’-a practice and institution hgierpetuated in policy and emerging
out of the peculiar dynamics of colonial culturadlipcs” (Benton, 1999; 565). In
other words, colonial rule was never a direct inmpms but rather a series of conflicts
over the right to rule and the nature and relatibits subjects.

Within this framework of colonial law and its irtdcies, citizenship and
subject status in these societies were further toaipd by the fact that British
colonies had a dual-law system with different foraidaws and subject status for
European and for ‘natives’ and other non-EuropebnSouth Africa, the introduction
of Roman law by the Boers conferred an additioaget of complexity to colonial
rule and subsequently led to varying claims of was a ‘rightful’ imperial citizen.
These combined legal systems marked the blurry demigs between different
categories of subjects under colonial rule. Themial state, on one hand, embraced a
moral position based on the Enlightenment ideajsisifce and equality for all and on
the other, remained committed to maintaining letisiinctions of subject and citizen
between the colonized and the White settler pojuist Mamdani terms this
contradictory colonial paradigm, common across @&fri“a double-sided affair. Its
one side, the state that governed a racially défaigzenry, was bounded by the rule
of law and an associated regime of rights. Its ro#ide, the state that ruled over
subjects, was a regime of extra-economic coercind administratively driven
justice”(Mamdani, 1996; 19). Concentrating on cakbitaw and patterns of judicial
interaction in the colony reveals the duality, tens and fault-lines that anchor
colonial governance as well as the contested nafurelonial rule.

South African law is often regarded as a hybridesys deeply influenced by

the history of successive colonial governance. ¢éosnDu Bois states, that colonial
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law “was deeply affected by local demographic, tomi and economic factors,
especially the replacement of the Dutch by theidritthe expansion of European
settlement, the subjugation of indigenous poputatiand the development of a
commercial and industrial economy”(2004; 1). Thetdbuestablished the earliest
form of a colonial legal system in Cape Colonyhe fate 17 century. Although at
first it was merely a court system that looked ittte affairs of company officials,
over time it attempted to encompass colonial gsttidaves, the Khoi-Khoi and other
migrants into a single legal order with modificatiand expansion through statutes.
However, this did not imply that the law operatedin unambiguous fashion. Rather,
the laws were in a state of great confusion wharelldecrees frequently contradicted
each other and were applied arbitrarily by untrdipeiges (Sachs, 1973; 18-20).

When the British took over the Cape in 1806 thegtkke local Roman-Dutch
law in place. However, English law treatises slowlyeaked into the courtrooms
through English lawyers and judges, and legislatioased on English Acts crept into
the local common law. Over time, colonial law ie tGape was a hybrid system of the
local Roman-Dutch law and the English procedurat. [&he colonies of Natal,
Orange Free State and Transvaal were deeply irdfbeeby the legal system in the
Cape and exhibited the same hybridity in their ld@as. After the Boer war and the
formation of the Union of South Africa in 1910, tfeur provinces were brought
under the control of the British and a more comesistegal system was established
through legislative changes.

The status of Indians within the legal system wasmlexX". For the colonies

in South Africa, Indians were colonial subjectstioé British Crown and yet, were

®1 It should be noted that it is not unique to Softica. In other parts of the British Empire,
especially those regions that received Indian itded workers, such as Mauritius, British
Caribbean, British East Africa, etc., Indians wesated as colonial subjects who were ‘not
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different in status from the white settlers in t@onies as well as from those in the
metropole. At the same time, they were legallyidcstfrom those subject to the
customary law systefff. This ambiguity of status, the increasing numbdrso
indentured and free Indians as well as their appaskill at trade and commerce
made the settlers and the colonial state anxiowsd Milner, the British High
Commissioner for South Africa, claimed, “Asiatio® atrangers forcing themselves
on a community reluctant to accept them” (ThiaGQR, 132).

Gandhi details the various laws passed againstamsdin South Africa
(1928:24-35). The first legislation directed atibms in South Africa, Law 3 of 1885,
was passed in Transvaal. It stipulated that Indi@mchants had to pay a fee of 25
Rands to register their presence in the colony thatl they had restricted property
rights in segregated areas or bazaars. Furtherdameis stipulated that Indians had
to carry passes at all times (Law 9; 1888), and thay were not allowed hold
licenses in any mining enterprise (Lawl5; 1898) faentured laborers in Natal,

under Act 25 of 1891, the provision that the exemidired were also entitled to a gift

quite white’. See for example, Brig Lal@irmitiyas: The origins of Indians in FifJournal of
Pacific History Monograph, 1983)David Northrup Indentured Labour in the Age of
Imperialism (Cambridge University Press, 1995), Marina Cart&&rvants, Sirdars and
Settlers: Indians in Mauritius 1834-187@©xford University Press, 1995), and Madhavi
Kale’'s Fragments of Empire: Capital, Slavery and Indiaméntured Labor in the British
Caribbean (University of Pennsylvania Press, 1998n analysis of colonial law in these
regions, as in South Africa, would highlight therwimess and proliferation of legal
categories that were created to control these miggraups.

®2 Here, the system of customary law that was inipplace since 1848 by the English must
be mentioned. Customary law or ‘indirect rule’ wide process whereby some ‘native’
institutions and customs were recognized as legténunder the supervision of the colonial
administrators. As Du Bois claims, “a rather elaterparallel legal system developed in this
way with its own code, unwritten (‘native’ custoryptaws and tiered system of courts, all of
which was closely connected to the developmentraathtenance of a racially segregated
and hierarchical State, economy and society” (tdirction: History, System and Sources” in
Introduction to the Law of South Afri@004:14). This was possible since the recognitibn
native laws and customs was subject to the follgwéaveat. Customary law would hold
provided it was “not repugnant to the general pples of humanity, recognized throughout
the whole civilized world”, thereby allowing theloaial state, as the flag bearer of “civilized
world”, to remake customary law as it deemed fila(Mlani 1996: 63). Mamdani calls this
system ‘decentralized despotism’ and “the hallnwdrthe colonial state in Africa” (39).
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of crown land and full citizenship rights was withdn to discourage the settlement
of Indians in the province. Act 17 of 1895 of tl@any of Natal imposed a £3 tax on
ex-indentured Indians, who fail to re-indenturereturn to India after completion of
their labor contracts. The penalty was imprisonmentdeportation. With the
Franchise Act of 1894 in Natal, Indian merchantsglanen, who until then had
qualified for the colony’s class and sex-based dinise system, were formally
disenfranchised. From 1895, when the Indian ImntigmaAct was introduced, the
colonial government tried to restrict the immigoatiof all Indians. For example, the
gualification for entry into the colony was based mwvnership of property and the
knowledge of a European language, thus effectistgmming the migration of
Indians without being overtly racist. The Black Act1906 in Transvaal required the
registration of all Asiatics over the age of eighys verifying their legal residence in
the province. All Hindu and Muslim marriages wereethed invalid in 1913,
officially making married Indian women the legallyprotected concubines of their
husbands. Other laws prohibited marriage betweeites/land people of color, put
forth various kinds of restrictions on movement amrnal migration, ordered the
fingerprinting of all Indian males and prohibiteldet carrying of arms by colored
residents.

As mentioned before, colonial laws, such as thes anglined above, marked
the boundaries between racial groups; in this daswyeen migrant Indians and the
White settler society and between Indians and estivihese boundaries were
symbolic signifiers of racialized judgments abcwe essentialized character of these
groups and of the imperative need to keep the gragparated. The laws against
Indians tell us that the state increasingly attempio control political and legal

identity, thus gaining the right to determine thatss of all, citizens and subjects
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alike. Yet, the very ambiguity in its structurevasll as the purported impersonal and
impartial nature of it implied to the colonized tlhlere was space for negotiating the
cracks. To fully understand these processes, | aoalyze the construction of
colonial identity and colonial power as well as ttetegories of citizenship and

subjecthood.

Tracking the ‘third space’ and the citizen/subjdebate

In the context of colonial Egypt, Timothy Mitcheltgues that power exists as
performance through the interaction of practice athught. For Mitchell,
colonization ‘constructs’ its subjects (‘enframeatid represented as ‘real’) for the
execution of its own power (Mitchell, 1988; 22). &eneral Smuts, the Interior
Minister of South Africa, claimed, “The Indians aisliked in South Africa for their
simplicity, patience, frugality and otherworldlireesWesterners are enterprising,
impatient, engrossed in multiplying their matemaints and in satisfying them, fond
of good cheer, anxious to save physical labor armtigal in habits.®® This
‘depersonalization through the mask of the plug@emmi, 1974; 129) allowed the
colonial regime to produce and manage the colonggda coherent, anonymous
whole, visible through observation, ordered t@fjiattern and suitably governed over
for best results.

As mentioned in Chapter 2, for the state, thesmwarmgroups, despite obvious
differences in gender, religion, caste and soc@miemic status, were lumped together
within the category of ‘coolie’ for easy categotina and dehumanization. However,
as it is now established in social theory, the @serof power is never an absolute
ideological-hegemonic system played out in striogby relationships of ruled/ruler.

It is diffused and disindividualized through sogiend power is ‘performed’ in order

®3 Gandhi,Satyagraha in South Afric2006[1928]: 84
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to maintain itself. In the context of colonial magit Indians, disputes over definitions
of identity and legal status as individual actdrstegically attempt to negotiate the
legal order to their own advantage refine the bamed of colonial law and the
colonial state but contradictorily, often this pees of negotiation draws the colonial
system into further ambiguities. Drawing on Foutaséid and Fanon, Homi Bhabha
posits a theory of colonial relations that recogrithe instability and ‘hybridity’ of
power and attacks essentialized binary models gbsiional categories (Bhabha
1985,1994). The relationship between colonizer awibnized is marked by
ambivalence and the exercise of power is fraughh vagontradictory tensions.
According to Bhabha, the colonizer fears and ‘atheéhe colonized in order to
control him but simultaneously requires the coledim order to be recognized as the
bearer of authority. In the process, however, theative of domination is altered,
creating what Bhabha terms as ‘hybridity’ or thieird space of enunciation’ where
translation and negotiation occur simultaneously ather positions emerge that
“initiate  new signs of identity, and innovative est for collaboration and
contestation”(1994; 1). Encoded within this intgtiue, interrogative and ambivalent
space lies the possibility of resistance, as adegrtb Bhabha, hybridity “unsettles
the mimetic or narcissistic demands of colonial powbut reimplicates its
identifications in strategies of subversion thaihtthe gaze of the discriminated back
upon the eye of power”’(1985; 154). While the coddnmiegime attempts to produce
and manage the ‘Indian community’ under the categbrcoolies’, the latter cannot
respond to this production of its identity withatanging the narrative of authority.
For Bhabha, neither the colonizer nor the coloniremhain within their restricted
binary space and in their interaction; they chatige nature and field of colonial

power into its hybridized form. In his understarglof resistance, ambivalence lies at
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the heart of discursive colonial power and thisbéem a form of subversion founded
on that uncertainty, or what Bhabha calls ‘spedtaaesistance’ and “other ‘denied’
knowledges enter upon the dominant discourse anange the basis of its authority-
its rules of recognition”(1985,156).

Bhabha’'s work opens a space for deconstructingnal@ower as unstable,
interruptive and transformative with liminal spadbat allow for subversion. Using
his concept of ‘the third space’, | analyze therfyibboundaries that engulf the history
of colonial Indian migrants in South Africa and @oial resistance that mushrooms in
these crevices of power. Bhabha has been criticiaedgnoring the material and
particular conditions of coloniality and for focongi on an idealized and
psychoanalytical concept of self/other (JanMohat@8b, Young 1990), for limiting
resistance to the unacknowledged acts of subversiofthe third space’ over
conscious, organized, anti-colonial material stfeg@nd for advocating a totalizing
tendency that sees the hybrid colonial subjectof@aér and colonized) as existing
outside material history (Moore-Gilbert 1997;132yuvg 1990;192). Keeping these
objections in mind, | attempt to unwrap the conce#pthe third space of enunciation’
within a material history that analyzes colonialias the lived experience of
exploitation and the denial of access to rightssoAlwhile Bhabha is insightful in
directing attention to the in-between spaces thiaeafrom the ambivalence of
colonial authority, his emphasis on subversionas that do not necessarily require
intentionality of action forecloses the possibildf analyzing the third space as one
that allows for and breeds deliberate acts of t&st®. | argue that resistance and
accommodation or subversion and mimicry of colorgategories lay within the
blurry cracks of colonial authority for colonialdians in South Africa and they

negotiated these fissures as acting subjects peoduithin colonial discourse.
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These negotiations were predicated upon colonwaldad the categories of
citizenship and subjecthood. According to Dieters@minkel (2001; 17-35), the
historicity of the concept of citizenship must ajwabe accompanied by the
historicity of the concept of subjecthood. With ttee of parliamentary reform, the
categories of the ‘subject’ and the ‘citizen’ nander coincided, as the duty of
allegiance to a crown became obsolete and the porafenatural liberties took
precedence. The use of the term ‘citizen’ in legjatutes marks the rupture from the
feudal age and the involuntary nature of subjeathtm the voluntary nature of
citizenship that was more in tune with modernity.

While citizenship in theory is a legal status irading free participatory
democratic ideals within a polity, Gershon Shafates that it is a status held under
the authority of a state, constantly contestedntbude various political and social
struggles of ‘recognition and redistribution’ (199828). These struggles attempt to
extend the scope and content of the particulargrized form of citizenship. This
necessarily implies that the concept of citizenship definition, is historically an
exclusionary category, both internally and extdynalhis status excludes those
living beyond the borders of the state as well isrominates against certain groups
within the state by denying them civic rights. Tégeriences of colonial Indians in
South Africa bring to the forefront the politics oftizenship. As Mamdani states,
“Citizenship would be a privilege for the civilizetthe uncivilized would be subject to
an all-round tutelage” (1996; 17). This code wasnded legitimate and enforceable
within the polity, rationalized through various meaincluding the use of religious

mythology*. As elaborated earlier, the colonial state sotleixtend citizenship as a

% For example, a delegation of Indians were told Rmesident Kruger, “You are the
descendents of Ishmael and therefore from your bietly bound to slave for the descendents
of Esau. As the descendents of Esau, we cannot gooito rights placing you on equality
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right to certain groups while systematically exahgdothers through discriminatory
practices that were granted legality through trecement of the laws.

However, as Piya Chatterjee reminds us, “Culturatfices of social distance
are baroque, deeply relational and in, constant” f2001:8). With the help of
colonial law, the colonial state sought to conantl manage the ‘coolie community’
but in the process of this exercise of power, tigmarked boundaries of social
distance such as those that separated ‘citizenh ffeubject’ were turned into
‘hybridized third spaces’. In order to enter thbéd&rred spaces, the colonized has to
first view himself as how the colonizer views himdathen use this knowledge to
subvert the system, either overtly or by usingablenial categories of discrimination
to his own end. This implies that the colonizedstaorcts an identity that is based on
colonial stereotypes and this identity is constaptioduced and maintain&dThis
negotiation in the construction of identity betwe®at which is forbidden and that
which is possible, makes identity a historical @sx tentative, multiple and
contingent (Wilson 2003; 3). In the context of ks in South Africa, this fluidity of
colonial identity was constantly reinforced througisistance and collaboration with
colonial categories of difference.

For colonized Indians, their self-identity was @atl on the way in which it
was framed by the colonizer and by their own detsineegotiate these framings. This
contributed to their self-imagination as the ‘ceatommunity’ in particular ways that
allowed for both, collaboration and resistancedile@ to the creation of the ‘third

space of enunciation’. Colonial Indians negotiatbdir identities as minorities,

with ourselves. You must rest content with whahtégwe grant to you” (Gandhi 2006[1928]:
31)

®5 As Stuart Hall (1993) states, in the context aisgoric cultural identity that “Perhaps
instead of thinking of identity as an already acpbsmed fact, which the new cultural
practices then represent, we should think, instefidentity as a ‘production’, which is never
complete, always in process, and always constitwttdn, not outside, representation”(223)
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aiming to dislodge the system of discriminationotigh claims of citizenship.
Following Charles’s lead who suggests that citibgmss a relational phenomenon
which involves a set of transactions between parsmal the agents of the state based
on rights of obligations on the part of both anaidesis a unique form of a contract
(1996;8), | argue citizenship as a category, alsatains the contested terrains and
political struggles on the part of those claimiriizenship practices. In the initial
years, petitions written by Indians to the Natdbaoa@l officers hint at the awareness
of colonial categories and the desired exclusiomtber minorities. Most petitions
attempt to draw attention to their complaints whalaiming faith in the benevolence
of the colonizers and make requests for changtainss In later years, when most of
these petitions were turned down and conditions raitlimprove, they moved to
Satyagrahaor civil disobedience. The edges around the cascepthe subject and
the citizen sometimes appear blurred within thealisse as petitioners use both
synonymously and this broadens the definitions bé tterms beyond their

conventional meanings.

Analyzing Petitions

Petitions operate in a double sense. At one ldgliely serve as texts that are
public documents of discontent representing grieganof both individual and
community. David Zaret claims that the written amft a petition transforms
discontented public opinion from a ‘nominal, dissiue fiction’ that exists only in
political discourse into a real, experienced enfit998; 3-10). At another level,
petitions are most often, written in a rhetoridglesthat makes an ‘appeal’ to a higher
authority, hence legitimizing the existence of tatter and recognizing the right of
the authority to exercise power over the petitisn@hus, a petition inherently carries

the moment of both- resistance to and collaboratiith structures of authority.
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‘Passenger’ Indians who were mostly traders, clemkd other professional
classes write most of the petitions analyzed is thaper. Indentured workers were
mostly illiterate and if and when they did petitidhe government, most often,
someone else drafted the petition, making it imipbsso derive a historiography that
‘recovers’ lost voices. Moreover, since the colbnachives were “intricate
technologies of rule” (Stoler, 2002; 87) that exidd marginal voices and selectively
chose discourses and documents that synergizecotiveection between dominance
and knowledge, there has been a need to rely atiopstfrom private collections
such as The Collected Works of Mahatma Gandhi awvispaper archives. Surendra
Bhana and Bridglal Pachai (1984) emphasize thatptheity of material from the
early period of Indian migrants in South Africa aBduth African history of the last
century in general, makes the production of ths$aniography especially challenging
for scholars who study this period. | do not inteadmply that these petitions are, in
any manner, wholly representative of the encounbetsveen the government and
migrant Indians in colonial Natal and in the otloetonies. Also, though a worthy
cause, my project is not engaged in excavatingrecovering’ new material on
Indians in South Africa. Instead, | use the petigi@as examples of colonial discourse,
read in the light of my theoretical claims. In thikapter, the petitions serve as
examples of the struggles of colonized migrantdndito position themselves against
the colonial ‘rule of difference’ and to negotidlhe ‘hybrid space’ effectively.

Most petitions written by Indians presented thmintest against discrimination
and exclusion. Examples of these are plentifulha documents. Abdoola Hajee
Adam et al., petitioned the Natal Governor 3hﬁ&1gust 1894, protesting against the

Immigration Bill and claiming that it was not inceordance with the principles of
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simple justice and equity® As a strategic ploy, perhaps inserted by scripestions
appealed to the fairness of the legislative pro@ess$ the petitioners’ faith in the
moral goodness of the authorities that perhapsitantionally’ discriminated against
Indians.

In a petition, cosigned by prominent Indians addrassed to the Secretary for
the Colonies, written at the time of the Union oug Africa the petitioners stated

“Placing implicit confidence in the sense of Britfglirplay and justice that
your petitioners have always been taught to relpnypmany of your
petitioners were induced to emigrate to this Cojoimg responsibility for
whose development they have been ready to shaherbpeace and in war,
where they have built their homes, and broughthgr ttamilies, in which
they have invested their capital and have estalishemselves in various
pursuits, agricultural, commercial, industrial, astderwise.

During the late Anglo-Boer war, the community regaeted by your
petitioners assisted His Majesty's troops in ey&gsible way in the capacity
of stretcher-bearers, and they raised men and mtewgrry operations of
the Ambulance Corps, and were willing to sharedtiva military service,
but their request was refused by the military adties; however, for the part
they took in ambulance work, their services werenteed in the
dispatches.

Your petitioners humbly pray that His Majesty's @mment will be pleased
to make such amendments in the aforesaid Draftohcbouth Africa as
would give to every British Indian citizen in Nateual civil rights with
other British subjects in South Africa in the epéshe law®’

This petition is written to appeal for rights undee soon to be formed new
state of the Union of South Africa in 1910. Thedaage of the petition is couched in
terms of faith in the government, reminding the gyovnent of past contributions and
duties performed as responsible and worthy citmdnjécts and represent themselves
as local subjects of a regime that is on the cddpeooming a modern republic. In
other words, they negotiate their appeal of citthem of the new nation-state through

the idiom of subjecthood. This broadens the modéreral nation-state conception of

citizenship and the discourses contained withbyitirawing attention to the fact that

® Bhana and Pachai (1984; 54)
57 TNA, PRO, CO 179/253 Apr-July 1909, 10 July 1909
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citizenship is not only about easily demarcatedtsgand duties defined by the
modern nation-state but is in fact, also a tranatviatspace that has a deep entangled
history to the concept of subjecthood and subjddie. next petition serves as another
example of this discourse.

A memorandum written by Abdul Rehman, secretarythef Potchefstroom
Indian Association, addressed to the High CommiegioLord Selborne, in October
1905, draws attention to the fact that in Rehmaiesv Indians were segregated and
treated as aliens, facing “daily instances of hiatidn through the denial of public
spaces available to Whites” only. He states onlbehall Indians,

“We mention these instances to draw Your Excelleanegtention to the

awkward position were placed through no fault of our owiWe do not

wish to burden Your Excellency with such other amstes. We have a
right, we submit, to expect the British Governminprotect us and insure
for us that freedom to which we as loyal Britishbjgats are entitled
wherever the Union Jack flie§®”

At the same time, the same theme was taken up ltHadda Moslem League
who petitioned the India Office in London to draweation to the discrimination
faced by Indians in South Africa.

“As British subjects, the British Indians in evepart of His Majesty’s

dominions are justified in expecting for their cbymen in South Africa

enjoyment at least of the elementary rights of ihitcitizenship. Out of
regard for local prejudice, the British IndiansSauth Africa have refrained
from seeking some of the privileges of imperialzeihship, but what they
demand, is just, equitable and humane treatmeunt.sifailar treatment been
meted out to any section of His Majesty’s subje€tgglish, or Indian in any
foreign state, we are certain His Majesty’s govezntrwould have at once
interfered, and that too peremptorily, to put ggmwit.”°

This petition is interesting for two reasons. Firsis written on behalf of all

Indians in South Africa by Indians in British Indand it employs the structural

® Collected Works of Mahatma Gandhi (CWMG), VoluméNé. 404
9 |OR/L/PJ/6/1283 File 4356/13, BL
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features of coloniality to claim recognition andcthood. Through the constructed
duality of colonizer/colonized the petitioners séekurn the relationship to their own
advantage to claim rights. Second, by writing te thdia Office in London, they
connect the three edges of the empire and attempake the colonial office in South
Africa accountable for its action8.

Fundamentally, the codes of racial segregatioredalsy colonial rule were
seen as discriminatory. However, the moment ofsteging discontent at these codes
also contains within it the insidious implantatiminthe same codes within the petition
discourse. In other words, the petitions used thmes racist ideology to claim
superiority and worthiness. By claiming to be ‘wWiyt subjects, Indians claimed
social distance from other ‘unworthy’ colored greuim society. In the context of
citizenship and identity politics, this practice afserting ‘worthiness’ becomes
especially vital when we attempt to untangle theoess forms of exclusion practiced
by the state as well as the groups claiming rigiteile citizenship and nationalism
are exclusionary in principle, it is equally impant to recognize the exclusionary
practices of the excluded as well. Thus, the engage in the political process for
recognition against exclusion always carries withe possibility of exclusion.

This tension is visible in various petitions. Inpatition submitted to the
Viceroy in 1884 on behalf of traders and storekezpbe petitioners stated

“[T] hat your memorialists are grieved because theytreated like
Kafirs, who are barbarians, and are only now béiregight within
the pale of civilization, whereas the Indians ar®kn to have
been a civilized nation from the earliest times. Way that your

Excellency will be so good as to ask the GovernoNatal to
prevent Indians being arrested by Kafir constabletherefore

0 Gandhi travelled to India in 1896 to canvass supioo the cause of Indians in South
Africa and he had the tacit support from the Indiationalists who even visited South Africa
(for example, Gokhale’s visit in 1912) to reporttbe conditions. This close connection with
British India had a significant impact on the pregef community formation among Indians
in South Africa in later years and the struggleditizenship rights as well as on the colonial
state.
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solicit that they may be arrested when necessar§uropeans or
Indian constables, who do not use harsh measutaschtiall alike

for the Madras people are weak and effeminate taeds by Mr.

Morris in his History of India, and cannot, consently, stand ill-

usage as others might.”

Kafirs, referring to black Africans, denotes a deé racial slur used by the
colonizers for the native populations that tradesetymology to Arabicaffre for
unbeliever or infidel. For the petitioners, ther@pears to be no cognitive
contradiction in terming Blacks as ‘barbarians’.dians, while experiencing
discontent at their own racial discrimination irethands of the colonial state, could
be willingly complicit in a system of hierarchigsat placed Blacks at the bottom of
the racial pyramid. Also, the petition reiterathe trightness’ of the racial system by
referring to equality meted out by Europeans amdjuistice of the system assured to
Indians under Europeans. Most interestingly, itsuskcial stereotypes based on the
petitioners’ supposed weaknesses described byiabkmthropologists as the source
of authority to legitimately claim preferential &tenent and protection.

This attitude spilled over into petitions that eelirected at securing franchise
rights as British citizens. For example in 1884 gmup of prominent Indians,
including Gandhi, petitioned Lord Ripon, the Prjali Secretary of State for the
Colonies, for withdrawing Franchise Act of 1894 eytstated

“Your Lordship's Petitioners have noticed with steaand sorrow the
zealous attempt made to compare your Petitionetis the Natives of
South Africa. Very often it was said the Nativesl e better claim to
vote, if the Indians had any, simply because theyewBritish subjects.
Your Lordship's Petitioners would not enter intodigcussion of the
comparison, but would draw Your Lordship's attemtim the Royal
Proclamation of 1858, as also to Your Lordship'snowersonal
experience of the Indian nation. Your Petitioneegadh hardly point out

the marked difference that exists between the Guwwents of Indian
British subjects and Native British subjecfs.”

" Bhana and Pachai 1984: Petition No. 8 “Pillay atiers petition the Viceroy”
> CWMG, Volume I, No 47
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In a similar vein, in 1885, Muslim traders in Orangree State petitioned the
Legislature as follows
“The undersigned are classified as citizens iro#ler countries; even in
Natal where colored are restricted, they are restéd equally with the
coloreds, however they are treated like Europeiduwey, have the right to
vote....it is therefore most humiliating for theirgdity to be classified
and it were to be equaled with the colores.”

This system of racial coding did not extend onlyBiacks. Some Indians
utilized the same codes in petitioning for spesiatus for themselves that was
above other Indians. Through social distancing thatbined upper-caste ideals of
superiority with colonial ideas of ‘primitivenesshese petitions attempt to remove
the ‘pollution’ associated with the ‘coolie commiyniin general. In a petition
dated 17 September 1906, three Parsees petitibee8ecretary of State for the
Colonies claiming special status on the followimgunds

“That your memorialists are British subjects, byio@ality Parsees and
descendants of a Persian race, hence Aryan stock,aee therefore
distinct from Asiatics...Mr. de Villiers (colonial seetary) expressed
himself that he knew certain Parsees were treatdteblate government
as practically white men...*

The last theme | wish to highlight from the petitsas that while the merchant

class petitioners maintained their social distanoa the other classes of Indians and
colored people in the region, they also laid cleanaommunity ties in order to remind

the authorities of the benefits of having Indiamghe colony. In a petition written by

the Mohmmad Casim Camroodeen on behalf of Trad&ssociation, protesting

3 Bhana and Pachai, Petition No 24 “ Muslim Traguesstion against the Free State Law of
1884"
" Ibid. Petition No. 20 “Johannesburg Parsees ciietial status”
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against the Dealers’ License Act to the SecretdryState for the Colonies in
December 1898, the petitioners note
“Your petitioners trust that Her Majesty’s Governmhevould be pleased
to secure from the colony of Natal, which owespitesent prosperity to
the indentured Indians, a fair treatment for tlee findians in the colony.
All over the world, Indian soldiers have been figbtthe battles of Great
Britain, and the Indian laborers have been openipgresh fields for
colonization...Can it be that the fellow countrymdrttese soldiers and
laborers are not to be allowed to earn an hongsglin a portion of Her
Majesty’s dominions?*
Here, Indian traders write directly to the colorsatretary of state for the colonies in
London to remind the colonial authorities of therfeces made by their ‘fellow
countrymen’ to gain rights and equality. Their drat is based on their position as
subjects under the British Empire with dominions far-flung places. In this
paradigm, these conquered dominions were won throlg efforts of the ‘brothers’
of the trader: the soldier and the laborer. Herle, experience of colonization is
shaded under the cloaks of subjecthood loyalty eitidenship equality, thereby
reinforcing coloniality, empire and the geopoliticstructures of power. So, the
struggle for rights in one colony i.e., South Africs mediated via the transmutable
citizen/subject space and through the sub-trarmmatinetworks within the larger
domains of the colonial order of subjugation.

Thus, the petitions, drawn across time and thenikestrate one set of
strategies utilized by colonized Indians (mostlydddé class) to demand citizen/
subject status. This is important at three levEisst, these petitions are texts that
record the coping strategies employed to countéonc projects of difference.

Second, they reveal the slippages between thesstdtuaitizen and subject and the

complex negotiations conducted by the colonial em¢s around these concepts in

> CWMG, Volume 2, No. 69
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order to gain some privileges. Third, they revéa elitism and exclusion practiced
by the excluded themselves and these petitions i¥gnthe class divisions within

the Indian community of South Africa. Thus, eveonugh the colonial government
viewed them as an undifferentiated lot of ‘cooljesiere were considerable class
hierarchies within colonial Indian migrants thatdleto intra-community

discrimination. Nevertheless, this is not the cagtglpicture. To contest exclusion,
Indians also expressed their discontent through disobedience. The next chapter
highlights the main themes of tisatyagrahamovement in South Africa to provide a
view of some strategies utilized during this per&odl argues that civil disobedience
expresses another complicated aspect in the hisfaiizenship demands of colonial

Indian migrants in South Africa.
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CHAPTER 4

THE CONCEPT AND PRACTICE OF SATYAGRAHA: THE
RESISTANCE PHASE

"Stand ye calm and resolute,

Like a forest close and mute,

With folded arms and looks which are
Weapons of unvanquished war...
With folded arms and steady eyes,
And little fear, and less surprise

Look upon them as they slay

Till their rage has died away”

The Masque of Anarchy, P. BI&y®

Situating Satyagraha in South Africa

In a bid to discern the patterns of accommodatimh resistance that underlie
the social history of Indians in South Africa, imetprevious chapter | analyzed the
various forms of accommodation with colonial catég®and the insistence on rights
as imperial citizens that formed the basis of tegtipns written by Indians in South
Africa. In this chapter and in the next, | focuswrderstanding the mode of resistance
among these migrant Indians. This chapter lookbBeaunique form of resistance that
was developed by Gandhi during this peri@htyagrahai.e., resistance based on
ahimsaor non-violence and | evaluate it as a socio-hisab concept and narrate its
connections to the story of Indians in South Africa

Gandhian forms of non-violent protest have beererstvely studied by
scholars of resistance politics, peace activisnvamand political philosophy, South
Asian history and even by those interested in theiospsychological worlds of

charismatic leaders. In fact, Gandhi, today, ocesim multi-faceted public space

5 “The Masque of Anarchy”, written in 1819 by P. Befley refers to the Peterloo massacre
of that same year when fifteen protesters demarmtingamentary reform were killed by the
English cavalry. It is said that Gandhi often quloteis poem during his anti-colonial rallies.
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where he is simultaneously held up as the core mgmoto British imperialism, the
champion of minorities and their civil rights, tHeremost critic of industrial

production and as a moral force guiding the figgaiast conditions of tyranny
(Hardiman 2003:1). In all of these renditions, d$cattention is paid to the ways in
which Gandhi was deeply influenced by his sociaitext and how his method of
Satyagrahawas a historical product that was the producthef bbelief on the part of
Indian subjects to the right to citizen rights untiee Empire, thus linking colonial
worlds through its evolution and performance.

Gandhi argues thaBatyagrahaas a concept is restrained, robust and
reconciling aiming for justice through mediatiordastialogue in an imperfect violent
world (Gandhi 1928:56) and to uncover these compierciples and make them
appear tangible, it is important to viéyatyagrahaas a practice and strategy that was
developed in South Africa and perfected in Indiairty the anti-colonial movement.
This rectifies a huge problem in the present sebblp on Gandhi all of which
focuses on the idea &atyagrahabut keep it divorced from its social context ahd t
contributions of the acts of resistance againststage in South Africa that inspired
the evolution ofSatyagraha For example, influential Gandhi scholars focusory
Gandhi as a psychoanalytical subject (Erikson 19r@n Gandhian philosophy and
moral thought (lyer, 2000[1973]) trace the influes®f western intellectuals and his
Indic traditions, (both of which he synergizes irts unique moral and political
philosophy) but often appear to ahistorize him ioetsof his social context or
historical moment. Keeping this in mind, | endeatmprovide a sociological analysis
of GandhianSatyagrahaas a product of its time and its social geograpéiyvell as
focus on the performativity aspect of this methathng with the intellectual trends

that influenced the development Satyagrahathat have been identified by other
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scholars, | seek to locateatyagrahaas a mode of resistance within the context of
colonial politics in South Africa and as a histaticonstruction and social imaginary
that was influenced by the citizen rights discowfis time and the unfolding events
in the course of resistance against the Empires @lows me to build a composite
picture of the social history of Indians in Soutfriéa, and at a more general level, it
allows me interrogate discourse and practice asngplex and interdependent social
reality.

In the next section, | discusSatyagrahaas a concept and locate its
philosophical influences, Western and Indic, asl el delineate some histories of
passive resistance in India that influenced Gasdiileas of non-violence and
resistance. Following that, | provide an accounth& Black Act and the sustained
launch ofSatyagrahain Natal in 1906. The fourth and last section isoa&iological
analysis of the implications &atyagrahaand | look at four areas: citizenship, gender

politics, community, and colonial rule.

The Concept of Satyagraha

Gandhi’'s writings provide the clearest key intoe tlprinciples and
applications ofSatyagrahaHis autobiography, written in 1927, a&htyagraha in
South Africafirst published in 1928, document Gandhi’s versadrthe Satyagraha
campaigns as they unfolded in South Africa. Thayesas first-hand accounts of the
development of the philosophy &atyagraha Initially, in 1906 Gandhi used the
popular term ‘passive resistance’ to describetis principle of non-violent action.
But, “As the struggle advanced, the phrase ‘pas@sistance’ gave rise to confusion
and it appeared shameful to permit this great gteugo be known by an English
name”(Gandhi 1928:102). Moreover, For Gandhi aredfbilowers,Satyagrahawas

not a ‘weapon of the weak’ but a tool for the sgyadhat was powered by a belief in
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their rights as imperial British citizens to bettaws and equality. Gandhi did not
view passive resistance as individualized, secot$ #hat people resort to in a
situation where open subversion is impossible. &atfor Gandhi, the passivity of
Satyagrahawvas the underlying strength that arose from aaliskic moral superiority
that allowed for measured public displays of nongtamce. Gandhi announced a
competition in thdndian Opinionthat asked for suggestions from readers for a name
for the struggle. Maganlal Gandhi won the comfmatitwith his suggestion of
‘Sadagraha; meaning firmness in a good cause. Gandhi writdiged the word, but

it did not fully represent the whole idea | wishietb connote. | therefore corrected it
to ‘Satyagraha! Truth(satyg implies love, and firmnessagrahg engenders and
therefore serves as a synonym for force. | thusubeg call the Indian movement
Satyagrahathat is to say, the force born of truth and loveon-violence” (102). For
Gandhi, Satyagrahacombined the twin concepts of trutbafyd and non-violence
(ahimsg in a unique way and this was the birth of his qéwosophy.

As Raghavan lyer (2000[1973]) states, “His (Gandioijicept ofsatyg with
ahimsaas the means, determined his doctrinéSafyagrahaor active resistance to
authority” (252). For Gandhi, satyagrahior a man of conscience guided by truth in
his quest for justice would have the strength tenter all tyrannies without resorting
to violence and thus, could claim higher moral atitih than the oppressors since
there can be no higher authority than truth andwiolence. “Gandhi challenged the
conventional notions of authority, law and obligatiby appealing to his conceptions
of natural law odharmaand self-suffering otapas (lyer, 2000[1973]: 252). What
this implies is that for Gandhi, social order isimt@ined not through coercive force
but through the collective pursuit of truth, molalvs of justice, and the doctrine of

non-violence. Proudhon, like Gandhi, also envistbaesystem of moral sanctions in
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society that would be based on an universal conseiand idea of justice but while
Proudhon faltered at identifying how “the law oher sanction could be concretely
realized” (253), Gandhi’'s idea &atyagrahatries to answer this precise problem by
suggesting that personal suffering in the facepgression through non-violence or
ahimsaconnects one to the universal moral compass tifa¢ras to the notion of
natural law ordharma Thus, for Gandhi, true freedom and absolute tliethin the
practice ofSatyagraha.

Gandhi explored the notion of freedom implicithis idea ofSatyagrahan
Hind Swaraj written in 1909. Hind Swaraj is a philosophicaatise on self-rule and
freedom that occurs through non violence and sdfegng. InHind SwarajGandhi
defines Satyagrahaas, “A method of securing rights by personal suifg” He
continues,

[1]t is the reverse of resistance by arms. Wheaflise to do a thing
that is repugnant to my conscience, | use soukfofféor instance, the
Government of the day has passed a law, whichpicaple to me. | do not
like it. If by using violence I, force the Governnido repeal the law, | am
employing what may be termed body force. If | dd nbey the law and
accept the penalty for its breach, | use soul-foitcevolves sacrifice of self.
(Hind Swaraj 71)

Thus, for Gandhi, there is an inviolable connectimtween the means and the end
and both must be pure in order to be a part ohtarnd soul-forceSatyagraha
embodies the combination of a spiritual quest anlitigal striving for equality that
stems from a basic belief in truth, humanity anel ghhiversal possibility of goodness
overcoming wrong.

However, as David Arnold (2002) points out, Gandid recognize that
Satyagrahacould be subject to abuse and misunderstandingslOB3, Gandhi
comprehensively tieBatyagrahao non-violencevhen he stated,

“ The word Satyagrahds often most loosely used and is made to cover
veiled violence. But as the author of the word lynbe allowed to say that it
excludes every form of violence direct or indireahd whether in thought,

word or deed. It is a breach $atyagrahao wish ill to an opponent or to say a
harsh word to him with the intention of doing harBatyagrahais gentle, it
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never wounds. It must not be the result of angenailice. It is conceived as a

complete substitute for violence.” (Quoted in Ahd2002:58)

Thus, the concept oBatyagrahaas formulated by Gandhi iBatyagraha in
South Africaand Hind Swarajmay be summed up as follows: first, it precludds al
possibility of violent resistance, as establishbdve. SecondSatyagrahaagitations
always include the possibility of dialogue and coummmwation with the opponent.
Negotiations and mutually agreed solutions are naipe to the process and openness
in strategy is necessary for claiming righteousn€bgd, even in the face of hard and
unyielding opposition the practitioners 8atyagrahahave to remain firm, disciplined,
uncomplaining, and sincere while believing in tlghiness of their cause. Fourth, this
moral superiority or rightness of cause can onlypbssible when the cause is driven
by love, truth, and non-violence. Fifth, it presapes the willingness to suffer greatly
in the face of opposition to the idealsS#tyagrahalastly, for GandhiSatyagrahas
a law that all human beings must accept. As a itanplies a moral precept based on
righteousness that is universal and binding opfdtumanity. In the next subsection, |
look at these principles in connection and compariso their inspiration from

Western thought of the late "L @entury.

Satyagraha and its Western Influences

As indicated earlier, Gandhi was deeply inspired Vayious traditions in
Western thought and practices that espoused thé&idénon-violent resistance. There
is a long history of the doctrine of passive resise and the right to resistance “in
English absolutism, primitive Christianity, amongomlic royal sagas as well as
among the Pharisees of the Jewish nation under Roub@ The conflict between the
doctrines of passive obedience and the right tisteexce was inevitable when a

religious minority found itself subject to a regiraénon-believers” (lyer 1973[2000]:
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264). Slowly, with time this right to passive reaigce in the religious sphere extended
to other spheres. For example, it became an irtgggd of medieval Germanic
constitutional ideas that allowed for conditionat@ptance of the king’s right to rule.
An unjust monarchy could be deemed void by the |gea@apd while sedition and
treason was forbidden, resistance to an unlawfatl,rsubject to careful consideration
and qualification, was not deemed unconstitutiglyar, 2000[1973]: 264-6).

The inspiration that Gandhi drew from Christianétgd from the writings of
Thoreau, Ruskin, Tolstoy and numerous others readfil the validity of his beliefs
and his chosen path. At the same time, | argue tthiatpublic recognition of his
Western inspirations was perhaps, a strategic nmwesertSatyagrahanto a global
cultural conversation of non-violence and passiesistance. By using Biblical
references such as ttgermon on the Moundnd modern Western philosophies,
Gandhi claimed the universality of his method atrdssed the shared beliefs of this
“truth force” with other religions and cultures. Byvoking Tolstoy, Ruskin and the
Bible in conjunction with Indian religious concepiise ahimsa, satyandswaraj at
public demonstrations, editorials and memorials, dteempted to build cultural
connections with a colonial system that did notwibe colonized as cultural equals.
By stressing on the similarities between Indian &dstern philosophies, Gandhi
sought to emphasize the embedded universal valuwbs deep civilizational
development of Indic traditions, thereby claiminghagher status in the social
evolutionary model of societies and thus, deprivimg colonial authorities of some of
their enlightenment rationale for colonialism. Kempthis in mind, to trace a cultural
genealogy ofSatyagrahawe need to look at the writings of Thoreau, Ruskid

Tolstoy.
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Thoreau

The rise of the modern state and notions of sayety and legal separation
of the state and church led to newer theories sift@nce. In connection to Gandhi’'s
idea of Satyagrahaone of his foremost influences was Thoreau asdlB49 essay
“Resistance to Civil Government” and republishedLl866 as “Civil Disobedience”.
Thoreau states, “To speak practically and as aeaiti unlike those who call
themselves no-government men, | ask for, not ae arc government, bt oncea
better government” (1996 [1849]: 635). By explorthg rights of citizens to demand
systems of authority that are moral and just, hgues that at certain historical
moments, civil rights must take precedence oveusinjegimes. Thus, for Thoreau,
democratic participation becomes viable throughcitvecept of civil disobedience. It
operates to give expression to citizens’ disagreemwéh the authorities and serves a
mode of inclusion into the functioning of democrad¢yor Thoreau, the right to
resistance was not exclusively reserved for onlyeexe unjust regimes but instead,
relevant to the citizen’s responsibility in any deoratic state. Thus, Thoreau
declares,

“If the injustice is part of the necessary frictimi the machinery of

government, let it go, let it go: perchance it wikar smooth....but if it is of

such a nature that it requires you to be an agenfustice to another, then,

| say, break the law. Let your life be a countéatiion to stop the machine.

What | have to do is to see, at any rate, that hdblend myself to the

wrong which | condemn” (1996[1849]: 452).
Gandhi became acquainted with Thoreau’s work indosnduring his student years
but he had not read the influential essay until 7198fter Satyagrahahad been
launched. So, although Gandhi acknowledged Thosedeas in his own philosophy,

Thoreau’s work “was backing support, not causduerice” (Weber 2005: 44). The

key component that Gandhi focused on in Thoreautslogophy was his
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understanding of the citizen and the citizen'streteship with the state. The idea that
it is the citizen’s duty to boycott an unjust regimonfirmed Gandhi's own ideas.
Most importantly, Thoreau’s accounts of non-paymeintaxes and active resistance
even in the face of imprisonment perhaps providesimples of practical tools for

resistance such as the tactic of boycotting govemminstitutions and non-co-

operation with the administrative arm of the stat Gandhi utilized to great impact
in South Africa and later in India.

However, Gandhi disagreed with Thoreau at a fureddai level. Thoreau
favored resistance in a system where democracyajedv Thoreau saw civil
disobedience as the best strategy when there wale af law and freedom, but not
applicable against tyrants. Civil disobedience aguigshes its objective only in a
democratic system based upon the social contraeteba the state and its citizens.
Injustice under this system implies violation ofvtathat are guaranteed under a
constitution. In theory, citizens and the staterslcommon perception of ‘justice’
and ‘equality’ and if the state commits an offeagginst its citizens it is liable to be
held responsible. This does not work within a alfysgespotic system, as the ruler
exists through a divine right or coercion. Gandligception of civil disobedience
however, embraced the sphere of non-democratitiqgmks well. In the context of
Satyagrahan South Africa, which by no means was a sited®mocratic politics, he
could envision civil disobedience as a form of pstt Even in the absence of
democratic rights, the use of civil disobediences wat deemed impossible. Thus,
Gandhi linked civil disobedience and colonialityp&adening the political scope of the
act itself by initiating this process in a reginmatt fundamentally did not recognize
the right of Indian migrants as colonial subjecgjtiestion the acts of the state. By

using civil disobedience in a non-democratic conté&andhi attempted to bring
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legitimacy to the cause of Indians in South Afrib longer were they appealing to
an authoritarian despot who could grant rights dt wstead, through the act of
protesting, they were claiming the right to artatel their demands in a system where
both parties had a common understanding of justic®al duty and rights. Thus, it
was through protest and resistance that the clainbeing imperial citizens was
articulated and the mantle of subjecthood was tejed@y demanding rights through
acts of civil disobedience, Gandhi could envisiowlians as being equal to other
citizens of the Empire who had the right to protimts bringing Indians into the
liberal discourse of Enlightenment values such amareipation, liberation and
reform. Moreover, for Thoreau violence in resiseamnwas an unfortunate but
sometimes, necessary means to an end. For Gahhjustification of violence was
unacceptable for moral reasons. His entire philogopested on the notion of
Satyagrahabelonging to a higher moral universe based on & truth and guided
by non-violence.
Ruskin

John Ruskin’sUnto this lastwas another huge influence on Gandhi’s
philosophy of self-rule an8atyagrahaRuskin’s essay was first published in 1860 in
a monthly journal and it created tremendous coetr®y at the time of publication, as
it was a critique of economic exploitation of workeunder the newly emerging
capitalist system and of environmental damage chbyemodernism. His polemic
against the industrial system also extended towamgique of the “economic man,”
an ideological construct much favored in the Viitorage, claiming that it ignored
moral values and social good that are integrahédevelopment of a human being.
This critique of modern political economy basedmarality, simplicity and nature

appealed immensely to Gandhi as “the book brou@outan instantaneous and
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practical transformation in my life” (Gandhi, 19200). Gandhi summarized the
teachings of the book into three truths: first,tttiae good of the individual is
contained in the good of all. Second, that a lalgyaork has the same value as a
barber’s inasmuch as all have the same right toimgutheir livelihood from their
work. Third, that a life of labor is a life wortliving. For Gandhi, Ruskin's work
cemented his deep belief in the morality of sogiatice and the need for simplicity
and truth Satyagrahain South Africa, 1928; 75). Ruskin lived his lilgy example
and championed socially just causes such as old pagesions, universal free
education and better housing (McLaughlin 1974:21-@&&] this inspired Gandhi to
replicate and create similar models for his owe Bind for those around him. As
McLaughlin states, “Ruskin inspired Gandhi’s corte@pof soul-force as a substitute
for physical force” (1974; 15) and this was intédoathe development datyagraha

as a doctrine.

Leo Tolstoy

Gandhi claimed that TolstoyBhe Kingdom of God is Within Yetas another
fundamental influence on his ideas and the philogopf Satyagraha He read
Tolstoy in 1897 and was deeply impacted by the d¢dvove and nonviolence that
Tolstoy understood as the forgotten but essentgmhent of Christianity. Taking the
Sermon on the Moumts the true gospel of Christ and the base foideias, Tolstoy
advocated nonviolence as the only moral principfat tshould guide men,
governments and religions. For Gandhi, this inegtion of Christ’s teachings in no
way contradicted his growing understanding of hisdd faith and it reaffirmed his
belief in non-violence as the only possible rooteltange. Gandhi said,

“It was the New Testament which really awakenedtméhe
rightness and value of Passive Resistance. Whead in the
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Sermon on the Mourguch passages as “resist not him that is

evil, but whosoever smiteth thee on thy right cheek to him

the other also”, and “Love your enemies and prayhiem that

persecute you, that ye may be sons of your Fathé&hws in

Heaven, | was simply overjoyed, and found my own opinion

confirmed where | least expected it. TlBhagavad Gita

deepened the impression, and Tolstoifge Kingdom of God

is Within Yougave it permanent form” (Quoted in B.R

Nanda’'s Mahatma Gandhi, 1958: 96).
In 1908, during the time when Gandhi was firming bjg own ideas about
Satyagrahahe read Tolstoy’sLetter to a Hindob This piece was written in response
to letters sent by Canada-based Bengali revolutyoricaraknath Das eliciting
Tolstoy’s support for Indian independence. Das gemlvn frustrated with political
moderates in the independence movement in Indiadentanded active resistance.
While condemning British colonialism, Tolstoy, irsHetter, argued that he saw non-
violence as the only legitimate means of protestigginst an unjust regime. Tolstoy
urged the revolutionaries to consider their tradisi of nonviolence rather than
‘adopting the irreligious and profoundly immoralcsad arrangements under which
the English and other pseudo-Christian nationstidgay’ and rather, resist the state
administration by non-violent methods such as iefuto use the courts, pay taxes or
serve in the armies. This was completely in tunth vidandhi’s understanding of the
role of non-violence in colonial resistance in $oAfrica and elsewhere.

In 1909, Gandhi wrote to Tolstoy in order to resgupermission to print

Letter to a Hindooin the Indian Opinionand to seek his opinion dBatyagraha
activities in South Africa. This led to a meaningforrespondence between the two
men that continued until Tolstoy’s death in 191@ d@hese deeply personal letters
provided Gandhi with philosophical tools for colahresistance. In his last letter

Tolstoy wrote,

“The more | live—and especially now that | am agmioing death, the
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more | feel inclined to express to others the femiwhich so strongly
move my being, and which, according to my opiniame of great
importance. That is, what one calls non-resistarece reality nothing
else but the discipline of love undeformed by faitgerpretation. Love is
the aspiration for communion and solidarity withhert souls, and that
aspiration always liberates the source of noblevities” (Mahatma
Gandhi and Leo Tolstoy Letters987)
Tolstoy’s notion of love as an act of will and comsice and not that of emotion,
derived mainly from St Paul's idea of love, deepifluenced Gandhi’s concept of
ahimsaor non-violence and Tolstoy’s mentorship providedndhi with self-belief
when he most needed it. In the context of the amgastruggle in South Africa, his
correspondences with Tolstoy allowed Gandhi tollexteually interact and reaffirm
his beliefs in moral principles and produce thefmals when constructing strategies
for the resistance. Thus, when Tolstoy wrote in exspnal letter to Gandhi,
“[Consequently] your work in Transvaal, which seeimbe far away from the center
of our world, is yet the most fundamental and tresimmportant to us, supplying the
most weighty practical proof in which the world caow share and with which we
must participate, not only the Christians but bé peoples of the world'Mahatma
Gandhi and Leo Tolstoy Letter§987), it affirmed the rightness and the impartan
of Gandhi’s cause. Later, in retrospect, Gandhi wwanclude
“Russia gave me in Tolstoy, a teacher who furnishedasoned basis for
my non violence. He blessed my movement in SoutlicAfwhen it was
still in its infancy and of whose wonderful posstigs | had yet to learn. It
was he who had prophesied in his letter to me thatas leading a
movement which was destined to bring a message opie o the

downtrodden people of the earti’efter to American Friends3 August
1942, in Weber, 2000:41).

Locating Satyagraha: Indic Traditions and Histories

Moving forward, in this section, | will concentraten Satyagrah& Indian
roots. Mukherjee argues that while Gandhi’s eadtyvesm was “lodged within what

we might call a juridical discursive paradigm, wééne primary object was to appeal
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to imperial justice against the unjust acts of tbeal government (2010:459)”
stemming primarily from a unwavering faith in thmperial goodwill and justice, at
the same time, Gandhi engaged in a search foligqadliteedom that was steeped in
ethical, spiritual and ascetic practices (458-%9jisTeads Mukherjee to conclude that
“even as much of anti-colonial discourse was greahnich the idea of imperial justice,
it also came to be anchored—as if by reflex—in thdic traditions of ascetic
renunciative freedom” (459), i.e., not ‘freedom’tire Western sense of individuals or
nations but instead, based on losing the sensersbpal identity through the cult of
non-violence and love. This notion of renunciataindentity and self is the crux to
understanding the success of GandBidyagrahastemming from his immersion in
Indian religion, religious saints, mythology andtbries of resistance.
The Bhagvad Gita

Gandhi first read th8hagvad Gitaas a translated work in England and was
drawn to its message; but it was only while seaglior a philosophical framework
for Satyagrahathat he realized how important tHghagvad Gitawas for his
understanding of soul-force and resistance. Binegvad Gitas a conversation in the
Hindu epicMahabharatabetween the Pandava prince Arjuna and his chariotee
Hindu God Krishna on a variety of theological ardlgsophical issues on the eve of
battle. Written in verse form when Arjuna is weafybattle, theBhagvad Gitais an
account of Krishna’'s wisdom on the path to devotand the doctrine of selfless
action. For Gandhi, theGita taught him the value ofnasaktaor desireless,
unattached action. In the Gita, the highest mogdiiey is placed on those who act
without attachment to either the action or thetfruhereof. For Gandhi, this idea
became one of the bases for his philosoph8aif/agraha(Suhrud 2011:75). Gandhi

writes,
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“It is certainly the Gita’'s intention that one should go on
working without attachment to the fruits of work. deduced the
principle of Satyagraharom this. He who is free from such attachment
will not kill the enemy but rather sacrifice himiséAs far back as 1889,
when | had my first contact with th&ita, it gave me a hint of
Satyagrahaand as | read more and more, the hint developedai full
revelation ofSatyagrah4 (CWMG, Vol 18:50-1).

Indian legacies of Non-violent Resistance

While the practice of passive resistance is aivelgt old phenomendh it is
important to focus attention on indigenous souroésinspiration from Indian
traditions of non-violent resistance in pre-coléraad colonial times and evaluate
their impact on Gandhi’s understandingSaftyagraha

Indian history is replete with long traditions ofomcooperation that
undoubtedly informed Gandhi’'s methods of protesBauth Africa. David Hardiman
argues that in pre-colonial times, “There wkagtals, or the closure of shops in a city.
There wagdharng which involved sitting in protest before the dadra person who
had wronged you until that person was shamed imng justice. There were
marches on royal palaces by protesting peasantsard#ng the redressal of
grievances” (Hardiman, 2011: 5). According to Herdn, merchants in f7century
Surat utilized the tactics of non-violent protesty effectively against an oppressive
gazi (Islamic priest) in Aurungzeb’s court. In 1669,den pressure from thgazi to
convert to Islam, eight thousand merchants of tiy af Surat left the city for
Bharuch. Trade and business in the city came taradstill and thejazideclared that

he would destroy all Hindu temples in Surat unléssy returned. The merchants

refused and appealed to the emperor, Aurangzebowlearing the appeal dismissed

" For example, it has been extensively documentesthyglars of non-violent resistance
movements (Randle 1994, Kurlansky 2009) that sistoties of resistance exist among the
early Christians refusing to perform army dutibg German traditions gassiver
Widerstandthe Finnish resistance against the Empire of iBus®l, in the struggle for Irish
Home Rule.
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the gaziand promised security to the merchants if theyld/eush to return to Surat
(Hardiman, 2011: 4-5). While it is not clear if GHo was aware of this particular
incident but the story bears striking paralleldhe tactic of mass migrations that was
employed in the Natal strike of 1913.

In Civil Disobedience and Indian TraditiprDharampal focuses on British
administrative reports of a major protest in 1810agjainst the imposition of a house-
tax in Varanasi and nearby regions. The Coloniatrizit Collector of Varanasi,
confronted with what he calls “a conspiracy,” state

“I am given to understand that considerably abo®@®@0 persons
are sitting (it may be calledharna) declaring that they will not separate till
the tax shall be abolished. Their numbers are daityeasing from the
moffusil whence each caste has summoned its brednd adjured them to
unite in the cause.... At present open violence do¢seem to be their aim,
they seem rather to vaunt their security in beingrmed in that a military
force would not use deadly weapons against suditfiemsive foes. And in
this confidence they collect and increase knowihgt tthe civil power
cannot disperse them, and thinking that the mylitaill not” (Quoted in
Dharampal 1971: 23).

While providing a historical account of the traditiof civil disobedience and non-
violence resistance, Dharampal also attempted tdqgeth an analysis of how these
traditions influenced Gandhi’s choice of tactics apposing colonial power and
authority. Dharampal argues that these traditioagkad the division of the world into
the state and the governed and the means availablbe governed to negotiate
asymmetrical systems of power. This perhaps, waseéul analytical framework for
Gandhi. For example in thHind Swaraj Gandhi states, “I remember an incident
when, in a small principality, the villagers weigeaded by some command issued by
the prince. The former immediately began vacatimg village. The prince became

nervous, apologized to his subjects and withdresxcbmmand. Many such instances

can be found in India. Real home rule is possililembatyagrahas the guiding force
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of the people. Any other rule is foreign rule” (CV@yIVol 10:51).

While Dharampal and others are accurate in tratimeg legacies of Indian
traditions of civil disobedience iBatyagrahait is important to remember that these
legacies of non-violence did not give rise to amirenpractice and philosophy of
resistance based on non-cooperation and non-vieldtather, they remained isolated
instances of contention. Non-violent resistanceaasonscious moral choice was a
fundamentally modern invention under colonialisnfodate this invention primarily
within the history of Indian politics in South Aéa in the early 20 century. While
Gandhi was deeply influenced by Western philosaplaad Indian traditions and
religion, the social context and experiences indbenies of South Africa provided
the space for the development $atyagrahaas a unique blend of traditional and
modern philosophies and practices that proved aketutrsustained colonial resistance.
Having established the intellectual framework &atyagrahal shall now embed the
concept within the social history of the IndiansSauth Africa. In the next section, |

analyze the firsBatyagrahacampaign against the Black Act of 1906.

The Black Act of 1906 and the launch of Satyagraha

While colonial laws routinely discriminated agaiadl Indians in South Africa
as established in chapter 3, with the turn of thetury, around the time of the Boer
War in 1902, things came to a head with regardghe ‘Indian question’. The
Transvaal government, under General Botha and d&meuit Jan Smuts passed the
Asiatic Law Amendment Ordinance on August 22, 19096yhat came to be known as
the Black Act, that required every Indian, man, veonor child of eight years or
upwards, entitled to reside in the Transvaal tosteg his or her name with the
Registrar of Asiatics and take out a certificateagfistration and submit themselves to

biometric systems of surveillance such as fingetprg. Every Indian failing to do so
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by a certain date would lose the right to residéhan Transvaal and would be subject
to a fine of £100, a prison sentence of a minimunthcee months, and possibly,
deportation. The certificate of registration wolldve to be carried at all times, in
public spaces, government buildings, and in privasgdences and produced whenever
an official of the law and order system would dethémsee it. The failure to have the
permit on oneself at all times would also be suttiea fine and a prison sentence.

For Indians in South Africa, especially for the rofeant class and other
passenger Indians, this move by the governmentssas as deeply humiliating to
them as imperial citizens. Gandhi states,

“I have never known legislation of this nature logpdirected against free
men in any part of the world. | know that indentutadians in Natal are
subject to a drastic system of passes, but thesef@ilows can hardly be
classed as free men. However, even the laws tolmthiey are subjected
are mild in comparison to the Ordinance outlinedvaband the penalties
they impose are a mere fleabite when compared théhpenalties laid
down in the Ordinance” (Gandhi, 1928:93).
This above passage highlights the innate elitisnGahdhi and his worldview in
19068, While this is noteworthy as a normative pointiraw attention to it from the
point of view of historical analysis. This passagedicative of the new resolve of the
colonial state against Asians and the tighteningabdnial laws to restrict and control
Indians, especially those of the merchant and psid@al classes. Gandhi wrote it at
the time of the unfolding events and it points lte great distance he travelled as a

strategist from the First Campaign against the IBkact in 1906 until the 1913 strike.

The 1913 strike was started precisely becausedlomial state did not recognize the

8 Ramsamy makes a vital point when he states,étrgits to arrest his[Gandhi] figure in
time and decontextualize his statements, even kifesubsequent radicalization, are
disingenuous at best, and serve to deny his tradsoee of his own limitations, his immense
personal sacrifice, and his numerous contributiorte South African and Third World
freedom struggles” (2007; 477).
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rights of the indentured and the ex-indenturedthie interim eight years Gandhi
realized the importance of mounting a resistane¢ shoke to and for every migrant
Indian, irrespective of economic class and thuanged his strategy during the 1913
strike to include the rights of indentured workers.

The day after the Ordinance was passed, Gandlinmed a meeting with
“leading Indians” (1928:94) and while addressing theeting he said,

“This is a very serious crisis. If the Ordinance gassed and if we
acquiesced to it, it would be enacted all over Bd\ftica. As it seems to
me, it is designed to strike at the very root of existence. It is not the
last step, but the first step with a view to howsdout of this country....
The Ordinance seeks to humiliate not only ourselbes also the
motherland. The humiliation consists in the degtiadaof innocent men.
No one will take it upon himself to say that we @dadone anything to
deserve such legislation. We are innocent, andtimdfered to a single
innocent member of a nation is tantamount to imsylthe nation as a
whole” (1928:94).
This move of mapping the perceived personal insiltlegal registration and
fingerprinting of upper class men with the humibat of a nation, symbolically
embedded within the gendered metaphor of a motlvag widely successful in
garnering support among those present and it be@mion that sharpened the
contours of a national identity.

This initial meeting led to the organizing of adarpublic meeting at the
Empire Theatre to deal with the Black Act on thd" bf September 1906. Gandhi
presented details of the Ordinance and its impatthe Indian community and urged
the Indians present to pass a resolution statiag ttte members of the community
would “not submit to the Ordinance in the evenitsfbecoming law in the teeth of
their opposition and to suffer all the penaltiesaeting to such non-submission”

(Gandhi, 1928:95). At the meeting after Gandhi @nésd the resolution, one of the

other speakers, Sheth Haji Habib, a merchant amdobrihe older residents of the
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colony, asked the public to “pass this resolutiathwod as their witness” and with
this sacred oath agree to “never yield a cowardlyngssion to such a degrading
legislation” (1928:95). Gandhi was taken aback witls suggestion since a sacred
oath bound by faith made a resolution stricterreak and accountable to society and
religion. “My perplexity gave way to enthusiasm aaithough | had no intention of
taking an oath or inviting others to do so when dnivto the meeting, | warmly
approved of the Sheth’s suggestion” (1928:96).
This was a turning moment in the cultural genealo$atyagrahaFollowing
Sheth’s address, Gandhi addressed the crowd:
“The manner of making this resolution suggestedby friend is as much a
novelty as of a solemnity.... | deeply appreciate $uggestion, but if you
adopt it you too will share his responsibility. Vi# believe in one and the
same God, the differences of nomenclatures in Hsmduand Islam
notwithstanding. To pledge ourselves or to takeoath in the name of that
God or with him as witness is not something torifed with. If having taken
such an oath we violate our pledge we are guiltforee God and man.
Personally | hold that a man, who deliberately amélligently takes a pledge
and breaks it, forfeits his manhood.... It is noaktimpossible that we may
have to endure every hardship that we can imagame, wisdom lies in
pledging ourselves on the understanding that wé khase to suffer all that
and worse.... | can boldly declare, and with cenititat so long as there is
even a handful of men true to their pledge, themne anly be one end to the
struggle, and that is victory” (1928:99).
Gandhi stressed that although the pledge wouldakentin a body, it would bind
every individual personally to his sacred faithépdndently of others and would hold
under all circumstances, including the threat ditbdeAt the end of his address, the
president of the association took the pledge inrthme of Allah and most of the
people in the theatre, numbering around 3,000p¥ied suit. This then was the
advent ofSatyagrahaand the launch of a new politics of Indian nonlemd colonial

resistance in South Africa. It is noteworthy thatlotaking, one of the principal tenets

of Satyagrahawas actually not Gandhi’s innovation by rathee énat was suggested
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by a Muslim associate and later supported by Gandhi

Following this meeting, others were held to gasigsport among Indians who
were invited to take the pledge and the IndianresSouth Africa devoted most of
its space to these meetings and resolutions aghiesBlack Act. In the meanwhile,
the government exempted Indian women from the @rdia and the requirements of
having identification passes. This was a decisictated by the practical realities of
fingerprinting immured women, as well as a reactiorihe brewing discontent. The
resisters approached the Legislative Council anchllgovernment bodies with
memorials but also hoped that as long as Transvasla Crown Colony there was a
possibility of requesting the British imperial pawedo intervene on their behalf. They
realized that royal assent in a self-governing Grawlony is a mere formality but
nonetheless, given the triangulated geopolitic8mtish India, Imperial Britain and
South Africa, the pledgers decided to send Garalhonhdon on a deputation to bring
the Black Act and its inherent discrimination toe trattention of the British
government. Mr H.O Ali, a Dutch and English spegkiuslim of Malay and Indian
origin who was an important member of the Trans@idlish Indian Association was
sent to London along with Gandhi, as a represemtatf the Indian Muslim
population.

In London, the deputation met with notable leadée Dadabhai Naorji and
Muncherji Bhownuggree who advised them on theiap@d gave suggestions for
pleading their case before Lord Elgin, SecretaryState for the Colonies and Lord
Morley, Secretary of State for India. Lord Elginhis official capacity declared that
“he was unable without further consideration toisel\His Majesty the King that the
Transvaal Ordinance should be brought into opara{i@andhi 1928:112). However,

this proved to be of little value in the eyes o tovernment of Transvaal and after
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the government was established in the Transvaalobthe first measures passed was
the Asiatic Registration Act (1928:117). The lawneainto effect from July 1, 1907
and all Indians were urged to apply for registratiy 3' July, 1907. Permit offices
were opened by the state and Indians were askapply for the passes at these sites.
The resisters started picketing these public offid®y posting volunteers who
attempted to peacefully stop other Indians fromlypg for a registration pass and
supply information about the indignities of the &taAct through pamphlets and flyers
to all applicants. If confronted with the policesthiolunteers had been told to submit
peacefully to arrest. These volunteers were ofteang boys between twelve and
eighteen years of age.

The limited number of Indians who registered with permit offices made the
colonial state anxious. Some of the leading menrgntbe pledgers were issued a
notice by the government informing them to app@acourt before a magistrate on
December 28 1907 to show cause as to why they had not registtor a permit
required by law. The ten cases were heard separatel all of the accused were
ordered to leave the Transvaal within a specifiet tperiod. The time limit expired
on January 10, 1908 and they were called to couddntencing. The accused pleaded
guilty and offered no defence, in keeping with gperit of Satyagraha They were
sentenced to two to three months of imprisonmemgith a fine.

By the end of January 1908, the numbeSBaftyagrahiprisoners slowly rose to
over a hundred and fifty people and the governrstarted to lose patience with this
method of deliberately courting arrest. General Snproposed a settlement of the
issue of the Ordinance by stating that should Imglieegister voluntarily, and that if
the majority of Indians underwent voluntary regision, the Government might repeal

the Black Act. Gandhi proposed a modification twauld make this repeal a precise
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condition for voluntary registration but while thigas not accepted by the government
as a legally enforceable point in the draft, Snisgsed verbal assurances of repealing
the Ordinance.

After his subsequent release from jail, Gandhi lzefdeeting in Johannesburg
where he informed the others of the informal deal tad struck with Smuts.
According to his account, they were disturbed by filact that Smuts, if motivated,
could renege on this agreement quite easily. Gatnigioi to assuage these concerns by
saying, “ASatyagrahibids goodbye to fear. He is therefore never afodilusting the
opponent. Even if the opponent plays him false twémes, theSatyagrahiis ready
to trust him for the twenty-first time, for an inigit trust in human nature is the very
essence of his creed. Again to say that in trugtieggovernment we play into their
hands is to betray an ignorance of the principleSatyagraha (1928:147). This
understanding of civil disobedience and passivestawe that believes in loyalism
and trust in the government despite setbacks,ite gtiodds with Thoreau’s ideas on
civil disobedience as discussed earlier in the wrap

Gandhi went ahead with his registration and this seen a betrayal by a lot of
Indians in Transvaal and his action proved to a&stlig force among Indians in South
Africa.”® More trouble followed when Smuts did not repea Black Act and instead
introduced fresh legislation that validated theuwtéry registrations effected and
making further provisions for future registrationblonetheless, the campaign

continued with letters to Smuts on the one hand,k&®ping a sustained attack on the

9 On the morning of the 0of February, 1908, Gandhi and some others weth&nway to
the Registrar’'s Office to voluntarily register far permit and hoped their actions would
inspire other Indians to follow suit. On his wayar@lhi was accosted by a former client, Mir
Alam and some other Pathans who were upset with tlibg considered Gandhi’s volte-face
regarding the registration. They assulted him aimd&h incident that foreshadowed his
assasination nearly forty years later, [he] fellilipavounded to the ground, with the name of
the god Ram on his lips” (Arnold 1992:56).
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Black Act through thdndian Opinionand by conducting acts &atyagrahaon the
other.

One of these acts &atyagrahaincluded an ultimatum served by the Indians
on the government that stated that if the Asiatit Wwas not repealed in terms of the
settlement, and if the Government’s decision td #ffect was not communicated to
the Indians before a specific date, all registratiertificates would be burnt, and they
would humbly but firmly accept the consequencesthair action. This act of
delivering an ultimatum was a break in traditioncg this was the first time Indians
were attempting to insert themselves into the pubpace as equals, and not as
subjects pleading for justice from a superior c@bsystem. This change in rhetoric
disrupted colonial authority and created huge atitong the settlers and in the
government as they viewed this ultimatum as impuaea inflammatory by people
who it considered its inferiors. Smuts is believedhave commented that “The people
who have offered such a threat to the governmerg ha idea of its power” (Gandhi,
Satyagraha in South Africd928:182).

On August 16, 1908 when the ultimatum expired withany response from
the government, Indians gathered at Hamida Mosquelohannesburg with the
intention of burning their certificates as a synibglesture that declared their resolve
not to submit to the Black Act. A cauldron was ablaze with over 3000 certificates
and served to inflame the resisters’ determinatiom provided a strong visual
imagery of colonial resistance for the government the colonial system.

Along with the act of burning the certificates, @hi, Adajania, Kachalia,
Daud Mohamed and other leaders led hundreds ofr @htyagrahison picketing
marches and illegally entering the Transvaal froataNin a bid to court arresgandhi

was jailed for another two terms in 1908 and in9.9Mxil records show the colonial



107

government struggling to accommodate the burgeoningbers of resisters and the
methods adopted by the prisoners such as hungkessgind non-cooperation. The
Black Act was finally repealed in 1911 but othedamewer forms of anti-Indian
legislations were retained or created, includirgjrietions on movement between the
four provinces, the establishment of the three dotaxx and the non-recognition of
Asian marriages, all of which led to the second aign, the Natal strike of 1913.
This first campaign can be read as an apparehtrdasince it did not lead
directly to the immediate repeal of the Ordinartdewever, it was a breakthrough in
colonial resistance in many ways and a politicahtph of new methods based on the
philosophy ofSatyagrahaThe British government in London and in Indiawesl the
ongoing events in South Africa with great alarntteey recognized the possibility of
the resistance disturbing the balance of powerritisB India. On 38 January 1908,
the Government of India sent a lengthy dispatchai@ Morley, Secretary of State for
India urging him to intervene and control eventshia Transvadl’ At the same time,
Indian nationalists were keeping a close eye onetfents and in January 1908, a
public meeting to discuss the issue of Indians r@an$vaal was held in Bombay and
attended by prominent national leaders like the Sgiian Mahomed Shah, Jehangir
Petit, and Sir Pherozeshah Mehta and led to theesuient creation of the Imperial
Indians Citizenship Association in 1915 (referredrt Chapter 2§ This attention to
the passive resistance campaign in Transvaal artdl Manverted Gandhi into a
transnational public figure and consolidated hisifimn as a charismatic leader

opposing colonialism in the minds of the publicSauth Africa, India and in England.

8 Government of India, Important Correspondencestirg) to the Two Passive Resistance
Movements in South Africa 1905-1914, pp32-3, TNR®

8 Bombay’s Protest against the Treatment of IndianSduth Africa by the Colonialists, Jan
29" 1908(Quoted in “The Place of India in South Africarstdiry: Academic Scholarship,
Past, Present and Future” by Uma Dhupelia-MestBoeth African Historical Journgd?7,
2007:22)
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As news of the campaign spread in India in theoWithg months, eminent Indian
National Congress leaders like Gokhale mentored d@amand brought further
attention to his cause. It would prove to be vesgful when he would return to India
and resume a political career.

However, most importantly, in the context of So@ifinican Indians the 1906
Satyagrahacampaign set up the stage for the Natal strike9df3 along with creating
a repertoire of practiced tactics and strategiesutaire struggles. For sociologists, the
first Satyagrahacampaign provides rich fodder for analysing thelioations of the
method on various related socio-cultural categosesh as citizenship, gender,
community building and the colonial state. Thesanextions become clearer in the
analysis of the Natal strike but even so, they apps hesitant motifs in the history of

this first campaign against the Black Act.

Understanding the Sociological Implications of fiest Campaign of
Satyagraha

Imperial citizens
One of the key questions surrounding the praafc8atyagrahais related

to the issue of imperial citizenship. As clarifiedrlier, unlike Thoreau and later day
theorists of civil disobedience like Rawls, for @andemocratic politics was not the
essential criterion for embarking on sustainedstasce against an unjust regime. He
could conceive of a method that did not require tbeognition of equality as a
necessary condition but rather, demanded legitinfamyn the state based on the
practice and philosophy &atyagrahaThis was possible partly as a result of Queen
Victoria’s Proclamation of 1858, referred to eatlithat promised social justice and
racial equality to all free British ‘citizens’ inrBain and in the colonies. Gandhi could

declare,
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“Our existence in South Africa is only in our cap@s British

subjects. In every memorial we have presented, awe lasserted

our rights as such. We have been proud of ourdBrititizenship,

or we have given our rulers and the world to believe are so

proud. Our rulers profess to safeguard our rigl#sabse we are

British citizens and what little rights we still tagn, we retain

because we are British subjects” (1928:72).
That ‘British citizenship’ did not carry the sameaming in Europe and in the colony,
despite the Proclamation, was obvious to the IrddiXiet, as argued in Chapter 3, the
imperial citizenship argument was consistently usdurch conflated the concepts of
citizen and subject to benefit the Indians andemand legitimacy as rights-bearing
loyal citizens. Gandhi as a lawyer by professiod aaleep respect for the sanctity of
the law but as a representative of a colonized Ipedpe also understood the
importance of law in keeping a colonial system afiee. During his South Africa
period, he sought to use the law as a tool ag#iestolonial state itself by appealing
to the State from the subject position of an imgdecitizen. Gandhi understood that
citizenship did not just imply rights but also dgiand through various activities
(such as the Ambulance Corps set up to aid thasBrduring the Boer War), he
wanted to establish upon his fellow Indians theangince of their duties to the state.
Also, as elaborated earlier, in a bid to portragiidans as morally superior citizens
Gandhi stressed the importance of trusting thee sudtile respectfully disagreeing
with its methods. While this infuriated his critidbese ideas of duty to the state and
of trust in the state allowed Gandhi to bring thactice of Satyagrahaand its
practitioners into the realm of global moral remmte as ‘rightful’ and ‘worthy’
imperial citizens of the empire. For example, atteg strike of 1913 (that | shall

discuss in the next chapter), Gandhi reports thmat of the secretaries of General

Smuts told him,
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“l do not like your people and do not care to agsiem at all. But what am

| to do? You help us in our hour of need. How canlay our hands upon

you? | often wish you took to violence like the HEslg strikers and then we

would know at once how to dispose of you. But yallinot injure even the

enemy. You desire victory by self-suffering alomel ahat is what reduces

us to sheer helplessne$s.”
While this is obviously a self-reported conversatyy Gandhi and perhaps, should be
judged judiciously as representative of the trugtiseents of the agents of the State,
nonetheless, it is indicative of the deep discomf®atyagrahaand the Indian
community in their self-ascribed status as ‘monapérial citizens’ caused the
authorities.
Gender

The issue of gender is also vital to the concept aractice ofSatyagraha
While some scholars have elaborated on the gendéigibtomy between the
outer/material and inner/spiritual worlds in thentext of colonial India (Nandy 1983,
Chatterjee 1993) and “the discursive strategiesdndfan nationalism, that having
acknowledged its own surrender and impotence in‘dhéer’ world of men, thus
invested the figure of the Indian woman with therdam of an authentic Indian
identity” (Sinha 2000; 31), these gendered analys®ge not been systematically
applied with regards to th&atyagrahamovement, especially in the context of
examining the social history of men as gendereddseBatyagrahaallowed for the
revitalization of the Indian migrant male identityiven that his access to colonial
public spheres was extremely limited. As Indianesahey were restricted to occupy
a subservient status with regulations that spetifieir interactions and appearance in

public spaces through the system of passes andBpesrcumscribed urban areas

for business, irrespective of class and educatiqoalifications. For elite passenger

82 satyagrahdn South Africa, 1928; 295
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Indians, this shook the foundation of their selfrincsince it negated their previously
held unquestioned positions of privilege basedlaascand sex. Petition writing only
served to reinforce this feeling of impotency. Taanch of resistance politics with
Satyagrahawhile worthwhile since it created the possibilioy change, also restored
their sense of agency to Indians males and ovextluttmeir feelings of inadequacy.

At the same time, Gandhi posit&dtyagrahaas an embodiment otree
shakti’ or female power, since it required the capacitjootfitude and sacrifice, both
qualities that were ostensibly female virtues inn@d’'s mind. This essentialized
reading of women redefined gender roles as men wrged to adopt the behavior of
women and learn self discipline from them. Thus,ilevitoloniality emasculated
middle class Indian meigatyagrahasought to restore masculinity by exhorting them
to imbibe feminine qualities. As for women, | arghat these gendered essentialisms
that granted women special virtues, despite bernglematic in that they reinforced
patriarchical norms (Chatterjee 1993, Mongia 20@8re also liberatory at the same
time since it was the alleged possession thesatigaahat allowed for the entry of
middle class women into public spaces as empowaned mobilized agents, thus
blurring the boundary between an oppressive esdismti and an empowered
subjectivity.

Community

The third component | highlight in the construati@nd practice of
Satyagrahais the concept of community. While most accouritthe Black Act and
of the history ofSatyagrahaseem to accept the untroubled category of commuimit
describing the resisters (Mongia 2006, Arnold 2@2all and North Coombes 1991),
| argue that the practices 8atyagrahabrought to the forefront the internal politics

that besieged Indians in South Africa. The notibnanmunity as a pre-determinad
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priori category is sociologically incorrect and insteadcommunity or communal
behavior emerges at certain moments under duseggagrahaas a philosophy tried
to counter these conflicts based on class, religioth gender by advocating a moral
principle that could be adopted by all. Howeveriténpractice, it was posed with the
challenge of negotiating religious differences be#w Hindus and Muslims and
between passenger Indians and indentured workeandl® tried to rework these
negotiations by presenting the principle and meth®dne unified system that could
bridge differences and offer a cohesive front tanter anti-Indian laws, leading to
new imaginings of home and community from a brogmespective beyond religion,
caste and class.

In the same period, between 1905 and 1908, backdia people had
witnessed the stirrings of a mass protest movemgeainst the partition of Bengal, the
rise of anti-British sentiments, and the growinfjuence of the Maharashtrian radical
B.G. Tilak who advocated immediate home rule asathly possible solution to the
British problem. “All of these developments werekitg place largely within a
violently Hindu chauvinistic, anti-Muslim framewdrk (Hyslop, 2011:45).
Satyagrahaon the other hand, positioned itself as an ingkisdeology that was
bound by the principle of equality and humanityistinamework of inclusion even in
the face of marked differences that Gandhi visedliand implemented during the
Satyagrahacampaigns in South Africa would deeply influeniee politics of the anti-
colonial movement in the 1930s in India when he lddae the foremost leader of the
movement.

Gandhi’s critics such as Ranajit Guha understéiedsectarian interests in
the nationalist movement of India as elite politicat channeled the discontent of the

poor and the subaltern into nonviolent protest tififered no resistance to bourgeoisie
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interests of the indigenous elites and its lea@@tgha, 1992). Guha argues “Non co-
operation was designed thus, as a counter-hegerstnaiegy by its leadership. Its
aim was, on the one hand, to mobilize the massesdier to destroy the structures of
collaboration by which colonialism had hoped to @mdits dominance with
hegemony. On the other hand, it was essentialhfat robilization to be based on
persuasion in order to entitle the nationalisteeld speak for all of Indian society”
(Guha 1992; 97). This project was only realizabtstf if the leaders “depicted
mobilization as that integrated will of the peopleich had presumably overcome the
divisive effects of caste, class, gender, and redioterests in its drive to forge the
unity of the nation” (1992; 71) and second, if fh@ject was ‘disciplined’ through
crowd control and soul-control (1992; 112), (thedlabeing intrinsic to the principle
of Satyagrahaas explained earlier).

While these are worthy critiques of Gandhi andrihgonalist movement in
India, it pays scant attention to the history ofiviolent resistance in India in pre-
colonial time&® that has been based most often on subaltern napecation, thus
placing these methods squarely into the repertafiubaltern tactics and not solely
located within a history of the indigenous bourgeni Moreover, this analysis does
not explain the mass appeal of the movement iralndr the support th&atyagraha
garnered to become a genuinely popular moveme®oirth Africa in 1906. It fails to
answer why and how so many people divided by sactamterests came to lend their

assistance to a campaign based on non-violence.

8 As David Hardiman, one of the founding membersigiwith Ranajit Guha of the
Subaltern Studies group candidly states, “Resefardhis book {zandhi in his times and
ours, 2004] revealed a history that | had not paid matténtion to previously — that of the
history of nonviolent resistance” (Hardiman 2011:1)
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As explained earlier, | argue at certain tempaon@ments community is
produced and while these moments can be maneut@redarge extent by elites, it
still has to be bridge differences in order to refte masses and in the process, the
idea of the community and the methods of resistanealtered in fundamental ways.
If one looks at the history of the Black Act asalletd earlier, one realized that one
such ‘moment’ in building community would be Shetlji Sheikh’s call for oath
taking in the name of god at the Empire Theatretmgén September 1906. This was
a moment that transcended religious divisions avaked fervent participation in
what was seen as a moral communal cause. Gandbgmnmieed the power of this
moment and utilized it to its full potential by atantly reminding his followers that
Indians as a community had overcome internal dimsiand with the blessings of a
higher spiritual power would be more than capalblieghting against the injustices of
the colonial system througBatyagraha The symbolic burning of the passes was
another such ‘moment’, leading to the mass pasetey of men, women and children
in the following days and their subsequent arreBitee strike provides examples of
several such moments that | shall highlight inribgt chapter.

The State

The last relationship that | want to examine it thf the state and the idea
of Satyagraha | draw attention to colonial historian and thebrdames Mill's
statement in 1832 before the Select CommitteeeoHibuse of Commons

“In the ordinary state of things in India, therues stood in awe of their

subjects. Insurrection against oppression was #rergl practice of the

country. The princes knew that when mismanagemmeshtoppression went

to a certain extent, there would be a revolt, dmt they would stand a

chance of being tumbled from their throne and,&@esssful insurgent would

be put in his place. This check, is by our intexfere, totally taken away;
for the people know that any attempt of theirs’ Wolie utterly unavailing

against our irresistible power, accordingly no stlebught occurs to them
and, they submit to every oppression that befdilsmt’ (James Mill,
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Minutes of Evidence before Select Committee of HoosCommons, 16

February 1832}
Viewing Satyagrahan this context of raw colonial power as expressed/ill shows
what a tremendous challenge the former threw atdhenial state. By reiterating the
right to replace the “check” on the power of theeruhat had been taken away by the
colonial state, the colonized were calling into sfien the legitimacy of the state as
well as playing for a morally superior position themselves with the use of peaceful,
nonviolent resistance. This assertion of rights dntles as equal citizens shook the
foundations of the racialized idea of the naticat thas the bedrock of colonial power.
Moreover, by grounding itself in the rhetoric ofubforce and idealismSatyagraha
portrayed itself as the antithesis of the “soullesghine”, the state, “which can never
be weaned from violence to which it owes it verystence” (Gandhivoung India
November 1928, quoted in lyer, 2000[1973]; 254)ug,iwhile submission to a lawful
state and its laws was part of a citizen/subjedtises, to submit to an unlawful and
corrupt state was morally wrong on the part of¢hizen/subject. This understanding
of the state hinting at shades of anarchism wasfdhedation for the principle of
Satyagraheor in other words, the moral right and duty to agp oppression through
non-violent means.

Conclusion

Satyagrahaas a thematic framework for colonial resistance e@sstructed
as a public intervention into colonial law and cov& space. Drawing on myriad
influences from Western and Indic traditions itg@eted a unique worldview of the

possibility of non-violent resistance that creaivdrew upon sectarian interests and

8 Testimony of Mill, 18' February 1832, Reports from the Select Commitédise House
of Commons on the “Affairs of the East India Comygarfreb 28" to July 09" 1832, Printed
by order of the Honorable Court of Directors, Coxl &ons. London 1833.
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coopted them into a communal agenda. This chaperpnesented the concept of
Satyagrahaas embedded in the history of Indians in Southcafand signposted the
connections and contradictions that underlie treomh and practice oatyagraha
Citizenship, gender, community and, the state amesof the sociological categories
that inform and complicate the principle and higtaf Satyagraha In the next
chapter, | focus on the Natal strike of 1913 areldbnnections to these socio-cultural
categories in the context of colonial Indians inutBoAfrica and the politics of

resistance.
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CHAPTER 5

THE STRIKE OF 1913

In the last chapter, the Black Act led to the fsastained resistance campaign
among Indians in South Africa. The 1913 strike whe second successful
Satyagrahacampaign that galvanized the Indian community ‘airdually paralyzed
the South African economy” (Swan 1984; 239) foreaiqd of three months as more
than 20,000 workers, both men and women went dkestind courted arrest as a
form of protest against the colonial government.their statements, the strikers
stressed that by virtue of being ‘imperial subjeat$ the British Empire the
government could not legally discriminate againisém, thereby invoking the
triangulated set of colonial relations betweenigmitindia, Britain and the Union of
South Africa. In the past, historians of this pdrigHuttenback 1971, Damodaran
1988, Switzer 1986, Erwin 1994, Bhana and Vahed5P@¢ho have studied this
strike approach it as an important event in Garmsdibiography and in the
development of his unique brand Satyagraha In this historiography, the strike
serves as the learning ground for the evolutiorGahdhi as the primary political
leader of the Indian struggle for independence. ddwer, Gandhi is positioned in
these accounts as solely responsible for the ssiarfethe strike and for evoking a
sense of community cutting across caste, classgander lines. Maureen Swan is
perhaps, one of the earliest scholars to challehigeunquestioning celebration of
Gandhi’s leadership during the strike and his inl&South African Indian politics.
Her work on the strike significantly breaks awagnfr the tendency to highlight the
strike only inasmuch as its role in the makinghef tMahatma’and instead, attempts
to view the strike as an embedded event in Soutitat politics. However, while her

work is noteworthy for this reason, given that @smconducted during the years of
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apartheid, it suffers from a lack of rich archigaurces and consequently, from a lack
of in-depth analysis of the strike and its impadbtstecent times, other scholars such
as Mongia (2006), Hiralal (2009) have attemptedpgen up the 1913 strike beyond
the prevalent narrative of being an example of GamdSatyagrahan South Africa
by focusing on the gendered contours of the staikd have sought to provide “a
feminist intervention into the historiography ®atyagrahan South Africa” (Mongia,
2006; 132).

Building on their work and their analytical insighthis chapter argues that
this strike serves as the defining moment for thergence of a politics among Indian
South Africans that was reflexive of the intercoctians between race, labor, gender
and a migrant ‘imagined’ identity. By questioniniget historical conditions under
which this South African Indian identity is thoudiletarise and most often attributed
to the efforts of leaders such as Gandhi, | atteimptouble the homogeneity of the
category of ‘community’ while laying bare the menlsans of community formation,
marginalization and the importance of social contesxhis process. Second, | use this
empirical moment to tease out colonial practicesofalization and the role of class,
gender and labor within these projects of diffeeenthird, this re-reading of the
strike forces attention on the category of the @mgl citizen/subject’ and the

emergence of the Indian imperial citizen/subjed¢bdhe public sphere.

Causes of the Strike

Before proceeding to the analysis of the strike @mdmpacts, | shall begin with an
examination of the causes of strike and the evieaiding up to it. As elaborated in
the last chapter, after the end of the campaigrinagahe Black Act in 1908,
Satyagrahawas suspended for a couple of years until the d@tion of the Union of

South Africa in 1910 led to new forms of legislatiagainst the Indian community.
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Some of these discriminatory acts came to be szleas the justification for the
strike. | am interested here in tracing how desjbigevast barrage of anti-Indian laws
in South Africa, only particular laws provided theel for resentment and led to
secondSatyagrahacampaign, supplying Indians across class, genddrraligion
lines with just cause against the colonial govermm@n the main, the grievances of
the politically organized Indians related, in ooenii or another, to issues of migration
and to conditions of residence and domicile whaa@ameters were defined within a
racialized logic dictated by the twin forces of ttate and White ‘public’ opinion.”
(Mongia, 2006; 132). Along with the above grievamgminst immigration laws and
inter-state mobility, the issue of the recognitmhindian marriages and resentment
against the three-pound tax paid by ex-indenturedkers and their families were
instrumental in garnering support for the strikeoag a diverse cross section of the
community, thus rendering it a huge success.
Immigration laws and inter-state mobility

Before the formation of the Union of South Afriaa 1910, the laws controlling
the entry of Indians varied in each of the terigsr The Orange Free State barred the
entry of Asiatics into the state with the passifighct 29 in 1890 as a reaction to the
burgeoning number of free Indian traders who wemmpmetition for white settlers.
Simultaneously in 1891The Statute Law of the Orange Free State statedittha
prohibits “an Arab, a Chinaman, a Coolie or anyeotAsiatic or Colored person from
carrying on business or farming in the Orange F3tate.® All Indian businesses
were forced to close and owners deported from thang® Free State without
compensation. The other three territories, whilé loarring Indians openly, set up

legislative barriers to prevent easy movement tht region for Indians and other

8 |OR/L/PJ/6/1283/436/13 File 170, IOL BL
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Asiatics. For example, in Natal, in 1897, the Imraigppn Restriction Act and
subsequent amendments in 1900, 1903, and 1906sed@m educational, health, age
and means test against Indians who were not indehtworkers, seeking admission
to the country, or entry to the Transvaal and Cghettenback 1971, Bhana and
Vahed 2005). This act virtually stopped all furthemmigration of free Indians into
the colony by the first decade of the twentiethtegn Originally, Transvaal and the
Cape Colony allowed Indians mobility after the cdetipn of their indentures but by
the end of the nineteenth century when the numbexxendentured Indians grew
sizable, these colonies also set up laws restyidtie entry of Indians. The Cape
introduced the compulsory literacy test in 1906 amdransvaal, the Immigration
Restriction Act of 1905 provided the governmentctmtrol entry of Indians into
Transvaal through a special permit system which fuether strengthened with Act
No. 15 of 1907 which imposed an education test lbriuture immigrants to the
Transvaal and established the Immigration Departitecheck against illegal Asiatic
entries.

With the creation of the Union, one of the mainuess confronting the government
was related to the ‘Indian question’ and the neefbtmulate laws that would restrict
the burgeoning number of free Indians as well aenthat the currently domiciled
Indians-free, indentured and traders would notllesvad to prosper at the cost of the
while settler population. As Mongia says, “The Umiof South Africa had yet to
formulate Union-wide immigration legislation and lipges. The Indian question
would constitute one of the most persistent, trestine and significant issues in
framing this legislation particularly since it pairted not only to future migration but
also, and even more importantly, to the rights afd( restrictions placed upon)

Indians already in South Africa” (2006; 135). Thanhigration Regulation Act of
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1910 and its subsequent amendments attempted solatate existing immigration
laws of the pre-Union colonies and formulate acstri system for excluding persons
considered ‘undesirable’ due to economic or cultetandards, thereby defining the
colonial government’s stance on definitions of doitaj citizenship, residence and
the category of ‘prohibited immigrants’ that waslfad by racialized anxiety over
Asiatics. In June 1913, the Act became law with sonodifications, following which
all Indian immigration into the Union was stoppddhe order was passed by Smuts,
the acting minister for the Interior under sectibaf Act 22 1913 and read: “I hereby
deem every Asiatic person to be unsuited on ecomognounds: 1. To the
requirements of the Union and, 2. To the requirdmear every Province of the
Union, a. in which such person is not domiciledborin which such person is not
entitled to reside®

“The effect of this proviso is to prevent, in gealerndians who reside in one
Province of the Union from entering and residingaimother Province® However,
one of the main contentions by the Indians wasttiafine print of the act stated that
any Indian who at the commencement of the act wdawdul resident of any
Province, fulfilling the requirements set forthgaction 3 of Act no. 30 of 1906 shall
not be deemed a ‘prohibited immigrant’ in the C&udony. These requirements were
that “a person shall have sufficient educationdaable to himself write out and sign
in the characters of any European language ancapipih to the satisfaction of the
Minister.”® By reverse logic, any Indian residing in the otfeovinces could not
enter the Cape if he or she failed the educatitestl According to the Indians, this

was a direct breach of the right to freely movéhm Cape that was safeguarded in the

8 CO 14/256, File 2345 TNA, PRO

87 Solomon Commission Report, 1914 page 17, Gandtfitllulnstitute, Westville Campus,
University of Kwazulu/Natal

% |bid, page 17
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Provincial Settlement of 1911 between Gandhi andutSmFor the colonial
government, this was not a breach since “the texintisis settlement are not set forth
in any official document, but are to be gathereoimfrtwo letters which passed

between the Private Secretary to the Minister aaddBi®®

and hence, “ [l]n truth
the grievance is one of sentiment rather than dfssunce.® For the Indian
community, especially for colonial born Indians wtwuld freely move between the
provinces in the past, this was a severe blowew txisting rights and in conjunction

with the other causes, useful in garnering supipotthe strike.

“Then | am not your wife, according to the laws tbfs country”: The Marriage
Question

The legality of Indian marriages became an imparissue in the last decades of the
nineteenth century as immigration laws became mestrictive and the colonial
government sought to control the influx of Indiafd$is was partly achieved by
controlling issues of domesticity and family liges it was the presence of women and
their reproductive function that gave the Indiameoaunity the aura of permanence.
With new laws, the state sought to intervene anttrobthe realm of domestic and
sexual life, which it had previously relegated étigious communities for regulation.
One of the ways of doing so was by requiring wi(aasd their children) to prove their
legal status in order to join or return to husbamusSouth Africa. This was
particularly complicated in the case of Muslimgatygamy was a recognized part of
their religion and the colonial state refused tcogmize any polygamous union. As
the laws became stricter, only Christian marriagese deemed valid and marriages
performed under Hindu Muslim and other religioussiwere considered illegal. In

1911, Bai Rasul, a wife of Adam Ismail, a Muslindian resident of the Transvaal

8 Solomon Commission Report, Page 14
0 Ibid, Page 16
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attempted to gain entry into South Africa but wasidd entry as her name did not
match Ismail’s registration certificate and whighstead contained the name of his
previously divorced second wife. The courts decidedt only one wife of a
polygamous union would be granted entry and thisstten was repeated in numerous
other cases such as that of Fatima vs. Rex, and&ug&. Rex.

These decisions by the courts drew flak from wagiquarters, including the
London All India Moslem League who petitioned thel@ial Office asking for
overturning of the court's decision as they bel@gevé&nless this is done, the
Mussalman subjects of His Majesty will regard tmeission as a direct interference
with the enjoyment of their laws and customs gutea to them by the British

government®*

thus appealing to the principle of tolerance taisaall subjects under
the British Empire. Indians were well aware of htive practice of polygamy was
being used as an excuse to push Indian tradersfdabe country as the elite traders
were the only ones with multiple wives unlike themagamous indentured workers
and colonial born Indians (Mongia 2006; 136) and teeling grew with the passing
of the Searle Judgment which became the focus déspread protest. In March
1913, Justice Malcolm Searle disallowed Bai Miridhge only known wife of Hassan
Essop from entering the Cape by arguing that thed imife” has no legal meaning
when solemnized through a religion that recognigelygamous unions. In other
words, despite being a monogamous marriage, BaiaMirwas denied entry on

account of being married to Essop through Muslitesrias Islam as a religion

recognized polygamous unions. For the colonial gowent and its courts, women

%! London All-India Moslem League to Colonial Offic@] October 1911, NAI, September
1912, ProceedingsNo. 8-9, Enclosure 1, Annex 1
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married under a system that recognizes polygamynbddgal status and as such, any
offspring of such marriages were deemed illegitenat

This court ruling hit the free Indian traders agemsitive spot and in time as
the issue was highlighted via the Indian pressraagped onto the trope of national
honor, it became a hugely motivating factor fortiggyation in the strike. Gandhi
used the marriage question to drum waning supporiSatyagrahathrough fiery
editorials in thelndian Opinionthat linked the honor of Indian women to national
pride. He reported that when his wife, Kasturbaeustbod the implications of the
Searle judgment, she said “ Am | your wife or nlo#®n not your wife is this decision
stands, and if | am not your wife, | am not a wonwnany womanhood in the
estimation of my own sex and my children are iliegate.”®” She vowed to join the
struggle to defend her honor and if necessary, geeto jail for the cause, a decision
that found home with several other Indian womenstieading to the participation of
formerly immured women protesters in the striketha final section of this chapter |
shall elaborate on the discursive aspects of tippage between national honor and
womens’ honor that was stimulated through the ragei question and the
implications of this trope of gendered agencySatyagraha
The £3 Tax

The last decade of the nineteenth century saw & raqgrease of ex-
indentured workers in Natal and in the other progs) “until at length it came to be
felt that in view of the small European and thegéanative population in Natal the
position was becoming serious, and that it was singlele to continue to import

laborers except on condition that they should retarindia at the expiration of their

%2 satyagrahdn South Africa, 1928, page 255
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indentures.* With this in mind, in 1893 the colonial governmeent a deputation to
confer with the government of India on this probland “to obtain the consent of the
government of India to an alteration in the terrh$ndentures so as to provide that
the laborer at the expiration of his period of &mvshould return to Indig* The
Government of India agreed to the new conditioloag as the failure to comply with
the condition would not constitute a criminal offen The immediate result was the
passing of Act 17 of 1895 that decried that indemtoontracts would contain a
covenant that stated
“[W] ho shall fail, neglect or refuse to return ltedia or become re-
indentured in Natal, shall take out year by yepass or license to remain in
the colony to be issued by the Magistrate of trstridt, and shall pay for
such pass or license a yearly sum of three poutedbng, which may be
recovered by summary process by any Clerk of ttecé&er other Officer
appointed to get the license moriéy.
The Act came into force in 1896 after being acoa e the Government of India and
henceforth, all contracts contained this pledgeud it was only in 1891 when the
first indentures that contained the covenant expitieat its true effects on the
indentured population could be understood. Thigyhahnual fee was too steep for
most of these workers and many were forced to defiture to avoid paying this tax.
The colonial government was clear that though & ealled a ‘tax’,
“[T]he object was not to raise revenue, but to dgprimessure to bear upon the
indentured Indians to induce them to return todrali the expiration of their
indentures: so that the smaller the amount thatakected the more

effectively is the object of the Act attained. Tt¢tearge in truth is a penalty
upon residence’®

As the Solomon Commission Report succinctly sumihagd,

% Solomon Commission, Page 23

% Solomon Commission, Page 23

% Act 17, 1895 IOR/L/PJ/6/1113 File 2329, IOL BL
% Solomon Commission, 1914, page 25
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“It is as if the Government of Natal had said te thborers: “we do not
wish you to settle in this country, but we cannvent your doing so: if you
do however, we shall penalize you by compelling y@pay annually the sum
of £3 which, though not actually prohibitive, is lseavy that we anticipate that
it will have the effect of compelling you to retuto India at the end of your
first or subsequent indenture¥.”

In 1903, the colonial government of Natal amendael Act to include the
children of indentured workers as liable for the, tlhus making it compulsory for
these children (boys over 16 and girls over 13)ap three pounds annually in order
to remain in the colony. The Solomon Commission Wrygreport provides some
statistics for the total number of men liable fbe tax. According to the report, up
until 1911 a total of 54,000 men had come into ¢bony on indenture contracts
after the passing of the Act in 1895 and 10,800ewmble for the tax. “The next
observation to be made is that out of 10,800 malés, are liable to pay the tax, it is
collected from less than a third of that number #nedpercentage of those who pay it
appears to have been steadily falling during tret faw years.®® In 1911, the
amount collected was £20,268; for 1912 it was A% and in 1913, the total amount
raised was £10,273 and these sums included theotected under the amendments
to include the children of the indentured labor@ise colonial government attributed
this decrease in tax collection to a certain lagne<xollection methods and difficulty
in enforcing payment. Indians, however, contended this decrease was primarily
due to the fact that severe poverty from the pmessfi having to pay the £3 tax
forced the vast majority of indentured workerseeardenture after the expiration of
their first contracts (Gandhi, 1928; 56).

Political activity denouncing the tax did not orgaaily erupt with the passing

of the Act in 1895. Some early petitions from thatd Indian Congress did

" Solomon Commission, 1914, page 25
% Solomon Commission report 1914, page 27
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reference the tax but there was no concerted eifocampaign against it (Pachai,
1971; 47). This is because the Congress was ptimanolved in looking after
trader interests. It was only with Gokhale’s visitSouth Africa (See Fig 5.3) that
the £3 tax became central to government discussianthe ‘Indian question’ and
among politically active Indians. Gokhale had cortte South Africa as a
representative of the interests of the British soty under the Crown and called for a
termination of indentured emigration to Natal ahd tepeal of the £3 tax. After a
meeting with the Union Ministers, he secured arumsge that the tax would be
withdrawn shortly. He announced this at the mestimgjd in his honor and attended
by large crowds of Indians, including many indeatliand ex-indentured workers
(See Figure 5.8¥
When the tax was not repealed, Gandhi and otheletsaof the Natal Indian

Congress considered this as a personal affronbidh&e and to India, which was a
just cause for agitation (Gandhi, 1928; 273). BpeJd913, it was obvious that the
tax would not be repealed, except insofar as itieghpo women. On June 211913
the Indian Opinion put forth an editorial that sagtgd for the first time that the
unjustness of the tax demanded a repeal and ifwhs not forthcoming, Indians
were ready to launch the secaBdtyagrahacampaign. On July 39 1913 during a
mass meeting of Indians held in Durban, a resalutias passed condemning the £3
tax and they took a vow to commit acts of passesstance until the government
repealed the unjust tax. As the Solomon Commissported,

“this was a grievance which probably appealedfir garger number of

Indians than did the objections taken by Mr. Gartdithe Immigration

Regulations Act 1913, and advantage was no douibntaf this fact to

secure that concerted action which was necesséryghei strike
threatened by him, was to be in any way effecti8.”

% Transvaal Leader, October™6912 IOR/L/PJ/6/1283 File 4356 10L, BL
190 5plomon Commission Report, 1914,13
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In his letter to the Colonial Secretary written 28" September 1913,
Gandhi informed him that the step he proposedke ta
“[clonsists in actively, persistently and contirlyasking

those who are liable to pay the £3 tax to declimdd so and to

suffer the penalties of non-payment, and, what isrem

important, in asking those who are now serving umagentures

and who will, therefore be liable to pay the £3 ¢éexcompletion

of their indentures, to strike work until the taxwithdrawn.***
This is the first official intimation of the unhapess around the £3 tax strike as well
as notice of the imminent strikes, and that indesduwvorkers had been invited to
participate in theSatyagrahastruggle. However, this is not to suggest tharyavee
agreed with this stance to include the indenturedkers’ cause. Gandhi faced a lot
of debate around the issue among the various Ingliitical organizations and this
decision to involve the indentured in the strugigle to fractures within the Natal
Indian Congress. The supporters of the campaighiwthe Natal Indian Congress
and the Colonial Born Indian Association came tbgeto form a new organization-
The Natal Indian Association and this became thi mpalitical organization during
the strike. At the same time, there was suspicighinvthe ranks of the indentured
and the ex-indentured workers and several edignmtheAfrican Chroniclevoiced
its opposition to the inclusion of the indenturedrkers’ cause within the larger
Satyagrahastruggle, based on a fear that the issue was heing to further the
interests of the traders and elite Indians. Acewydb Swan (1984), Gandhi needed
to take up the cause of the repeal of the £3 targoue the six year olsatyagraha

campaign and provide the movement with a fresh asfrsupporters and it was only

by incorporating the indentured workers that held¢daring about such a change

101 Collected Works Vol 15, page 235
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(1984; 248-9). While this is partially true, | aggthat this inclusion of indentured
workers occurred organically and Gandhi had actualbt thought this whole
decision through. When confronted with the actuahdnds of leading over 20,000
men and women across Natal and into Transvaal aoeding for their material
needs during the strike, he was overwhelmed byadjstic demands of such action.
| shall expand on this theme while discussing thenes of the strike in my next

section.

Performing Satyagraha: An Account of the Strike

The campaign kicked off on $3October with a public meeting held in
Newcastle, a mining center in North Natal (See %.i2). The meeting was led by
Thambi Naidoo “a veteran passive resister, and aulpo president of the
Johannesburg Tamil Benefit Society” (Swan, 19849)24Accompanied by the
Tamil-speaking wives of several other resistersspeke to the Newcastle mining
Tamil workers about the £3tax and the meeting wesbl'to abide by the passive
resistance movement till redress is obtain€dThe next day, Naidoo and some
other Satyagrahis(See Fig. 5.5) were arrested for trespassing dwawp property
while they were trying to urge railway workers tikee work. The other passive
resisters in their group continued on to Farleigilli€y to address Indian workers,
seventy-eight of whom struck work the next ¥agnd by the 170f November, “the
movement had spread beyond expectations, and wathireek 2,000 Indians had
struck work in Northern Natal” and their main gi&xe was their unhappiness at the
tax (Swan 1984; 249). Some arrests were made aedtywine miners were
sentenced to two months’ imprisonment with harebtalds the strike spread, Gandhi

realized the potential for real action and annodrteat if the tax was not repealed,

1921ndian Opinion 22nd Oct 1913
103 satyagrahdn South Africa, 1928, page 267
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the strikers would be advised to leave the minescurt arrest and if not arrested,
he would lead them to march into Transvaal in d@anapt to peacefully flout the
immigration law that disallowed their entry intoahsvaal without certificates of
domicile.’® The government under the leadership of Smuts & daipacity as
Minister for Defense provided armed police protetat every colliery in the strike
area who “were ordered to prevent violence, toqmtotmine property, and afford
every protection to Indian mine laborers if theyskad to work” (Swan, 1984; 251).
The government policy at this point was mostly defee and few arrests were made
and no real attempt was made to ensure that tlilee stnded. The government
anticipated that the passive resistance struggléddmdie a natural death and did not
wish to intervene by arresting the strikers.

By 28" October, as reported by Reuters, around 3,000avsnkere on strike
in North Natal. On 8 November, Gandhi and others led 2,037 men andatiien
and fifty-seven children across the Transvaal bof8ee Fig 5.1):°° Before crossing
the border, Gandhi appealed to the government geatethe tax and assured the
government that he would ensure that the workerddveturn to work immediately
on the withdrawal of the tax. However, the governtriid not consent to repeal the
tax and did not arrest the strikers. Smuts in asivisto the Secretary of State said,
“Mr. Gandhi appeared to be in a position of muchiialilty. Like Frankenstein he
found his monster an uncomfortable creation andvbgld be glad to be relieved of
further responsibility for its suppoft®

Smuts was partially correct, as there was a diedrer funds since this

large-scale support from the indentured workers matdbeen anticipated. Although

194 |bid, page 270
195 |bid, page 274
106 CO 551/45/40709-12 TNA, PRO; also reported in Shadv: 252
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Gandhi had assured Gokhale that he did not refum@s from India since he did not
imagine that there would be more than sixty-fivetipgoants in this struggle (Gandhi
1928; 271), now with the vast number of strikehgytneeded around £250 a day to
provide for the marchers’ rations of one and a palinds of white bread and sugar.
Fund raising in India provided about £3000 a maatld this was only a small step
towards keeping the marchers f84.

As the number of marchers increased, however, tivergment decided to
pursue some kind of action. A report on the stikéten by the Chief Magistrate,
Percy Binns of the Magisterial Division of Durbamte forth the government's
predicament and the reason behind the decisiorak®mass arrests. “It was decided
that the only way to deal with the matter, was @kenwholesale arrests. This course
was necessary for two reasons: 1. That the Indiadsto see that the Government
was in a position to make its power felt, and dordfevidence to those willing to
work that there was not only the power to punish &igo to protect. 2. It was
necessary to show the Natives that there existbedrat the necessary force to handle
any number of strikers-

Gandhi was arrested off' November and once again, on the following day.
He was released on bail on both occasions andjbieed the marchers to lead them
on into Transvaal. His charge was abetting andngigliersons to enter Transvaal
illegally. On the &, he was arrested for a third time at Greylingsiad sent to
Dundee. All other marchers were arrested for be@ngransvaal illegally and forced
to board trains for Natal. Gandhi was tried in De@dn the 1"l and sentenced to

nine months’ imprisonment with hard labor.

%7 |bid, 272
198 Report on the Indian Strike in the Division of ban, The Magisterial Division of
Durban, CO 110-121,TNA, PRO
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Here, | would like to provide a short narrative thé female resisters who
were a part of the struggle. Unfortunately, there@ ihuge paucity of information as
very few documents related to wom&atyagrahisare available in the colonial
archives and in Gandhi's writings. However, | hamcountered some profiles of
women involved in the struggle. Valliamma Mudiliaas a sixteen-year old martyr
of the passive resistance movement (See Fig 516).55he was the daughter of a
fresh produce hawker who had been active in tls¢ Satyagrahacampaign and was
influenced by her parents’ involvement in the passesistance movement. On™29
October 1913, Valliamma, along with ten other Tambmen (See Fig 5.8}
marched towards Transvaal in a bid to court arM#ten this failed, they went to
Newcastle in order to rouse Tamil indentured waskerstrike. They visited mines in
the region and held meetings with indentured wakeathering support for the
cause and providing information about the strikesther places. Gandhi writes, “the
mere presence of these women was like a lightec¢hsitk to dry fuel....their
influence spread like wildfire. The pathetic stafythe wrongs heaped by the £3 tax
touched the laborers...| was not prepared for thiszetaus awakening™° Soon the
government realized the potential for trouble ttieése women could cause and
arrested them at Newcastle. They were releasedadnabd Valliamma and her
mother again courted arrest at Volksrust off Z22cember 1913 and were sentenced
to three months imprisonment with hard labor atdPrearitzburg. Valliamma fell ill
during her incarceration and her condition becaeross enough to warrant the
government to agree to release her early. Howaialiamma refused and on %2

February, 1914 she passed away. After her deattwalehonored as a martyr by

199 My data indicates that these women were Mrs. Wegmsy, Mrs. Mahabir, Mrs.
Moonswamy, Mrs. Pillai, Mrs. V.S Naidoo, Mrs. Moegll Mrs. Tommy, Mrs. Thambi, and
Mrs. Bhawani Dayal. Unfortunately, | have not bedate to unearth more information about
them.

110 satyagrahal928; 282
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various Indian organizations in South Africa andoam anti-colonial groups in
British India, serving as a signifier for the spof endurance and heroism of women
in the struggle.

Fatima Bai (See Fig.5.10), the wife of Gandhi'effid Sheikh Mehtab, was a
Guijarati housewife who joined the passive resister®ctober 1913 as a result of
anger at the marriage question. Accompanied byséeen-year old son and mother
(See Fig 5.7), she went to Volksrust with the ititanof courting arrest by crossing
the border into Transvaal. They were arrested atamia Bai and her mother were
sentenced to three months imprisonment with habirlaat Pietermaritzburg. In
prison, accounts detail how she defied the auikeriby resisting giving her
fingerprints even upon being maltreatétiThese two short descriptions of women
resisters are by no means exhaustive profiles dibier signposts for detailing how
women played an important symbolic role in allowi@gndhi and other leaders to
build common cause with indentured workers and wiite traders. | shall return to
this theme in the analysis of the strike.

In the meanwhile, the strikes raged on and workarsarious mines and
plantations across Natal struck work and marchedhtds Transvaal. The Natal
Indian Association leaders realizing that this v@apotentially dangerous situation
intervened to stop the marches and persuaded rikerstto remain on the estates.
The government continued to make large numbersresis and turned the mines
and estates into prison and sentenced the woriawsik at these locations. By 17

of November, the strikes spread to Durban and soding areas and affected

1 |ndian Opinion, 26 November 1913
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production on the sugar plantations, the railways the docks as around seven to
eight thousand workers were on strike in the reditn

By the end of November, the strike had spread éoSbuthern coast of Natal
and over 15,000 workers were on strike here. Swagmes that the course of action in
the South was very different from the North as ¢heas no organized leadership in
the South and the strike was therefore, markedrmenainty and apparent lack of
purpose (Swan 1984; 254). Some of the strikers Ine@r¢owards Gandhi’s Phoenix
settlement while others remained in the barragdsising to work. The sheer number
of strikers made the government nervous and poliaelity increased greatly. There
were reports of police firing and skirmishes atimas plantations. Of these, two
deserve special mention. The first is the conlicMount Edgecombe on the property
of the Natal Estates Ltd. On 28 November 1913, ttamager of the estate, Mr.
Campbell, requested police help in forcing the dndstrikers on the estate to return to
work. A party of twelve policemen under the commasfdLieutenant Clarke, an
officer of the South African Mounted Rifles was sém the estate. There were two
sets of barracks, one known as the Upper, and ttier as the Lower. The official
police report stated that the police went to indileeIndians in the lower barracks to
return to work and they consented. As the policeeweading the workers back
through the cane fields, over one hundred Indiaos) fthe upper barracks attacked
them with knifes and stick$*®

According to the colonial government version of theents, the police were
forced into firing “as four of their party had beknocked to the ground from their

horses and were being violently attackédiand in order to save the lives of the other

12 |ndian Opinion, 2% November 1913
13 50lomon Commission Report, 1914, page 6
114 Solomon Commission, 1914, page 6
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police officers and to repel the attacking parhg Dfficial version maintained that
“the only way in which this could have been dones\ey the use of revolvers, and
regrettable as the loss of life was, the policeenaanply justified in firing when they
did and that, if they had not done so, in all plolig the eventual loss of life would
have been considerably greater than it actually"Waseven unnamed Indians were
killed outright*® while two succumbed to fatal injuries later anduatbtwenty-five
were injured:!’

The Transvaal Leademwas a significant newspaper in the region and its
reports were presented by the government as thieeatic voice’ in its dispatches to
the Colonial Office in Britain. Reporting on thecident at Mount Edgecombe on
November 28th?, it began by stating that it was difficult to gauthe accuracy in
general of things regarding the strike, “for chandggke place with the suddenness
characteristic of the Asiatic variableness of tenipk reported that the manager of
the estate had been forced to call in police summthe coolies had threatened him,
and that they had become menacing. It clearly biteopinion that “there is little
doubt that the police received great provocatioforigeetaking drastic steps.” The
article listed the injuries to the policemen: Lienént Clarke was thrown to the
ground and suffered a head wound, Corporal Bridggs hit by a stray bullet in his
foot, Corporal Sparkes was struck in the eye, andn@r Irwin was knocked to the
ground and surrounded by Indians armed with knauvas$ was badly injured, though
his injuries are not clearly stated. The coolide#iand injured remained unnamed.

The protesters took severe umbrage with thi®rtgy and thelndian

Opinion presented its version of the incident on Dec 3,319t refuted the accounts

5 |bid, page 6

16 Only one photograph provides some information abiweifamily of one of the men who
died from police firing. See Fig 5.9.

7 bid, page 2

118 Transvaal Leader28" November 1913, IOR/L/PJ/6/1283, File 4356 10L, BL
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of other newspapers stating that Indians have bé&aned for instigating the attack
and for striking a fearful blow on a trooper's hmrdeading to open firing by the
police. It stated, “This is certainly remarkablé,true. Such feats of strength are
generally not credited to these ‘emaciated, spintigged and weak people’.” It
maintained that a general hand-to-hand scuffleeaswsl one trooper was injured in
his thigh, upon which the police fired directlythé leading coolies. It claimed that in
total, nine coolies were killed while over 20 warpired.

The interesting issue here is not in determining #uthenticity of either
newspaper account. Instead, what is of significasce fact that while historical
accounts of the strike are most often, based orcalanial archives that include the
newspaper dispatches from thensvaal Leadera counter narrative from thedian
Opinion points to the complexities abundant in the produrctf colonial history.
First, it refutes the charges by using racializelbwial discourses on Indian physical
attributes to claim in an ironic voice that it coulot be possible for Indians to engage
proactively in violence, thereby using colonialisgd@liscourse about Indians to mock
the veracity of the official account. Second, iesishe colonial official report signed
by the police general to counter allegations ofmealiation, thus not depending on
its own reporters who perhaps, can come underubgicgon of partisanship. Third,
its narrative points to the inherent elitism of géaltern voice that leaves the dead
coolies as nameless as they were in the colorgalds and colonial newspapers. The
strike, while proclaiming the cause of the cookesl their grievances under colonial
rule, remained an elite enterprise led by middésglsubalterns, often experienced in
colonial resistance narratives.

The other violent skirmish between the police ahé toolies occurred at

Esperanza on the plantations of Hawkeworth and.Son2f' November, about 200
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Indians went on strike at the plantation. Off Mbvember, the police led by Sergeant
Rorke and Sergeant Davidson were called in to dtterthe matter and after talking
to the Indians, convinced them to walk to Umzirdcsee the Magistrate. “Suddenly
one of the Indians threw himself on his back at femhgth on the ground. He said
something to the others, and the whole number fibiswed his example**° One of
the men who spoke English, Sammy informed the pdi@at they would not go to
Umzinto and would instead prefer to die where thweye, telling Davidson “Get off
your horse and come cut our throat® When the police approached the prostate
men, the official version claims that the Indianmped on them and attacked them
with long sticks and iron pipes. According to SengeRorke’s report’ the mob
grew violent and the police had to resort to arfur Indians were killed and ten
were wounded in the police firing. According to tBelomon Commission report, the
force used on this occasion, like at Mount Edgeamias necessary and justified and
not in excess of what was requiré%f.

The Transvaal Leadereported that on the Bmf November that over 20,000
workers were on strike in North and South NatalsMscale arrests continued and the
jails were full. The Viceroy of India, Lord Hardiagpublicly expressed “deep and
burning sympathy of India and those who like myselithout being Indian,
sympathize with the people of this country.” He demned the South African
government as unjust and whose “measures wouldaablerated for a moment in
any country claiming to be civilized® It can be argued that violent reactions from

the government actually helped render the strikacaess.

19 police Report, South African Police Camp CO 256288-231 TNA, PRO
120 :
Ibid.
21 |bid.
122 50lomon Commission Report, 1914 page 9
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The Union government under pressure from theessiland from international
guarters such as London and British India appoiatedmmission to enquire into the
causes and disturbances of the strike. This waSohemon Commission and before
it commenced its proceedings, it recommended tleatdGi and his associates (See
Fig 5.4) be released and be invited to give eviddmefore the commission. Gandhi
refused and all Indians boycotted the commissiah rasolved to start a new march
from 1™ Jan 1914 if the tax was not repealed and if theriage question was not
resolved, as per the agreement made with Gokhald.8®January, Gandhi met with
Smuts and negotiations with the government lednt@greement on both accounts:
the repeal of the tax and the official recognitmnone wife of a legally domiciled
Indian male. The impact of this strike was profound Gandhi’'s future as an
experienced anti-colonial leader on his returnnidid in 1914. For Indians in South
Africa, the results were mixed. While they won thepeal of the tax and the
recognition of their marriages under the India &elAct of 1914, it did not
necessarily change the lives of indentured worked their families. Global events
such as the Depression and the subsequent Worlds \Wiaide their existence
precarious and while the strike was a successdinat lead to rapid class mobility
for the ex-indentured. It was only in the later ngeaf the 1950s when a new set of
radical Indian South Africans who identified themrss as South Africans first and
foremost, came to the forefront of the fight agamasial politics, that new forms of
resistance began to take shape, culminating in plaeticipation in the sustained fight
against Apartheid in the second half of thd" 2@ntury. In the next section, | shall

provide an analysis of the strike based on the alava.
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De-Coding the 1913 Strike

As described earlier, historians and sociolodistge analyzed the strike either
in connection to Gandhi’'s graph as an anti-colofieédom fighter or as a telling
testament of non-violent resistance. My analysisowad for an alternative
interpretation that emphasizes the complicated ityeabf the strike, the
interconnections between the metropole and then@doand of the multilayered
issues that Indians faced in South Africa at theetiof the strike. | deal with four
inter-related points: the performance of ‘impedsdizenship’ in the public sphere, the
gendered aspect of the strike, transnational né&svof colonial power and anti-
colonial sentiment, and understanding the ‘emerglesfoccommunity.

Imperial Citizens/Subjects on Strike

In an editorial written a few days before the cozmecement of the strike,
Gandhi declares,

“It is unthinkable that the Union refuses to horitsr commitment to those

who possess rights bestowed upon them by one ofatigest empires in

history. Indians are first and foremost, Britishbjgets and indentured
workers are no different...[T]he tax is unjust and lweve the right to protest
against it, albeit peacefully, to the governmenthef Union as well as present
our case to the guardians of the British Emplf8.”
The above passage marks how the idiom of rightgighed the justification for protest
in this instance and how indentured workers wemeallfy recognized by Gandhi as
rights-bearing subjects of the Empire. Most impuaitlig it identifies the audience for
the protest: namely Natal, London and India. THepging into public space as
imperial citizen-subjects reconfigures the unevexlationship between labor,

citizenship and legal rights. As described in Chag@®, indentured workers appear

mostly as shadowy characters at the service af &itders in the latters’ petitions

124Indian Opinion,24" October 1913
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claiming concessions based on their status as ialpgrbjects. It is only in their
participation in the strike that they are rendengdible in the public sphere,
demanding that they be accommodated within thedvaonk of rights guaranteed to
them by virtue of their legal status as citizenjsats of the Crown. The £3 tax thus
became invested with all of their grievances agdhescolonial government; not their
employers, and the strike and the marches allowethtto experience a sense of
agency in forcing the authorities to acknowledgeirthduty in protecting Her
Majesty’s subjects. This “miraculous awakenifg”, | argue is not a magical
testament to Gandhi’s leadership qualities as ardpyeHuttenback (1971) and others,
but rather a combination of a variety of factormmely the lack of an efficient system
of appeal for indentured workers; the constantrmalgy act of appeasement by the
British government towards the settler colonies ahdeaffirming its ties and duties
to its imperial diaspora; and most significantly)y extension of the language of
citizenship that was based on the logic of univerggnts for all subjects that had
earlier only been reserved for the trader classes.

Earlier in my description of the strike | mentign¢hat it was only in
September 1913 that Gandhi referred to the £3ralis correspondence with the
colonial authorities. However, when the tax wasmepealed despite the assurances to
Gokhale, Gandhi realized that this grievance cadld a strategic edge to his political
program of passive resistance and thus, he insttibbe rhetoric of labor onto the
rhetoric of imperial citizenship. Up until then thiaim to citizenship had mostly been

formulated through insistence on the ‘worthinegghe “industrious”, “cultured” and

125 gatyagrahdn South Africa, 1928, Page 261
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“hygienic™? Indian middle class traders. Including the indesduworker within the
idiom of citizenship implied recognition of a pentmod infused with rights that
allowed for the expression of discontent with therts of their labor contracts. Thus,
the figure of the indentured worker became crutdakconstructing a notion of a
‘community’ united in its struggle towards claimingperial citizenship under a
system that circulated the ideology of the libdrahevolence of Empire and equality
of all while covertly maintaining a deeply raciad politics of exclusion.

Here | must note the basic contradiction inheranthe idea of rights of the
indentured imperial citizen-subject. In my earligscussion of the tax | discussed the
conditions of payment of the tax and as statedydts incumbent upon the ex-
indentured and their offspring to pay it annuallglass they re-indentured for a
further five years. Thus, it is obvious that whilke strike depended on the
participation of the indentured labor represen®dghts-bearing individuals with the
freedom to freely enter into contracts, in reatthg demands articulated during the
strike did not include changing the current cowdisi of indentured labor but instead
defended the interests of those who had left inderand were ‘free’ laborers hoping
the join the ranks of the petty bourgeoisie andotfedessional middle classes.

Beyond the discursive aspect of imperial citizémghat | discuss above, |
would like to focus attention on the performativepect of citizenship that was
enacted via the strike. Participation in the stitk@lied an active engagement in the
public sphere- a public sphere not in the sensea oHabermasian exclusive

bourgeoisie public sphere but rather, as Dipeshk@harty describes, a space for

126 As seen in Chapter 3, most petitions written keyttaders insisted upon their rights as
imperial citizen-subjects that thelgservedlue to their industrious, cultured and hygienic
nature.
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intervention made possible by law and the idea oflasts bearing individual (2000;
147).

Following Chakrabarty’s lead where he makes the ¢aat in the third world
the peasant emerges as a “full participant in tigigal life of the nation, first in the
nationalist movement and then as a citizen of tldependent nation, long before he
or she could be formally educated into the dockrioa conceptual aspects of
citizenship”(2000; 9), | argue that under colorsaliand its guarantee of rights to its
subjects, indentured workers, women and other trpal emerge out of the “waiting
room of history” (Chakrabarty 2000; 8) to countexc{l Rhodes’s famous declaration,
“Equal rights for allcivilized men” (emphasis added) and create an intervention
whereby citizenship is not reserved only for théliced members of the colonized.
Thus, this intervention, as indicated earlier, wasequally accessed by the colonized
and class and gender based differences ensureddim of the colonized viewed
themselves as more worthy and prepared to handlectimplexities of political
participation. For the privileged classes the salwithin the colonized had to be
‘tutored’ on the practices and ideals of citizepsbéfore they could join the ranks of
the ‘civilized citizen-subject’. Thus, Gandhi wiste

“When this tax (referring to the £3 tax) fell withthe scope of the
struggle, the indentured Indians had an opportupityarticipating in it. The
reader must note that thus far this class had kephout of the fray. This
new orientation of our policy increasedr burden of responsibilitpn one
hand, and on the other, opened up a fresh fiel@afiitment for our ‘army’.

Thus far Satyagrahahad not been so much as mentioned among the

indentured laborers; still less had they beslucatedto take part in it.”
12llemphasis added)

127 satyagrahal 928, 249
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The strike would thus serve as an education iresighip practices for the
subaltern classes under the aegis of the morelligast volunteers [who] were
required to look after these obscure and uneducaésd™?®

The last point | would like to mention briefly isat women also emerged into
the public sphere as citizen-subjects infused wighright to protest against the racial
inscription of their marriage status. For the ca@bauthorities, the marriage question
was a means of migration control of elite traderd for the colonized, it provided a
means women to be a part of the resistance stragglallowing them to emerge into
the public space as model citizens as they werethies than men due to their
strength and fortitude, and deeply spiritual natdféin the next section, | expand on
the gendered aspect of the strike and its impboati
Gendering the Strike

| argue that gender has not been systematicallyyzed with regard to a
migrant colonized population, specifically in rétet to acts of passive resistance
such as the 1913 strike. Employing gender as atytan@ category shall help
understand why the non-recognition of Hindu and IMusnarriage by the colonial
government became fraught with meanings on donigsticorality and national
pride and conneced strongly with the legitimatidnttee strike and how and why
women, indentured and merchant class participatethé strike. First, the strike
allowed for the revitalization of the Indian migtanale identity, given that his access
to colonial public spheres was extremely limiteds Aescribed in Chapter 4,
Satyagrahas repeatedly interpreted as a rare form of masizaéld agency that was
not a weapon of the weak, but rather reservedifosd who were strong in spirit

(Gandhi 1928; 163). The passivity and non-violemteSatyagraharedefines the

128 |bid, 263
129 |ndian Opinion, 8 June 1913
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social construction of masculine resistance beythad of one seeped in passion-
driven outbreaks of violence. Thus, the strike pnésd a form of agency that was
contrary to the standard trope of masculinizeditipal struggle, actively played out

via non-violent long marches, by silently courtiagest and by respectfully defying

colonial authorities.

At the same time, anti-colonial resistance waspittéd as a space reserved
only for men of Indian descent. Rather, this newlinted migrant identity of the
citizen-subject, as described in the previous sectionsidered women to be an
essential component of anti-colonial struggle. Gamdas much influenced by the
Suffragette Movement and urged women to join thevemment (Gandhi 1928).
Editorials encouraged this participation since womere seen as capable of higher
self-denial and passive resistance than men wimién‘were urged to be more manly’
by joining the movemertt?

While this is undeniably problematic in constroatias pointed out by some
scholars (Mongia 2006), | argue that these esdizetiagendered tropes were raced
and classed since they were mostly reserved foredboated immured middle-class
women and indentured women working in plantatiomsenleft out of this idealized
framing. While the colonial authorities did not &ppictorian framings of female
weakness, delicacy and chastity to colonized indedt females engaged in
production, anti-colonial framing of the marriagaiegtion and the subsequent
participation of middle class women in the strikaswalso a class-driven intervention
that spoke on behalf of all Indian women and tlegltrope of the honor of women as
a general category to the honor of the Indian imedji‘nation’. Thus, an editorial in

thelndian Opinionprior to the strike attempting to rouse suppaatroked “Any nation

130 |Indian Opinion19" April, 1913
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that fails to protect the honor of its women, angividual that fails to protect the
honor of his wife is considered lower than a bruté.we lose our honor, what
remains of happiness‘?a} reproducing a composite, monolithic ‘third-worleman’,
regardless of class, ethnic or racial location (Mu1997: 64). Gandhi writes urging
for the participation of women in the strike, “Ihdian women become passive
resisters they must have a very serious grievaileecongratulate our plucky sisters
who have dared to fight the government rather thdmit to the insult offered by the
Searle judgment. They will cover themselves anddhd of their birth as indeed, of
their adoption, with glory if they remain true teetr resolve in the end* Thus, for
example, the differences in motivations and actibesveen Valliamma and Fatima
Bai are erased when they are pressed into sereic@rbviding evidence for the
participation of women in the struggle by both, Glairand scholars (such as Hiralal's
analysis of women'’s’ participation in the strikdika. In the strike, gender is a very
particularly situated site, cast into colonial rble law, labor and race and yet, at the
same time, the discourse of a gendered nationabrhbelped rouse anti-imperial
feelings, partially erasing class and other diffiees among the colonized in order to
create an imagined community of citizen-subject® \idit insulted and betrayed by
the colonial authorities.
“Natal's lesson learnt by Empiré®* Transnational Networks of Colonial Power and
Anticolonial Sentiments

On 3F' December 1913, Governor General Gladstone sewnfidential
document to the Secretary of State for India, Lord Crewat tietailed the events of

the strike and reported that the strike was finallgr with the help of the police and

131 Indian Opinion, 22' March 1913. Also Mongia 2007, 140
132 |bid, 10" May 1913. Also quoted in Mongia, 2007, 140
133 Transvaal Leader"@ecember 1913.
13410R/L/PJ/6/1283, File 4356 10L, BL
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district magistrates. However, the letter cautioagdinst optimism since the Indian
Question had hardly been resolved. Further it dttiat notice must be taken of the
“great difficulty in which the government had bealaced” due to the unrest created
on account of the strike and because of the allbgethlity against Indians that was
reported in the British and Indian press. It alsdicated the problems created by
virtue of Lord Hardinge’'s speech denouncing the (eeferred to earlier in the
chapter), forcing the Prime Minister “the necessifychoosing whether preference
should be given to Imperial or to South Africanemssts.” As was the norm, it
contained several enclosures that consisted obrélg from various newspapers,
which asked uncomfortable questions of the colog@alernment from the point of
the view of the settlers. One of these, EnclosGrevds an extract from “The Star” of
December 9, 1913. The newspaper denounced the strike anuethi
“If India, as a British Dominion, has the right ¢aim free entry, then we
here have the same right to claim that not anatblrred man, not another
Indian shall be admitted into this country. Ratadrundred times separate
from England-and we are prepared to maintain ahtsi than to submit
to the choice of India, a colored country.... If picians in England were
better acquainted with the position, they wouldizeathat our attitude is
not prompted by vengeance, but by a deep realizatiat self-
preservation is the first law of nature. We lookthe government not to
find a ‘modus vivendi’ but a ‘status quo,’ in whithe rights and interests
of South Africa come first. What India is for thedians, South Africa is
for the South Africans?®°
While one might be tempted to dismiss the aboveaeist vitriolic against Indians in
South Africa, | chose to include this as an indarabf the prevailing mood after the
strike and because it points to two interestingeasp first, the fact that it was

enclosed in the secret document and hence, seenlegitimate representation of

settler interests that the Secretary of Stateridral needed to be made aware of, and

135 Enclosure 15, Extract from “The Star” of Decem®81913 IOR/L/PJ/6/1283, File 4356
IOL, BL
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second- the article is fully cognizant of the coicgied international status of the
Indian Question in South Africa and represents WI8buth Africans as the true
rights-bearing individuals of the new Union and resents England as a colonial
center that is opposed to the interests of Soutic#is.

Several examples are present in the archivespaess similar sentiments
regarding the strike and the Indian Question tbahect the triangulated edges of the
British Empire. Major Silburn, Member of Parliamefdr Durban stated in an
interview to theHerald, “We must agree that the agitation in India ors thuestion
had been engineered for political purposes in Irediaa blow to the Empire. | am
astonished that General Smuts does not demongir@eeat Britain and to India how
much better treated the Indians are in Natal inamison to their own countri®,
thus giving voice to the widespread belief that Negal strike was being used as a
strategic ploy to discredit British rule in Indiandh that it was up to Natal to
demonstrate the actual truth of how well South &frireated her Indian laborers.

In India the treatment of the Indian strikers haecome an important
national issue and, as claimed by Silburn, one thas$ threatening the Empire.
Indians were closely following the developmentstié strike, emphasizing the
imperial rights of British subjects in the domingoand linking their protection to the
honor of the Empire. On 2December 1913, thEransvaal Leadereported on The
Aga Khan's speech to the members of the Bombay Tidalhfrom the previous day
where he proclaimed that

“if such treatment (accounts of police brutalityridg the strike) had
been meted out to Englishmen by any foreign couhimpuld have been
treated as &asus belli The public opinion cannot believe the Imperial

Government is helpless in the matter. Bombay wasfydyy obvious of
its conviction that Great Britain was unable or uhmg to protect her

136 Enclosure 12The Herald 14" December 1913 IOR/L/PJ/6/1283, File 4356 IOL, BL
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foster children. This must shake confidence ingbeer of the Imperial

Government, and deal a blow to the prestige oBitiesh Empire.'3L37
Pressure from the Government of India, especidiigr dord Hardinge’s address,
resulted in the Union Government being forced taupethe a judicial enquiry headed
by Sir William Solomon to enquire into the strikedaits causes and to recommend
some solutions to the Indian problem. Although dil not equally welcome the
commission:>¢ it served as a tool in the “production of a regiofieruth governed by
the liberal notion of impartiality” (Mongia 200449) that benefited both, the Union
government and the British India government. lbw#d for the recording of the
official version of the strike-its causes and tfteraath and for the complete erasure
of alternate versions that challenged the offitialh. Thus, the commission findings
declared that the testimony of an indentured woBabadhur who gave evidence of
ill treatment during the strike at the hands of dmenpound manager of the mine
where he was imprisoned was “wholly unreliabf&”while pronouncing the use of
firearms by the police at Mount Edgecombe and Espmar as “absolutely
necessary*’to suppress the resistance. The commission, wedemmending the
withdrawal of the £3 tax, continued to perpetudte myth of the goodness of the
system of indenture by reiterating for their audmnthat indentured workers
continued to actively re-indenture due to the risewages and good working

conditions as “the evidence shows that they ar¢ avel considerately treated on the

137 Transvaal Leaderl2" December 1913

138 An editorial in the Transvaal Leader o Becember 1913 clearly expressed its discontent
with what was seen as what would be the unfortucegpéulation of the Natal government if

it allowed for the commission when it said “Soutfriéa should take a firm stand against the
least pressure from India or Downing Street. A cassion of enquiry has been suggested by
Lord Hardinge. Lord Crewe has expressed himsdHvor of it. South Africa is against any
such thing. “

139 Splomon Commission Report, 1914, 3

0 |bid, 7
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estates and other works where they are empldeaiid not as a result of the poverty
brought about the tax as claimed by the striketsis Tmollified the settlers and
allowed the Union to justify its actions on a glbgao-political stage and at the same
time, the enquiry and its findings satisfied thedador the British India government
to be seen at home as protecting its overseasreitiabjects.
Creating Community and Common Cause: Lessons fierBtrike

Recent historians (Bhana and Pachai 1984, Bhath&/ahed 2005, Ramsamy
2007) argue that it is only after 1945 that the ghecof Indian descent came to
identify themselves as South African Indian, sigimi§ an identity that was based on
migration but situated within the present locatibrdia, in this framing appears as a
distant homogenous geography, yet providing a afuciagined identity. While this
is undoubtedly true, | argue that even during twdyeyears of Indian migration, (the
period of study in this dissertation), at certaioments, the lived reality of colonial
structures gave rise to a sense of community thes dynamic, constructed, and
ephemeral and created out of the interaction ofat@xperience, political struggle
and racialized systems of power. In this understayyccommunity does not exist
priori, but rather is a transient structure that creatgmm&Indian identity out of
heterogeneity and common discontent, dissipatirtg tive next historical moment
that calls for the notion of community into servifog resistance. The Natal strike
serves as one such historical moment. This questiba idea of a homogenous
diasporic identity and the untroubled and tight reestion between location,
experience and community in diasporic studies. Hloate and historical experiences
represented a complicated reality to people ofdndiescent in South Africa is what |

seek to highlight while laying bare the mechanisfnsommunity formation that were

141 1bid, 28
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in place as early as the Natal strike of 1913 aartiaps, were the result of a series of
discursive struggles between various representgafod subject positions. As Vahed
succinctly states, “Indianness was a complex coaottm, constituted through
struggles among disparate Indians, and between #rainwhites and Africans in
Natal” (2002:77. On the one hand, middle classansgimaintained distance from the
coolie category in order to appear as worthiegeitisubjects in their petitions to the
government and on the other, over time they redltbhat they had to forge a pan —
Indian identity with the workers in order to resisblonial racial categories of
privilege as witnessed during the strike. This wyeeomplex relationship is one of
the causes for the dissipation and reemergencernmanity at different moments.
The tax issue, the marriage question, the percengdt to an imagined, yet unborn
nation, the uniting impact of passive resistanot fales that bespoke of the right to
protest and provided a unifying cultural ration&leand the desire to gain access to
greater political and social rights and economiccess in South Africa built and
sustained common cause across class, gender amd @ifferences and allowed for a
successful campaign. When the objectives of thkeswere partially achieved, this
commonality of purpose fell away and a unifieddiBm community’ ceased to exist
until it was yet again brought into play in the hettuggle against anti-Indianism and

until a unique South African Indian identity wagded through a connection to the

142 Several accounts narrate the importance of reigyand cultural folk tales in fostering a
feeling of community during the strike. For examptethe South, the lack of leadership led
to the development of myths that sustained the mew. Some marchers claimed that a
Rajah (king) was coming to take care of their woes amtahtinue the tax. During rest
periods, there are accounts of elderly men and wameting stories from the religious texts
such as th&amayanaand Mahabharata especially ones that confirmed that the beliet th
meek shall indeed inherit the earth. Also tellinghe fact that the marchers marched to the
beats of slogans such aRamchandra ki jai(translating to victory to Ram, the Hindu
mythological god) and Vande Matarah Written in 1882, by Bankim Chandra
Chattopadhaya, a radical Bengali writer and arltrdal protester,Vande Mataramivas the
foremost nationalist call, translating to ‘Bow tetmotherland’ and in popular discourse was
considered a response to the Britain’s ‘God sagelheen’ — Solomon Commission Report,
1914, pp. 23
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current location, i.e. South Africa without congtaerference to the narrative of

migration.

Conclusion

The recommendations of the Solomon Commission viecerporated by
Parliament into the India Relief Act of 1914 thavyided for the abolition of the £3
tax; the appointment of marriage officers to solemmmmarriages according to Indian
religious rites; the validation of the status oEawife of every domiciled Indian male;
the repatriation to India of any Indian who givgs his right to domicile in South
Africa and that of his wife and minor children; iggation of all Indians and the
acceptance of thumb prints on domicile certifica®s conclusive proof; the
abandonment of the collection of arrears and Ipgateedings against defaulters of
the £3 tax.

For the Union Government, this was a final solutio all Indian grievances
while for the Indians, it was a small step towareldress but not one that met all of
their demands as members of the Empire. Howeverditsatisfaction did not lead to
militancy or workers’ revolts in the next few deeadsince class-consciousness was
limited to specific grievances and not to a det@ireverturn the exploitative system as
a whole. Moreover, with the removal of the tax,dantured workers were no longer
bound to the indenture system and this allowedttiem to join the ranks of free
Indians, thereby moving away from the concerns nofentured labor and to the
possible development of labor consciousness. Fertrdder classes, most of their
grievances remained since the India Relief Act madereference to the trading
license laws and the Transvaal Gold Law that thegeviobbying against.

However, what the strike essentially did was toapalt Indians onto the
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public sphere as the first colored minority to &y and non-violently challenge the
government on its racialized agenda. It broughititegcy to the Indian question and
forced London, Natal and India to pay attentiotdocdemands. In spite of the messy
and fractured nature of events and social relatithresparticipation of many disparate
groups and motivations made the 1913 strike a ssc@&y creatively challenging the
colonial argument that citizenship is only for tipeivileged and the civilized
(Mamdani, 1996:17) and by developing and using \& nmeethod of resistance that
demanded recognition as moral and equal membetiseabody politicSatyagraha
the 1913 strike serves as a historical momentusitip the history of South Africa

Indians but in a more general way, in the histdrgesistance.
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Fig 5.1

MARCH TO TRANSVAAL
Source: Killie Campbell Library, Durban
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Fig 5.2

THAMBI NAIDOO AT A MEETING
Source: Killie Campbell Library, Durban

Fig 5.3

Photo by Awg-
“ Heidelburg Station on the occasion of the Hon. Mr. Gokhale's visit.

GOKHALE'S VISIT
Source: Killie Campbell Library, Durban
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Fig 5.4

GANDHI AND SOME PASSIVE RESISTERS
Source: Killie Campbell Library, Durban
Fig 5.5

= TR

KIMBERLEY ESTATE PASSIVE RESISTERS
Source: Killie Campbell Library, Durban
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WOMEN STRIKERS
Source — Killie Campbell Library, Durban

Fig 5.7

HANIFA BIBI, A STRIKER
Source: Killie Campbell Library, Durban
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Fig 5.8

GOKHALE’'S ADDRESS IN DURBAN
Source: Documentation Centre, University of WekiMburban
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WIDOW AND SONS OF SELVAN

Source: Killie Campbell Library, Durban
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Fig 5.10

MRS. SHEIKH MEHTAB AND VALLIAMMA MOODLAY
Source: Killie Campbell Library, Durban
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CHAPTER 6

“The Government did everything they could to kiskndians out. But we are still
here and we always will be. We are South Africatidns.™*®

FORGING A NEW LIFE: CONCLUSIONS

Understanding Diasporic Consciousness

During a research trip to Durban, in Septembe220%ould take a taxi to the
University Archives every day. My taxi driver wasnBsh, a young 25-year-old
South African Indian. Dinesh was friendly, kind aimdensely interested in my
research topic. He was fascinated by the factlthats an Indian living in Germany,
pursing a PhD in the US and conducting researclnigrpeople”, as he called it. One
day while driving me to the archive, he requestedrission to ask me a question,
very pertinent to him, albeit a little personal. skEd, “If you don’t mind telling me,
which country are you a citizen of? | mean, whatspart do you have?” So | told
him | was an Indian citizen. He responded with, flll citizen with an Indian
passport? Or do you have that special status hlegthave these days?” referring to
the Indian government’'s new policy for recogniziogerseas diaspora with a new
legal status, ‘People of Indian Origin.’ | said, dNI have an Indian passport, not a
PIO card.” He thought for a moment and said, “ o ypuppose | could get a PIO

card? After all, my ancestors did come from thetddund it very interesting that he

43 During an informal conversation with Veejay Redutysspice shop owner at Victoria
Market, Durban, Reddyson made this very poignaaitrctowards belonging in South Africa
that expressed historical sensitivity, defiance arsalf-assuredness of one’s place in the new
republic.

I must note here that the conversations reportddignconclusion are not full-length formal
interviews. | do not intend for them to stand agresentative of the worldview of South
African Indians. Rather, they are everyday informi@ogues | had with people during the
normal course of conducting research at the arcthiveng the day and being viewed as an
Indian tourist in Durban during the evenings. Asoaial researcher, | believe in the power of
informal conversation. Since they are outside efridalm of a rehearsed script, typical of a
formal interview, they often provide a provokingnmmentary on the topic in question by
providing a channel for utterance of the ‘real’ gmerhaps, contradictory and ambiguous
ideas held by the participants.
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wanted a PIO card and | wanted to explore the i$suber and so | asked, “Why

would you want it? You have a South African passpion’t you?” Dinesh’s answer

was most illuminating. He said, “Because it wouédriice to have the card. I'm from
both places, right?” For Dinesh the passport ard© card was a materially sound
shorthand for the abstract idea of citizenship issmdmotive qualities.

This conversation and countless others with otleett8African Indians | met
in Durban essentially summed up the crux of theeder me. For Dinesh, it was as
simple as being from both places, one that he ladamvisited yet felt strongly
connected to, and one that he believed was his lionadl time to come. This sense
of a dual cultural identity was most evident ontaeo day and on another ride to the
archives. That day on the way to the archives, €resked me if | wanted to visit a
temple on my way back in the evening. | said that tvould be nice but that | would
be late that day and so maybe we could go anaiier t further asked if there was
any particular one he had in mind and if it washdecturally interesting. He turned
around and looked at me askance. “You don’'t waigiotéo the temple today? But it's
Ganesh Chaturthi** And you're an Indian from India. My family and feaall going
to the temple after fasting all day and all ourghéiors are t0o.” So | asked him about
the festival and why he and his neighbors condutiiede rituals. For Dinesh there
was little room for doubt. He replied, “I don’t kwathe religious stuff on why we do
it, but we do it because we'’re Hindus. | was taddb it as a child and so was my
wife and we just continue it. | thought everyondrndia does it too. In South Africa

it's important for us to have some traditions torgeon. We might not know the

144 Ganesh Chaturthis a Hindu festival celebrating the birth@®&neshathe son of Hindu
deitiesShivaandParvati. Ganeshéas worshipped as the god of good fortune, wisdanh a
prosperity across India and among overseas Hinouneoities.
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meaning of the festival but it's our way and théswhat makes us different from

others.”

The Paradoxes of Migrant Identity

Dinesh thus holds onto a diasporic consciousnéss$ is grounded in
difference, in transplanted, transformed and indetegrituals, and in the language of
citizenship. This dissertation looks at the firsidian migrants to South Africa,
incidentally perhaps, Dinesh’s great grandfather lais fellow laborers on the sugar
plantations, and finds similar themes representedhé production of a migrant
identity. Migration implied transformation of liveend social structures- the loss of
the established way of doing things and living watlthanged and racialized social
system that was alien and not of one’s choosings T8 to survival strategies that
helped cope with the indignities that they, asdndi were subjected to in the public
spaces they were allowed to inhabit as the ‘camim@munity’.

These strategies included the creation of new @llteaditions; the forsaking
of old taboos and purity and pollution norms; dodleation with the colonial
structures of hierarchies against natives and atblered groups; acquiescing to and
internalizing colonial class and race- driven paédéism; practicing individual acts of
resistance against existing labor conditions aedotiutality of life on the plantation;
insisting on social and political rights as full mieers of the Empire; actively
courting arrest on the basis of the principle afiaiy; participating in the duties of
an imperial citizen by way of supporting the Empineits hour of need; striking
against the government when the current laws axestavere seen as harsh and too
severe; boycotting a commission on the lack ofdndiepresentation within its core
committee; agreeing to the government's requesttaatsume the strike as the

government was currently overwhelmed dealing withnother set of strikers;
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believing that the India Relief Act of 1914 wouldange things for the community as
a whole; and at the same time, moving back talslds and gender boundaries at the
end of the crisis in order to maintain superioawer other laboring classes of Indians.
It is this intensely contradictory set of strategibat underline the survival of
Indians in South Africa. Patterns of accommodatma resistance blur boundaries
and allow the migrants to claim space, leading hie production of complex
categories and ideologies such as the citizen/syljemmunity andatyagrahahat
was a direct result of the ‘everyday metaphors af/igr’ (Mitchell, 1990) exhibited
by a racialized social system. All of these of seyrare related processes that feed
into one another. Thus, the degree of convergemteelen accommodation and
resistance oftentimes can be very striking and amgdiscourses and practices can
obfuscate these boundaries and accommodation arstiargce can no longer be seen
as discrete oppositional political moves. Instehd,forms that they take are largely
dependent on social circumstances, leadership,uraultnorms and historical
conditions. The act of writing a petition requegtiior some change while valorizing
the colonial official on the surface reads likeaah of accommodation but it can also
be read as an act of resistance since the petitarks the petitioner’s formal protest

and demand for change under the guise of flattemiwvitity.

A Final Word on Citizenship

This dissertation has most importantly contributed nuanced understanding
of the unevenness of the category of citizenship the politics of difference that it
generates. Struggles against the social excludioat the concept of citizenship
necessarily involves have rarely been addressedither the narratives of colonial
diasporic communities or in the narratives of cabmesistance. By troubling the

neatness of the edges of the concept of citizenshigmporal and in conceptual
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terms, | attempt to show the limits of this abdtiaed universalist idea of citizenship
and instead, explore the narrative strategies tirachich Indians negotiated with the
rhetoric of liberal equality for all of the subjecof the Empire and conflated the
concepts of citizenship and subjecthood to creafarepresentation based on what |
term the citizen/subject position. This shakesuhderstanding of citizenship as an
abstraction- a position of White male privilege ahighlights the clamoring of
alternate voices that demand the rights of a cititeough always as subjects of the
Crown. Most importantly, it is important to stresisat it is only as imperial
citizen/subjects that Indians could lay claim ty aights beyond those that they had
as labor migrants at their new location and pdwtrtdifference, i.e., their perceived
superiority to Blacks and other races. Thus, thenémise Bill of 1894 became the
field of contention and heightened anxiety sincerésed formerly held voting rights
of adult Indian males (which incidentally, was ajwadenied to Blacks), thereby
causing severe discontent among the Indian elitesmaho had the privilege of
exercising it in the past. At a more general ldéled dissertation has attempted to use
the category of imperial citizenship as a mode apping the colonial world and its
nodes of power since it is at the fault line betvé®e citizen and the subject that we
gain access to the internal dynamics and dilemnaplay between interlocked
geopolitical structures. For migrants, imperializeihship provided a new political
vocabulary, allowing them to enter into a conveesatvith nation-states and imperial
powers in an interconnected world. Organizatiokes the Imperial Indian Citizenship
Association, mentioned earlier in Chapter 3, sougimake these conversations fluid,
rights-based and recognized as legitimate by alaities involved by invoking the
expansive promise of imperial citizenship as a foolthe better treatment of Indians

abroad in other colonial dominions.
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The Moments of Community

One of the key themes of the dissertation has teeengage with the concept
of community. Indians did not instinctively bindetmselves into a community that
represented everyone’s interests and automatisalke against the government and
its unjust laws. Instead, | have argued that Irgliarere situated in multiple and
complex sets of intersectional social relations #msl guided the production of their
identities, even though for the colonial state theye indistinguishable lot of coolies.
Therefore, community did not exist spontaneouslizall to be produced as a strategic
move, contradictory and competing inscriptions ddntity had to be managed and
instead, a communal identity centered on natiomabsid a rights-based vocabulary
provided the foundation for mass resistance andures mobilization. The
indentured in the strike were both, workers and@its at once, demanding better
labor laws for the future when they would move ofitheir current labor status of
indenture and join the ranks of petty entreprenesesvice, and industrial workers.
Moving beyond caste divisions, religious differesicand class positions, Indians-
indentured and free could come together in a momkeatisis during the 1913 strike.
Once the crisis was averted, this community dissghand old boundaries were back
in place.

Mrs. Moodley’s Story

| close with an anecdote. When | was in Durbanstnevenings after my day
in the archives, | would head out to Victoria Markan Indian market to talk
informally with shopkeepers, customers and shogkenst One of these shop owners
Mrs. Moodley was very interested in my research mydquestions about Indians in
South Africa. She, in turn had many questions fer about India, a country she

claimed deep affection for but unfortunately, hader visited. One day, she told me
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to come at a particular time since her motherww laaving heard about my research,
would like to talk with me and would drop by theoph | met the senior Mrs.
Moodley the next day. She was a robust, funny ag interesting ninety year old.
She explained that she wanted to meet with me diacdather had been one of the
indentured strikers at Newcastle mines and thathsldegrown up on the story of the
strike. | was of course delighted since | had matlly expected to encounter anyone
with a living memory of the strike, even thoughwis based on hearsay. She
confirmed that the indentured had participatedargeé numbers and said that her
father had always described it as one of the mmstpful moments of his life. When

| asked if she knew whether her father and hiovelstrikers knew of Gandhi and
Satyagrahashe said that she had asked him when she wasandemore aware of
that history. She said that he had told her they thad not really grasped the concept
in its entirety but that the local leaders had axmd and stressed on the importance
of good behavior and non-violence on the part efittdentured during the strike and
Gandhi had been described to the miners as a lgaddr who would always be just
and kind to them and who wanted them to striketiergreater good of all Indians in
Natal.

To me this account is incredibly poignant and pdweit demonstrates the
collapse of interests, motivations, agendas andladéeal rationales for protest into a
format that is easily comprehensible and uncomgity lofty theories and abstruse
concepts. Instead, it allows for a narrative thaigés on myths and communal
feelings to propel the indentured onto the pubpbese as rights-bearing civilized
citizen/subjects who can be depended upon to r@sigt narrative makes citizenship,
community and resistance extremely mobile and cemmoncepts in practice,

allowing for mass participation in a cause deemedt and moral and appealing to
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diverse sections of the Indian population. Whiléenping to the possibilities of these
concepts, this narrative also signposts the liofithese concepts since it is clear that
participation was not based on a sense of altegboousness but instead, was
grounded in a vague sense of having being wrongddteat it would be put right by
a great leader.

This dissertation has consistently underscoreddisplexity to contend that
the history of Indians in South Africa in the eaylars can be understood as that of a
fleeting, uneven community with innovative surviwitategies, embedded within the
project and language of citizenship and, seekingiéwe beyond sectarian interests
and the ideological limits that inhibit the reatibm of an emancipated community
with full political rights. Thus, this dissertatidras attempted to trace these multiple
negotiations and cultural imaginations that cortsttine identity of migrant Indians in
South Africa during 1860 and 1915, thereby contitigufresh insights to a sociology

of migration, sociology of empire, and citizenshtpdies.
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APPENDIX

A SHORT NOTE ON DOING HISTORY: ARCHIVED RECORDS AND
THE PRODUCTION OF HISTORY

“To articulate what is past does not mean to redegrhow it really was.’ It means
to take control of a memory, as it flashes in a mohof danger.”
Walter Benjamiff®

My time at the archives at different global locasoed me to stop and think
critically about history, its methods and the actreating it. | became interested in
the complexities of ‘the production of history’. Blgat, | mean the mechanisms that
help discern the past and the recognition that patreiggles, material relations and
multi-vocality of discourses animate accounts @& past. Colonial archives provide
one such important means of knowledge productiosed colonial archives as a
nebulous yet, distinctly politicized space for #n&@orcement of colonial geopolitics
on the one hand, and the epistemic rationale #®idgacies of Empire on the other.
The latter refers to the various ways in which a@barchives were utilized to justify
colonial policies of discrimination.

While official documents archived by the colonishtse represent one set of
documents, archives maintained by the colonizedesgmt alternate realities that
highlight the relations of power that have resuitedecording colonial knowledge as
top-down monolithic universal histories and epistégies. By using varied forms of
data, in my dissertation | attempted to provideaaalysis that makes ‘truth as-official
document’ problematic, thus moving beyond the eawde of the colonial state
documents and instead, documenting the historieghar actors as well. While the
colonial records represent the ‘official’ versiof socio-political life for Indians,

other sources present alternate interpretatiors®ahl reality and divergent histories

145 Benjamin,On the Concept of Historyt940. First published in English in 1968.
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and one of the objectives of the dissertation reenlkto broaden the meaning and
texture of the term ‘archive’, consequently, movimgyond ‘document fetishism’ or
the exaoticizing of official state documents asrtiein source of archival knowledge.

In order to govern, imperial systems required iatienknowledge of colonial
subjects and colonial worlds. This knowledge reederthe unknown into
comprehensible and intelligible spaces that cowddtdmed effectively. As Cohn
(1996) points out in the context of the British limdia, “There was widespread
agreement that this [India] society, like othersythvere governing, could be known
and represented as a series of facts....and thahadrative power stemmed from the
efficient use of these facts” (1996: 4). In themggwhat has now been termed as ‘the
archival turn**®, most scholars (Richards1993, Cohn 1996, Said ,1B&fantyne
2004, Stoler 2009) agree that colonial archivesvigeml the knowable facts that
synergized the connection between dominance andvledge. Thomas Richards
(1993) states that the imperial archive is “nobuwlding, nor even a collection of
texts, but the collectively imagined junction of #iat was known or knowable, a
fantastic representation of an epistemological ergstttern, a virtual focal point for
the heterogeneous local knowledge of metropolis emgire” (1993:11). Thus, an
archive is not merely a site for knowledge reclaamabut also a site for knowledge
productiort*’ that was fundamentally, based on the exclusiomafginal voices. |

argue that in order to arrive at the fault linegshiwi the texts where the silenced

%6 The archival turn refers to the epistemologicapticism that has focused attention on the
politics of writing history and elevated the arahiwmto a space that warrants consideration as
a site of enquiry. Moving away from the notion &g tarchive as a passive resource for
extracting the past, scholars seek to investighée archive as a social construct and a
controller of the past, thus evoking new ideas &alibe nature of documentary evidence,
archival theory and record keeping amongst histerend archivists. Natalie Zemon Davis’s
The Fiction in the Archives (1990ThomasRichard’'s The Imperial Archive (1993and
Michel de Troulliot’'sSilencing the PagiL997)are some notablexamples.

147 Stoler argues that the colonial archive was “a unoent of state as well as a site for state
ethnography” (2002:87)
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marginal residé$®, we need to understand the archive as a powerfdluctive force
that was responsible, in part, for creating thensied itself by providing colonialism
with the requisite forms of knowledge. Record kegpprovided a means of coding
the colonized population, structuring colonial doation and quenching anxieties
concerning the extent and efficacy of colonial rule

In the wake of massive criticism of indentured labonditions in British India and
in Britain as well as a strong anti-Indian sentim@mongst the White settler
population, in 1887, the Colonial Secretary of @wony of Natal forwarded a report,
better known as the Wragg Commission, to the Gareon the status of Asiatics in
the colony. The commission was appointed underchar of Justice Wragg and its
main task was to evaluate complaints of abuse dimindentured workers as well
as complaints about Indian traders by Europeannbasmen in the colony. The
commission presented its findings based on sonweestsits and by perusing old
court cases involving Indians as well as correspond between various colonial
office departments. The foreword states that tkeviy reliance on colonial archives
was primarily for authenticity and reliability ofnformation. The findings
interestingly, were two-fold. On the one hand,ated rising tensions in Indian-White
relations as a result, of direct competition amtsagers and on the other, it dismissed
most claims of abuse by indentured workers as fatskeunjustified as “the Indian has
brought to Natal his love of litigation and a portiof his skill in fabricating false
cases**®. This claim was substantiated with judicial stitis that showed a high
proportion of cases filed by indentured workersjowhhad been dismissed in court.

These statistics and specific cases from the atloiwurt records were accepted as

1“8 There have been several insightful works thaingiteto retrace the silenced marginals in
colonial records. See for example, Guhal983, Anfis1and Trouillot 1997.

149\Wragg Commission ReporfQocuments of Indentured Labor: Natal 1815-1%dited by
Y. S. Meer (Durban: Institute of Black Researcl8@)9118-169
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proof of litigious Indians without questioning tle®lonial legal system itself that
perhaps, was biased against the colonial subjects.

The commission’s principle task was to appeaseetketorate and subdue the
colonized migrants, thereby ordering colonial lifghe colonial archives gave the
commission its credibility and over time, the comesn itself became an
authoritative source within the colonial archivisereby establishing the circuitous
relationship between colonial archives and colorkalowledge. The archives
provided the appropriate information that was rmdeoed and classified by the
commission, thus producing new knowledge that wasel&kgenerated ‘regime of
truth’ (Foucault 1980:131). For example, after tmnmission, in 1895, the £3 tax
that made it mandatory for all ex-indentured Indiéam pay £3 annually, thus curbing
their activities as free Indians after their tenaseindentured workers and the Wragg
Commission findings, based entirely on colonialoréds, lent credibility to the tax,
thus indicating that it had become part of the o@bpower/knowledge base over
time. At a deeper level, the archives ordered caldife by transforming archival
data into historical narrative, thereby cementihg social structure in place. This
policing of tradition, custom and social life foumckpression in various laws that
were acted upon Indian migrants in South Africaluding those that sought to
regulate inter-marriage, religious rituals like Mwlum and Holi (Muslim and Hindu
festivals), finger-printing of all Indian males,ethight to carry arms, etc. This led to
the writing of new histories and the constructidnnew operational categories, all
duly corroborated by statistics, narratives anccdates recorded in the archives.

However, the very act of selectively recordingomfation also produced colonial
order. That which was unwritten and hence, deenmeéshportant, became irrelevant

and silenced. In understanding imperial social Qrd#ention must be paid to these
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spaces in order to understand how that unwritteacesgproduced and maintained
colonial power systems by its very silence. Theulyrthe unwieldy and the
unimportant could thus, easily be removed and sacder maintained. Also, these
‘displaced histories’ (Certeaul992) or archivalseras indicate the boundaries on
which the colonial community was formed. For exammphdentured females appear
in the colonial archives as populations that hatbédamed and controlled. Internal
correspondence expressed their disquiet with indedtwomen, thus leading to the
passing of various laws that restricted the redagniof marriage and the children of
all such unions. This marginalization effectivetyigped women of their subjectivity
and thus, had deep material, social and politioakequences on colonial life. Spivak
(1985) also makes a similar argument when she says search for female
subjectivity in the archives is analogous to beimghe shadows of shadows” (265)
and most often if visible, emerges “only when sheeeded in the space for imperial
production” (270). Thus, Nootini, an indentured wam finds her way into the
archival records where she was murdered by heramasi®ulwa for her alleged
promiscuity, even though alternate reconstructadfrtser murder (Beall 1990) imply a
far more complicated story of hunger, sexual abogehe overseers and lack of
accommodation However, in the context of latter dagnmissions looking into the
‘Indian Question’, Nootini and other indentured wemimlike her came to be a
discursive truth upon which ‘colonial myths of cad bestiality and overactive
sexuality’ (McClintock 1995, Morgan 2004) were fradh and served as an
importance instance of unstable marital arrangesnant domestic violence found
amongst Indian laborers, thus providing legitimacyater years for further stringent

laws that ostensibly sought to maintain colonialeor
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Colonial archives also created rules of classificatand social categories that
produced “grids of intelligibility” necessary foragy governance. For example, as
described in Chapter 2, all indentured laborersewealled “coolies” from the
Tamil/Gujarati word'kuli’, which literally, meant hired transporter. The daonakes
its appearance in the colonial records of NataDitober 1859 with the official
ordinance of coolie trad8® As described in Chapter 2, over time, the cocdieegory
was not restricted to only indentured workers amsteiad, in the colonial records,
(despite obvious differences in gender, religiond ssocio-economic status) all
Indians were lumped together within the coolie gatg. In all official documents,
the colonial government classified all Indians astfier Asiatics as the “Coolie
Community” and all issues related to Indians categd as “The Coolie Question”.
While this masks the fact that the ‘community’ iacf, was highly stratified,
comprising of various socio-economic classes, asudsed earlier, it also points to
the easy categorization that was necessary in lesstizy “the colonial rule of
difference” (Chatterjee 1993) codified through coéd law and recorded in the
archives as historical fact.

Apart from categorization, archives as producerkmafwledge, also provided the
epistemic rationale for colonial projects of diface that instituted discriminatory
practices at the heart of colonial life. In otheords, it justified inequality by
essentializing differences between the colonized #re colonized. For example,
when confronted with protests against disenframchent of Indian males in Natal in
1894, colonial officials defended this policy byferencing historical data that
provided evidence for the unworthiness of Indiarss atizens. This included

essentializing Indians as a coherent whole. Ndfadias cited the correspondence,

150 0O 397/73/9676 TNA, PRO
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housed in the colonial records, between the Intévimister of South Africa and the
Colonial Secretary in Britain as legitimate prodtlis unworthiness as citizens,
The Indians are disliked in South Africa for theimplicity, patience,
frugality and otherworldliness. Westerners are mmiging, impatient,
engrossed in multiplying their material wants amdatisfying them, fond
of good cheer, anxious to save physical labor amdligal in habits.
(Letter from the Interior Minister to the Coloni8lecretary quoted in
Gandhi, 1928: 90)
Michel-Rolph Trouillot, in the context of the Haiti revolution states that, “Built into
any system of domination is the tendency to pratlas own normalcy” (1997:84),
and registers and records with its formidable mgmesource convert the abnormal
into normal (Harris 2002:69). Consequently, essdéiming migrant Indians helped
provide the basis for this narrative of normalcg aolonial archives are complicit in
this production.

All of the above is not to suggest, however, thalbeial power always operated
self-reflexively as an absolute hegemonic poweth&aas Mitchell (1998) suggests,
colonial power most often, operates as diffusedfop@ative acts that constantly
reconstructs itself through practice and thougttis Tfluidity sensitizes us to the
“epistemic uncertainties that repeatedly unsettfagerial conceit that all was in
order” (Stoler 2009:1) and colonial archives recthrelse administrative anxieties and
is the site for managing this disquiet and contrglithese fissures in governance. A
letter>* marked confidential, to Undersecretary of Statelo@ial office, London by
the Governor of Natal discussing Indian resistatocéhe Immigration Bill of 1894
reveals the discomfort of the colonial office widlandhi. The writer handwrites in the

margins, “Ghandi qic) talked some pretty good nonsense”, thus exposimey

uneasiness that Gandhi and his tactics evokediadministration. At the same time,

151 0 879/56/112 TNA, PRO
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the document attempts to smooth the ragged edgiéssadisquiet by trying to find a

way to outwit the resistance. “The best way for ploéice to forestall this agitation-

should it arise- is to abolish the provisions c& tBmigration laws. Hence, allowing
for imprisonment of offences against the Emigrati@w”. It also seeks to reassure
the receiver of the letter in London by saying thitis we have asked the police to
do and we have every reason to believe they argydoi-or the colonial government,
the Indian issue was not merely a domestic protidabrather, extremely relevant in
its geopolitical relationship with Britain and Bsit India. Thus, this ‘secret’

document renders visible the many uneven, intdeagers of colonial power, the

disruptions to its workings and its managementehter.

While the state colonial archives present and predihe ‘official’ version of
colonial life as elaborated upon in the earliertisec it is obviously not the only
source that presents the history of colonial IRather, recognition of the multi-
vocality of the past allows us to present a rewisip history that breaks a rigid
reliance on the ‘official’ version recorded in tbelonial archives. Most of the recent
scholarship on colonial archival knowledge recomdsea variety of strategies to
bring to the forefront the silenced marginals dbo@l history. Post-colonial scholars
have contributed heavily to this endeavour andmirecipal approach has been to re-
read colonial archives “against the grain or agasibss to be overcome, predicaments
to be resolved and mazes to be negotiated” (Bai®: 268 ) in order to make
audible those who were previously unheard. Sulaltestory necessarily implies
reading the colonial records and recognizes thepsatls in history and the fractures
in the narrative, thus allowing for the emergentthe silenced marginal.

This project of resurrection resonates with theeptiecent scholarship (Asad 1991,

Comaroff & Comaroff 1992, Harris 2002, Dirks 19%¢hards 1993, Said 1979) that
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attempts to situate the ‘native’s point of view'thn the history of colonial power
and knowledge located and structured primarily ugfocolonial archives. However,
a more recent trend questions whether the mostinadimed among the subalterns of
history ever find voice and debate the limits astbiical knowledge (Spivak1985,
Trouillot 1997). They interrogate if at all, the jettive should be focused on
‘recovering’ subaltern voices in order to presentcarrected’ version of history
(Spivak 1999, Manil998, Sarkar 2006). Instead, papaces demarcated as
“unmediated subaltern truths” do not exist (Sark@@6: 140) and colonial archives
should be recognized neither as sources for ateerhistories nor as truths about
absolute colonial hegemony but rather, as ethnbggaf colonial rule. Thus, while
being cognizant of the view that silences are iahtand projects of recuperation and
inversion do not constitute a counter-archive, lidve that it is important to trace
alternate narratives that present the fluid andtieal nature of the production of
colonial history. Instead of arguing for a projdwt reinstitutes subalterns at the heart
of the colonial narrative, it is far more usefulloazate records of colonial life that
diverge and interpenetrate (vis a vis the range scwpe of their contents and
ideological frame), thus recognizing variant hiser or what can be called,
‘knowledge productions of positionality and poweBy this, | refer to sources and
histories that are contradictory, diverse in soustjectivity and audience, and by
definition, unreliable as absolute truths but nbaktss, meaningful as interventions
in the production of history.

However, this ambivalence towards history and @srees and the insistence of
heterogeneity of narratives does not imply a celetin of ‘postmodern pastiche’.
Instead, | argue that while colonial texts (produbeth by the colonial officials and

by the dominated) may run the risk of corruptiomalgsis of these alternate
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interpretations expose cleavages and connectiotieiproduction of history, both of
which ultimately, enrich our understanding of egisic processes as well as, remove
the ontological purity afforded to empiricism arkek tpast. This acknowledgment of
the heterogeneity of history broadens the meanmbtexture of what is understood
by the term ‘archive’ and interrogates the bouretarbetween ‘official’ and
‘unofficial’. It allows the social historian to mevbeyond what has been termed by
LaCapra as “archive as fetish” or “the belief ttie archive is a literal substitute for
the ‘reality’ of the past which is ‘always alreadgst for the historian” (1985:92).
Similarly, Faroghi (1999) in the context of Ottomarstoriography describes the
danger of “document fetishism” or what she calig, ¢xoticizing of documents as the
main source of archival knowledge that leads to twdency to reproduce the
archival material verbatim without coding them e social milieu (1999: 94).
Archives are not transparent and while this hasbeegroject that has gained
considerable currency among historians of colosnalioday, there has been little
attempt to study the discursive practices of calbmirchives and archives of the
colonized together and their consequences on tiduption of history. Both kinds of
archives are instructive in determining the conseges of colonial projects of
difference, thus reinterpreting the structure andstance of what is understood as
legitimate archival sources. Further, “archivavets” share some features and are
rich, complex sources that have to be mined furthesrder to arrive at a tangible
critical history that acknowledges the uneven djmoprocess of knowledge
production. The importance of creating new archiwgsle refiguring old ones is
aptly summed up by Harris, “ It (the archive) isracible of human experience, a
battleground for meaning and significance, a Balfedtories, a place and space of

complex and ever-shifting power plays” (2002:82hisTattention to archives while
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problematizing the excessive reliance on ‘officglmlcuments’ allows us to identify
complex historical narratives, thereby mobilizingtbriography into a self-reflexive
activity and discourse.

When Foucault says, “I mean, by archive the satigtmble) of discourses actually
pronounced; and this set of discourses is envisagednly as a set of events which
would have taken place once and for all and whiohld/ remain in abeyance, in the
limbo or purgatory of history, but also as a sedtthontinues to function, to be
transformed through history, and to provide thespmkty of appearing in other
discourses”(1989:45), he makes a strong case €ohybrid nature of historical facts
and the essential fluidity in producing history.eTtask of the social historian is to
connect the historical dots with the help of theaikmble archival sources while

remaining cognizant of the messiness of the ovpreilre.
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