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INTRODUCTION

Mrs Ropert HeLeN was gomng through John
Gunther s Inside Asia and was struck by a name
meptioned 1n 1t The name seemed famuliar to
her She wrote  And now you turn up in sufficy
ently recogmsable form m Gunther s Inside Asia
forusto venfy through the Untversity of Wis
consin that you are probably you

Jayaprakash had made a2 name 1 the freedom
movement of India within nine years of his arrival
from the United States We have had recurring
epicurean recollections of the chuicken you prepared,
aesthetic memories of your beaut:ful immaculates
as you emerged from the kitchen after cooking
she continued

And 2 pohtical career of 50 years has kept him
as ymmaculate as ever  Power could not stain hus
rayment because he always kept 1t at a distance
The message of his mentor—the frad old Mahatma
who aroused a sleeping Leviathan in India through
the spinning wheel—became one of his life passions

In a discussion with Aruna Asaf Ali and Asoka
Mehta m 1947 Gandhu remarked I have admira
tion for what Jayaprakash Aruna Achyut and
otbers did 1y 1942  They have thought nothing
of playing with their Lives 1 have paid trsbute
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their fearlessness and courage He invited
them to join hum 1n preparing an atmosphere for
nonviolence 1n the country

Jayaprakash has now made it s mission n
1fe to fulfil Gandhy s unfinished task

‘The tireless energetic youth in Jayaprakash 18
growing dim and frast  He recently suffered from
heart discase which made 1t necessary for lim to
rest but did not dampen his spint His eyes retam
the same old twinkle and beam with hope as ever
A few months ago he worked a miracle an civent
more wondrous than the tales of the Arabian
Nights  About 300 dacoits of the Chambal Valley
Taid down therr arms before him and surrendered
themselves for arrest and trial before the law of
the land

Jayaprakash combines in himself the essentials
of Marxism and Gandhism  Communssm without
humamsm and democracy is permcions just as
democracy without economic equality 1s a misno
mer Communism concerved a social order which
would free man from alienation but 1t yielded only
to regimentation It moulded stself :nto the age
old patterns of powner structure and concentrated
power 1n the hands of 2 few individuals Gandhi
madea plea to decentralise and deconcentrate
power and authotity 1n order to give st equitably
to everv citizen  Hence the quest for freedom led
JP from Marxism to Gandhism  This quest 1s the
core of his personality charactensng all three
phases of his ife 1) a militantfighter for nauonal
independence 1) a democrat and m) 2 non
violent revelutignary



JP sex porTH what freedom meant to him i an
article entited ‘First Things Farst  “Independ
ence  he wrote 15 a concrete thing for all the
various secttons of the people  The masses 1t 38
true do not conceive itun terms of assemblies and
Constitutions  Nevertheless, to them 1t does mean
certain very concrete things  If to the peasant
ground down by landlordista 1ndependence means
freedom from that system i1t cannot be said that
abolition of landlordism 15 to ham an issue remote
from independence  Further independence can
become real for the people only when 1ts defimtion
covers their fund: [ needs for the
masses 15 1déntified 1n a general and broad way
with the ending of poverty and exploitation As
far as the masses are concerned, theirr urge 15 to
fight against the day to day oppression from which
they suffer For them that struggle and the struggle
for independence are the same thing  one develops
into the other

The elitist Congress did pot hike to make the

d or the p struggle

orrented for this would have naturally endangered
the leadership of the upper classes Pethaps they
would have been left behind by the advancing
masses

The fierce controversy which raged between the
Kisan Sabha and the Congress in 1937 bears out
this fact  The Congress leaders found the peasant

as d d—challengimg the supre

macy of the Congress undermining the prestige
ard the strength of the orgamised expression of the
will to freedom from political subjection As
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2 sequel to this Swami Sabajanand Saraswati
president of the Kisan Sabha resigned from the
Working Commuttee of the Bihar Provinetal Con
gress Commuttee

Tayaprakash also jowned 1ssue with the Congress
feaders  Politics to me, he wrote *“1s completely
objective and impersonal  Respect and love do
not and will not even prevent me from pursuing
resolutely what appears as truth to me 1 differ
senously from Dr Rajendra Prasad on many
questions and [ deem 1t my duty to join 1ssue with
him of occasion demands  If 1t suits your purpose
to denounce me as antt Rajendra Babu you may
doso IknowwhatIam about and abuse and
stander will not defiect me from my path ¥t may
sound like self esteem, but I wish to tell you that
I have better things to do than intrigue and mano
euvre for power and posttion

Nehru felt the same way about the affiliation of
the kasan Sabha with the Congress In the early
1930s he advocated the creation of a broad social
base for the Congress  Two things are verv dear
tome he told the Allahabad District Board

independence for this country and equality bet

ween man and man The future of India lies
with the peasantry

Nehru was acclaimed the spiestual godfather of
the Congress Socialist leaders but the Indian
Communists held lim  unrelable and petty
bourgeos at that ime  * Why do you bother so
much about what Jawaharlal Nehru told vou?
wrote M Ahmed to P C Joshi secretary general
of the Communist Party of India on March 9
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1929 ¢ What more can one expect from a trmd
reformust like im?

Nehru s support to the cause of socialism of
course remained {ukewarm and indecisive In 1931
the Congress sesston at Karachi adopted a resolu
tion—fund; 1 rights and and social
changes which later came to be known as the
Rarachi Resolutton  Nehru had onginally drafted
1t but some Congress leaders thought it was too
radical and 1t was redrafted A few years later at
the Congress session in Bombay presided over by
Dr Rajendra Prasad 1n October 1934 the Socialists
endeavoured hard to introduce a radical economic
programme  But their efforts were foiled by the
mounting pressure of the nightwing leaders

The Congress was 1n fact 1n the grip of bour
geons liberal leaders  This was very disturbing to
the Socialists 1n the party They ultimately formed
the Congress Socialist Party Thrs was set up with
2 two fold objective 1) to counteract the pressure
of constitutionalsst leaders and 2) to mntensify the
struggle for independence It held 1ts foundation
congress n 1934 at Patna Jayaprakash was 1ts
organising secretary and was elected its first general
sccretary at the first annual conference 1n Bombay
1n October 1934

The Sociahist leaders formed 2 Socialist Book
Club and requested Subhas Chandra Bose and
Jawaharlal Nehru to become 1ts founder members
Bose agreed but Nehru dechined Jayaprakash was
concerned Your refusal to join 1t would be a
Breatblow to us  he wrote to Nehru ‘I admit
that the club would work On a small scale but 1




think st would be unreasonable 1o expect from the
socialist movement tn India results that are beyond
s resources  And if you will excuse me for
saying so 1t would be unfar of you who are
naturally used to dotng things on a grand scale to
non cooperate with the efforts of Socialists :n India
Just because they are puny as compared with those
of older and wiser organisations  We are I think
not unjustificd 1n hoping that 1f you will not fully
ndentify yourself with us you will as a soctalist
at heart help usindoing well the hittle we may
undertake to do Eatlier 1n Scptember 1934
when Jayaprakash had discussed with Nehru the
scheme to launch a new party he had seemed to
welcome 1t though as Jayaprakash wrote He
cautioned me against people who talk radical but
stay behind when the time arrives for action Dr
Hadilkar creator of the Hindustan Seva Dal was
also present during the discussion  Kamaladevi
and Purushottam Trikumdas had joind 1n the dis
cussion with Jawaharlal
In a message to the annual conference of the
Congress Socialist Party in 1936 Nehru emphasised
the need for building up a powerful anti impena
Itst joint front  and said he believed that the Con
gress was the only orgamisation which could
function as such a front As you know he
wrote 1 am vastly interested in the sociabst
approach to all questions The other 15 how to
speak of socialtsm 1n the language of India 1 am
referring much more to language of mind and heart
to language which grows from a complex of associa
tions of past history and culture and present

12
\






For the Mushm middle class, as for all other
middle classes 1t 1s pot religron that 15 1m
portant but jobs power and position Naturally
over this class the ulema have little influence  The
Mushim masses on the other hand are truely
religious but the ulema cannot reach them In
the field of politics 1t 1s the middle class that has the
organs of public opinton in 1ts control  The ulema
are poor the nawabzadas are nich the ulema are
not scholars 1n English the knights are  the ulema
berng  ant British cannot  join the Viceroy s
Cabinet the job hunters can the ulema do not
know political manoeuvring the lawyer politicians
thrive on 1t The result of all this 1s that while
to the Mushm mass religion 18 everything or nearly
everything—not forgetting their bread—it 15 not
the Muslim divines who become thetr political
leaders but the vocal middle class for which
religion—except 11 personal hfe—s largely a
cloak

The Mushm League was founded 1 (905 but
communal tenston appearcd to become more acute
after the Congress iitiated its first struggle against
the Government  Soon after the withdrawal of the
1920 mass movement by Gandhi a series of
communal clashes took place, beginning with the
Moplah riot 1n 1921 and followed by mots
Multan Meerut Allahabad, Moradabad Dellu
Nagpur Lucknow Shahjahanpur and Jabalpur
The seed of discord and estrangement already
existed i the soi1l the British Government provid
ed the requisite climate for its growth n order to
counteract the nationalist challenge
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The Indtan national mosement suffered from
certain mhubitions and drawbacks from the start
masmuch as its leaders were drawn mamnly from
the Hindu ntelligentsta

After World War T (1915 1918) its socual Wmsxs
expanded from the upper to the lower middle
classes because of starvation and unemployment

The philosophers of militant nationalism drew
inspiration from the ey,

But the
deceptive notion that tcchnologl cal
development would ulmnately lead to the decline
of communal conflict apg 4 2t the emergence o

DeW SOCIO ECONOMIC Kelatigy, and rdentities would
undercut the organisationa} bases on which raceal
ethme religious and triba) Politics rested
s Karl W Deutsch f‘"““lla(ed !hee .
soctal mobilisation A“Mmg o hconcc};’)t c:s
the process 1 which Mayyy usterg : m:i this :
economtc and PSychuloglca © of old socia
eroded or broken and People ™ Witments ar:
oew patterns of socialigy, %€ available fo
Agarnst this backdrop of oy and behavnourne
may find a clue to the Probley, mobilisation om
India True °°mm“‘1&hsm Wmmunahsnln
Wolpe 15 beimng Waged yy, ¥ say Nelscn“"ﬁ
but by commumties Whyy "taditional eo e
crucible of moblhsauonl ¥t formed g"{
1ng to this view at “Plnba;?mm“wﬂ A
suggest that confiiet P Y more ace! e
argue as the convenyy,, ‘E:s tnbalis?®
tnbalism 15 the cay o :’dom woul

oflice P



quite secular m lus outlock but he became a
protagonist of the Mushm League because his
advocacy of tnbalism paid lim a good drvidend

This 15 because peoples asprrations and
expectations change as they are mobilised 1mto the
modernising economy and polity They come to
waunt and to demand more—nmore goods more
recognuion more power  They all want precisely
the same things So men enter nto confliet not
because they are different but because they are
essentially the same It 1s by making men more
alike 1n the sense of possessing the same wants
that modernisation tends to promote conflict This
again is due to the fact that  scarce resources cannot
keep up with their supply  Mobilised populations
are thrown 1nto direct and very personal compe
titton with one another for positions withun
governmental agencies and commercial concerns
for the contro! of local markets for admission
to crowded schools for recruitment mto the army
and for control of political parties

In a culturally plural society ltke India social
mobilisation engenders competition among different
compuntties and citizens tend to see through a
communal prism and to be responsive to commu
nal appeals Communalisnt becomes a matter of
opportunism

C has other d too More
important amoag them are 1) the differential rate
of mobilisation 2) institutronal assimilation and
3) the nature and pattern of political nstitutions
The differentral rate of mobilisation 1s very much
discernible 1n Indian society the reasons are both




soctal and Cultural lation does not
necessanily bring about struetural assimilation, it
1s often achieved n the secondary mstitutions of
society while primary relations remain highly
segregated by nationality or religson  If mobilised
and competitive communal groups are forced to
~interact i such cases this naturally leads to
communal conflicts

As for political mstitutions

Possess institutional integrity and appear to be 1n
\lh: particular 1 those
8toups lacking power and position will tend to
Question the legitimacy of the mstitutional order
C°n5€q\l€nﬂy a positive correlation between
communalism and modernisation 15 more notice
able 1n the existing participant democracy where
1t stems from the people’s desire for participation
1 power and decision making The prolferation
of communat parties based on caste and religion
Came a normal feature after freedom  This
danger which was tnherent 1n the system was to
ASSUME greater proportions i the future
€ young socialist leaders were aware of this
danger and that 15 why they persistently fought for
clarity on the cconomic and political objectives of
Independence But the Congress leadership was
reluctant 10 do so  Its objectives remained as
vague and ambivalent as ever
This lack of objectives policy and programme
Was responsible for many a political disaster 1n
the ensming years  The problem  Acharya
Narendra Dev wrote 1n 1940 15 not to eradicate
or bring under control this or that evil 1n society

if they ‘do not




but to determine the svery basis and character of
society  Politics he held ‘s the expression of
economic 15sue The swaraf that the Congress
had set out to fashion was said to be swaraf for
the masses but there was little hight shed on this
enunciation or on the means of secunng 1t

Narendra Dev also pointed out that among
the Congressmen while the larger section 1s an

prey to pitalist wdeals of sogial

organisation there 1s not an meonsiderable number
of Congressmen who hold those 1deals consciously
because they are personally interested in the”
industries  banks insurance compantes :n short
in all manners of capitabist undertakings and in
thesr profits  The main interest of these Congress
men 1 swaragy 1s that it would free native capital
from the bondage of British capital and thus enable
it to fohate in afl its magmificance  The leading
cadres of the Congress are recruited from the
educated middle class Now the chuef charactens
tic of this class 1s that sts dominating outlook 13
that of a social climber The middle class man
desires nothing more than to Lift himself to the level
of the lugher classes  Therefore the pull of these
classes towards the profits of caprtalism would be
a potent driving force towards a ternible social
abyss

The 1dealist captains of the ship of State he
held may lay the foundations of Indian society
But what the nature of that society would be
depended to a great extent on the nature of the
economic policies they pursued But once the
course towards capitalism was fixed it would not
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so much be a question of controlling capitalism
but of developing and protecting 1t that 1s of being
_controlled by st The Congress at the beginning
“had made this itial mistake the idealist captains
who had inhersted the ship of State from their
predecessors had been reduced to nothing more
than the highest executives of the capitalist class
to bend all natronal energies into the service of that
class  Class conscious Congressmen had hastened
the process Cong! before 1nd d
folldwed the policy of compromse rather than
stroggle The victory of the Congress was the
victory of the upper class The masses only suffered
privation and misenes

The leaders of the vested mnterests had therefore
opposed mass movements of the lower strata of the
population or had distorted and canahised that
movement to get concessions from British imperzal
1sm as well as from sectional nivals  This attitude
prevailed among the Congress leaders throughout
mdependence movement and 1t brought m 1ts trail
many comsequences which pmved detrmental1to
national unity and indep
had assumed a serions turn - As many as 1127 cases
of communal nots were reported to have taken
place 10 1937 alone This was the highest figure
registered 10 any year till then Yet 1tis sigmificant
mn India s hustory of communal conflicts  The year
15 marked by intense political activity and the

Briish Governments annountement of a new-
Constitutional act




Tae YOUNG revolutionary Jayaprakash was
behind prison bars and was unable to follow the
gomngs on at close quarters The way the
Congress leaders were negotiating with the British
worried him  On July 20 1940 he wrote from
prison to Nehru You can imagine how recent
events have grieved and hurt us Rajajt has stabbed
us 1n the back All of us here accept you and
‘beseech you to lead the opposition 1 AICC and
the country You should restgn your seat on the
Commuttee  After a settlement 1f 1t comes about
you must leave the Congress and form another
political orgamisation to fulfil the remaming past of
the political task of the Indsan revolution
Gandhit had already made his position clear In
a statement to the press on October 15 1940 he
said  Nonviolent Congress cannot wish il to
Brtam  Nor can it help her through arms since 1t
seeks to gatn her freedom not through arms but
through unadulterated nonviolence  He added
We want to tell the people of India that if they
will win swaray through nonviolent means they
may not cooperate mulitarily with Britain n the
prosecution of the war  Gandht had eatlier given
his unconditional support to the war effort but
subsequently he changed his positton It must have
surprised him that his intimate and trusted colleagues
Itke Rajagopalachan and Patel declared themselves
for conditional cooperation Speaking to the Bom
bay suburban and Gujarat Congressmen on May
15 1942 hesmd ~ Mind, Tam not pro Japanese
Indeed Japan 1s too much of an aggressor for me
to be that  But I emphatically differ from Rajajt
.
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Fro with what can we fight Japs 7 The British are
the immediate aggressors

Towards the end of 1940 Jayaprakash was
released from puson  But he was again arrested
under Rule 29 of DIR and detained at Arthur Road
prson 1 Bombay He had been suffering from
sciatica and throat trouble for some years He was
later transferred to Deoli camp

Deols an unknown place 1n the desert of Rajas-
than suddently developed into a township where
the Government had built a concentration camp for
prisoners of war from the begianing of 1940 It
was now converted into a centre for holding Indian
poltical prisoners It had 104 mmates They
belonged to different political parties Communist
Party 66 Congress Socialist Party 38, Revolutionary
Socialist Party (Annushilan) 11 HSRA 5 and 14
unattached JP met many old friends including old
Commumst colleagues like Ajoy GhoshandS§
Murajkar, in the camp

JP undertook a fast of 35 days i protest aganst
the 1l treatment of pohitical prisoners 1n Deolt In
its wake the British Government published a
summary of docnments allegedly wntten by Jaya
prakash

Gandhy said tn a statement on October 21 1941

The publication of the statement attributed io

Shri Jayaprakash Narayan, which he s stated to
have attempted to smuggle from hts place of deten
tion does not so far aslcan see lead us anywhere
If the motive was to discredit the orgamisation of
which Shr: Jayaprakash Narayan ss a dlstmguxshcdf
member 1t must a1’ Yie continned  As



the correctness of the charge against Jayaprakash
Narayan the method advocated by him 15 against
the policy of truth and nonviclence adopted by the
Congress and he deserves the severest condemna
tion But 1t 1li behoves the Government to condemn
or diseredit 1t Frankly all nationalist forces no
_matter by what they are described are at war with
the Government And according to the accepted
canons of war the method adopted by Jayaprakash
Narayan 1s perfectly legiimate He has had his
traming in America for seven years and 1s student
of the methods adopted by Western nations 1n their
fight for freedom 'To practise deception to resort
to such methods and even to plot murder are all
honourable and turn the perpetrators into national
heroes Are not Clive and Warren Hastings British
heroes? If Jayaprakash Narayan was in the British
diplomatic service and by secret diplomacy achreved
samething of 1mportance he wguld be covered with
distinction
The Communists on the other hand had changed
their stand On July 7 1942 the Home Department
of the Government of India in a telegram to the
Secretary of State stated The Communist Party
of India 1n their announcements and circulars to
the party members have recently indicated a change
of front and recognising this war as a people s war
1o which Indian people must sn their own interest
make common cause with umted freedom loving
nations have decided if permutted to throw their
energtes 1nto task of cooperating with existing war
efforts  The Government subsequently lifted the
ban on CPI and its organs
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CPI argued that after the entry of the Soviet
Union into the war on the side of the Allies 1t had
ceased to be animperialist war The Party therefore
decided to lend its support to the war efforts of the
Imperialist Government If a chotce had to be made
between independence and impertalism  CP1
preferred the second course because Soviet security
Was more 1mportant to 1t than India s freedom
From Deol; camp Jayaprakash wrote “The
fellows (Commumsts) here continue to talk of

intensifying the national strugple, though at the
Same time they maintain that the character of the
VA oW 1s ant1 fascist M stuck to his earlier
Views on the war though he expressed concern
over Hitlers mvasion of the Soviet Union  The
Soviet Union was a guant fortress of world socia

lism and the proletariat  he said but the question
of natiopal independence was as important as that
of 1ts defence Neither of them was less 1mportant

but for the Indias jnd d had
retreated into the background  JP s dilemma was
how to Pull down the fortress of mmpenialism and
thereby free India from the bondage of slavery and

@ the same tyme help the Soviet Union 1n 1ts
distress M

He therefore wrote Till the nvasion of
Russia we ha,

d looked upon the war as an unpera

List war The recent action of Germany agatnst
Russia has 1n no way modified this position, If
Russia and

Botain are facing a common enemy it
does pot mean that therr mterests coincide with
Russia 1n prosecuting the war to identical ends
In any case if Russia desires to destroy



it must in the end depend upon 1ts own resources
and strength The danger which Russia faces
however, 15 a question which as socialist 1t 1s our
duty to setiously consider With all ats faults
Sowviet Russta 1s a giant fortress of world socialism

[ and the proletartat We cannot sit quiet when this
fortress 1s under assault But we shall not bring
succour to it if we rushed to the aud of Brtish
mperialism  But 1t would be a mistake to relax
our attack on imperialism Can we do anything
to render direct a1d to the Soviet without helping
1n any manner Botish war eforts?

The situation on the eastern front of India
started deteriorating by early 1940  Singapore fell
on February 15 and Rangoon on March § Jaoan
was knocking at Indiasdoors With these deve
Jopments the differences among the Congress
leaders on therr attitude to the war were becoming
sharper this became more apparent when AICC
met at Allahabad 1n May 1942 Gandhiis smd to
have drafted the original resolution which was
more revolutionary and struggle oriented than
Nehrus Nehru Rajagopalacharr Mrs Sarojint
Naidu and Bhulabhai Desai took the view that the
withdrawal of the British at this stage would nevt
tably mean Japanese occupation of Indta  Speaking
at the meeting Achyut Patwardhan said  If we
do not take decisions Jawaharlalps attitude will
lead to object and unconditional cooperation with
the Brtish machmety which must collapse If
the battle of India 1s to be fought by Wavell we
shall do ourselves discredrt if we attach ourselves

to lim  We talk of allying ourselves with the
N
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alhed nations 1 doubt 1f Amersca 18 a progressive
force  The existence of the American army 15 not
a fact which improves our situation  This war 1s
an mpenalist war  Qur policy can be that we
take no side

Acharya Narendra Dev also expressed his diff
erence with Nehru I do not agree with the
view he stated that the war1s one and indivi
sible  The aims of Russia and Chmna are not
wdentical with those of Brtam and Amernica  If 1t
15 one we should join the war and side with
Britain  Our position has not been that we want
power becanse without 1t we cannot kindle the
uational sput  our posstion has been that if the
war was a people s war and there was proof of 1t
naction we are willing to throw 1n our weight on
the side of democracies

Rajendra Prasad Kripalani and Vallabh Bhai
Patel voted for Gandhis draft Nehru had also
drafted a resolution but 1t fell through The
Congress president did not want a split and by his
efforts a compromise was arnved at  AICC how
ever requested Mahatma Gandin to take up the
leadership of the Congress to carry out a program
me of nonviolent noncooperation when st became
necessary In a memorandum drafted by
Dr Adhikari and PC Joshi the Communist
Teaders, decided to give their full and wholehearted
support to the war

The British Government had already 1ndicated
1ts mind 1n ats August Declaration 1n 1940 The .,
Viceroy reaffirmed the same ohjectives on January
10 1942 Explamning the threcfold objectives
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the declaration he assured the Congress 1) that full
dominson status 1n accordance with the Statute of
Westminster would be granted only after the war
2) that the status of practical independence was to
be attamned as soon 1s possible under a Constitution
of Indian devistng and 3) that the major commu
mities of India must agree on the future set up n
the country This last objective proved a thorn
1 the flesh of the Indian leaders Secretary of
State for India Leopoed Amery repeated on
February 4 the pledges of His Majesty s Govern
ment to the minonities  Britain he said stood by
the pledges given to India  both by our general
pledge as to Indtas future freedom and also by
our pledge to the different main elements i India s
national life that they shall not be coerced under
a system of government which they are not prepa
red to accept

He released a draft declaration on February 27
1942 Ideclare he stated that His Majesty s
Government recognises India s rightful position as
a domunton equal 1n every respect to the United
Kingdom 1n no respect subordinated to 1t but
associated with 1t in the free and equal partnership
of the British Commonwealth and thereby in the
fellowship of independent and freedom loving
nations  the constitutronal framework under which
a free India 1s to live should be of Indian devising
and correspond to Indian social economic and
political conceptions and to the peculiar conditions
of the complex structure But he ntroduces a
rnidet  His Majesty s Government should not con
template the trapsfer of their present responsibilities
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for peace and welfare to any system of
government whose authority 1s directly denied by
farge and powerful elements 1n India s Iife or be
parties to the coercion of such elements into sub
mission to such a government
Amery did not stop here  He said 1na memo

randum that the Congress Party—which 1n spite
of efforts to keep a Mushm element 1n 1its facade
1s essentially a Hindu party—in 11s ingrained con
viction that 1t 15 the natural heir to the Brtish
Government 1n India and ¢ntitled to take control
both of legislative and executive powers unfettered
by any 1s 1ntr miuts d d
But i view of the experience of the Congress
Governments in the provinces and of the centralised

dictatorship of the Congress High Command the
Mushimos had decided to reject entirely any system
of government for India as a whole based on a
parhiamentary majority executive The demand
for Pakistan embodied this rejection 1n its extreme
form He was confident that his insistence on the
agreement had brought to the forefront the true
nature of the Indian problem namely the existence
m India *over and above all other local differ
ences of two great communities at least as
separate and indeed antagomistic in culture and
outlook as any of the conténding nations in
Europe To talk of these two communities as
mayority and minonty  hesud s a dangerous
misuse of terms because 1t tends to 1mply that. the
nipht of the numencally smaller commumty to have,
13 1ndividuahty respected 1 less than

larger It1s after all in defence of that
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we are at war today
It 1s evident from this memorandum that the
British Government had already made up 1ts mind
regarding the future of Indra It found its rever
beration 1n a public speech by Jinnah  Weare not
ammority hesaid buta natton If we have
adopted an attitude of non embarrassment towards
the BritishGovernment we know that if the British
Government 1s broken we are also 1n danger The
League 1s the only authontative organssation of
Mustms  We cannot tolerate Mushms 1n the
camp of enemy The non Leagune Mushms are
traitors i anv camp
On February 28 1942 Amery gave a fresh
mnterpretation of the declaration He conceded
that 1) there should be an explicit acknowledge
ment that the future Indian dominion could secede
af 1t wished and n) that the British Government
would set up what 1t considered the most suitable
future Constitution making body 1mmediately after
the war 1f the Indians had not previously agreed on
1t themselves but also n) that any province which
did not wish to accede to the new copstitution
could stand out and finally 1v) that the whole
field of the obligation on the part of “the British
Government as well as of such continned mulitary
assistance as India would need, would be dealt
with by a separate treaty to be concluded with the
Constitution framing bedy and to come into  force
simultaneously with the new constitution This
was sigmificant m as much as the British Govern
ment virtually conceded to the Mushm League its
demand for-the right of secession and secondly the
-



British still wanted to retain their control over the
military and the bureaucracy

Gandhi had rightly pointed out to Stafford
Cripps on March 27 1942 that *the document was
an mvitation to the Muslims to create a Pakistan
but 1t was clear from his (Jinnahs) attitude wrote
Crpps  that his commuttee had already accepted
the scheme 1n principle *

The British Government was confident that 1ts
mtelligent and crafty move would succeed for the
Congress on the one hand was a completely divided
house and Jinnah on the other hand got a moral
boost from his master

It remains to be seen  wrote Amery ¢ whether
m face of the external danger any of the Congress
leaders can be persuaded to realse that the half
loaf which 1s ali that either we or the rest of India
can give them 15 better than no bread Jinnah
will be content to reahise that he has now got Paki
stan 1 essence whether as something substantive or
as the bargaining point Further  After all
supposing that Pakistan does come off there will
be possibly two Mushim areas the whole of the
States Hindu British Indra (if that does not divide
uself upt) and finally at least one important pry
mitive il tribe

Jmnah s attitude had remained recaleitrant after
s disillusionment with the Congress He joined
the Muslim League Just before the first world war
He joined the Muslim League because the Congress
was getting too extreme 1t was gomng beyond the
hmuts prescribed by law and Jinnahs constitu
tionalism could not tolerate this heresy  In reality
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Jinnah was afraid of the participation of the masses
1n the political process he wanted to keep political
agitation confined to an ehiist level There were
strong indications that with the arrival of Gandh:
on the Indian political scene the common people
might surge up to participate 1n the decision
making process

1 have held  Jinnah said 1n a press statement
onJune 22 1942 that Gandhi never wanted to
settle the Hindu Mushm question except on his
own terms of Hindu domination It 1s clear to
those who und d Gandhrs 1 that he
wants the British Government to accept that the
Congress means India and Gandhi means the Con
gress and to come to terms with him as spokesman
of all India with regard to the transfer of govern
ment to the self styled Indian National Congress
and to keep lum 1n power by means of British
bayonets so that Hindu Congress raj can dominate
the Muslims and the other minorities  Jinnah
was tm a completely uncompromistng frame of
mind and preferred British ra) to any other ra)
excepting Pakistan The resolution of the Working
Commuttee of the Mushm League on August 20
1942 and Jinnah s press statement m Bombay on
September 13 clearly indicated that ke was not pre
pared to accept any settlement short of Pakistan
He told newsmen 1n Bombay that if the Muslim
League were to decide -mind you I am not m
Jtouch with anybody—but 1 have little doubt 1n my
mind that a very large bady n the armv will fall
out and today almost 65 per cent of the army are
Mussalmans  And not only that I think you will
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find the entire frontier ablaze Reading news
papers that 1 get from other Mushm countries
Afghamistan Iran Iraq lately Turkey and Egypt
the entire Middle East right up to Ankara and
Cairo are not only 1n full sympathy with the Mus-
Iim demand but they are strenuously supporting
1t He nvariably repeated that all parties must
agree and guarantee the right of Mussalmans to self
determination and they should pledge themselves
to gwe effect to the verdict of a Muslm plebiscite
and carry out the partition of India accerdingly
Perhaps the Congress leaders could not read the
wnting on the wall or were afraid to launch
another struggle  Their anxiety tobe elevated to
power without much sacnfice had made their vision
hazy OnApnl 23 1942 the Madras Legisiature
Congress Party presided over by Rajagopalachari
dopted a resolution ding to the All Ind:a
Congress Party that to sacrifice the chances of
formation of a national government for the doubt
ful advantage of mamtaining controversy over th
unity of India 1s most unwise policy and that i
has become a necessary evil to acknowledge th
Muslim League s clamm for separation of India
At its Allahabad session AT CC had boweve
turned down this resolution and passed a count:
resolution opposing any proposal to break t
India Rajap bade goodbye to membership of ¢!
Working Commuttee by issuing 2 press stateme
onJuly10 1942 @ amconvinced hesaid ¢ that
the Congress accepts the prneiple of terrtor
self determunation proposed i my AICC resol
tion we can make Jinngh and the League accept




and join the Congress 1a a umted pohtical front

Gandhyyt was flabbergasted to find Rajan sup
porting the vivisection of India  Heartbroken he
said  Rajap concedes Pakistan, but has Jinnah
even moved an inch to discuss the matter with im?
No For Jinnah s game 1s to bring pressureon the
Congress and Congress pressure on the Government
1 cannot swallow the spliting of India 1 alone
know what paip the thought bas caused me Rajap
1s an old friend of India  What after all 1s Pak:s
tan? What does 1t meaii? Jnah has rarely
explamed it The masses are duped Anarchy
15 the only way  Someone asked me if there would
be anarchy if the British go  Yes 1t will be there
But 1 tell the British give us chaos

Crpps arrived 1 India i early 1942 Simla—
the summer capital of India 1n those days and now
the State capital of Himachal Pradesh—warmed up
with political parleys He held discussions with
various political leaders  He met Maulana Azad
along with hus secretary Asaf Alt on March 25
1942 The Congress president raised the issue of
control of the defence forces under an interim
government But Cripps had nothing new to offer
He held 1t essentiai for the efficient conduct of the
war that strategic and operational contro! should
remarn the responsibility of His Majesty s Govern
ment acting throngh the Commander in Chief He
only agreed to include an Indian representative 1n
the war cabmet Beyond this he mamtamed the
same old position

Gandhu also met Cripps on March 27 1942 He
naturally declined to accept the declaration on
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account of 1) the proyisions regarding the Indian
States and 2) the question of accession or mnon
accession of the provinces to the proposed Tudian
Union /

On Apnl 2 1942 the Congress Working Com
mittee suboutted 1ts resolution expressing dissent
from the Cripps proposals 1t suggested that a
national government should control defence through
a defence minister while the Commander in Chyef
should contro} the armed forces The Conpress
was however prepared to accept certain himitations
on the normal powers of the defence mimster such
as contro} of the higher strategy of the war by the
war cabmet The Congress hoped this resolution
would pave the way for a settlement but the British
Government was as adamant as ever

Cnipps had an 1aterview with Jinnah on March
25 1942 When he gave Jinnah a copy of the draft
e found Jinnah was somewhat surprised because
1t met his demand for Pakistan Cripps wrote 18
s note that “Mr Jinnah was maiply mierested 18
whether those proviaces would have an effective
neht to opt out of the proposed Tndian Unio? !
they so wished

He explained to him his pwl"’s:‘(‘,
that the legislature should vote on a n:sol“"":x of
Jom the Unton and that 1f there was 2 m“i:‘::t €
less than 60 per cent the minonty Sh"“‘ddu t role
Tght to challenge o plebuseite ©F ‘h‘f ® pongh e
Topulation  Jinnab reacted iaW‘““g fght Frwee 1©
doubted whether 40 per cent Was th ame
apply to the minority e an tHE "’ml: gn“-
The Indian Commumsts :\gvacwd 1) Cong
18 sill inexphicable  THEY
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League umity and 2) atd to the war effort They
supported the demand for Pakistan on the ground
that every nationality had the right to self determ1
nation  The resolution was passed by the enlarged
plenum of the Central Committee of CPIon Septem
ber 19 1942 and confirmed by its first Congress 10
May 1943 The Communists 1nsisted that the
‘freedom of India depends on the umity of the
Congress and the Mushim League But this logic
sounded queer The Soviet Government faced with
a simtlar problem I its own territory never
allowed any minority 1n the country to go beyond
the point of secesston particularly m the border
areas The right to self determination of which
the Soviet Union has been an ardent exponent
was denied to its own people It 1s interesting
therefore to study developments in the Soviet
State itself
In 1903 the second congress of the Russian

Social Democratic Labour Party adopted a clause
m 1ts programme on  the right to self determination
for all nations forming part of the States Lenm
himself said in a speech 1n May 1917 If Finland
1if Poland if the Ukraine break away from Russia
there 1s nothing new about that Anyone who says
hesach d Rose 1
for opposing the scparatmn of Norway from
Sweden  She held the wview that this was

merely a manifestation of peasant and petty bour
geoss p. lanism while ding to Lenin

there 1s a democratic content tn the nationalism
of every oppressed nation and that 1n this respect
it should be supported 1n spite of its bourgeoss
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cha racter

Stalin seemed to be more realistic and pragmatic
on this questron than Lenin  In hus report=Qn the
national question m 1917 he admitted that the
oppressed nations forming part of Russia had the
right to decide for themselves whether they wished
to remain part of the Russian State or 0 separate
and form an independent State  The all Russtan
party conference had therefore conceded that  the
nght of all nations forming part of Russia to secede
{reely and form 1independent States shall be
recognised

1n 1899 the Austrian Soctal Democratic Party
adopted at Brunp a national programme to divide
the nationalities sn the Austro Hungarian Empire
nto separate umits each with 1ts national autonomy
based on cultural connexions that 1s on personal
nationality and not on terntorial contiguity  Stahin
criticised this programme as an absolutely unjusts
fiable substitution of national autonomy for self

determrnation of nattons Though he condemned
such nattonal he ad d 1
autonomy

He also realised that as a practical policy
national self determination or the night of secession
was incompatible with the military and economic
mterests of Soviet Russia  Stalin felt that the
Eorder areas around Russia were not 1 @ posttion
1o defend therr independent existence without the
military and economic assistance of Central Russia
just as Central Russia was not 1a a positios
preserve sts mihitary and economie
the assistance of the border r~_




to go back on her commitment 1 view
of 1) devel and 2) 1
security
Nevertheless the Soviet Union became a preat
exponent of self determination of the coloured
peoples of Asia  Self determination  writes Lohia
to nationalities Joses all meaning 1n Soviet Russta
1t had abundant propagandist value m Crarnst
Russia Communism is partitionist only when
1t 18 not mn power wm order to weaken its foe
1n the shape of a strong nationalism  When it can
itself represent nationalism 1t ceases to be
partitionist
When these political activities were going on
Jayaprahash was 1 jal  He was transferred from
Deolt prison to Hazambagh central jail in the
province of Bihar Now the 70 year old Mahatma—
more youthful than a young man—gave the call for
struggle on August 8 1942 which has come to be
known as the Quit India Movement The clarion
call of the Mahatma sparked off a national war
The country became a vast prison house and news
of these events began to echo inside the prisons
too Jayaprakash was restless for he had to fulfil
the historieal task for which he had been waiting
In November 1943 he escaped from prison with five
comrades by scaling down the prison walls  With
Gandht 1 prison Jayaprakash now became the
sonrce of mspiration for malbions of freedom
fighters 1n India  He went to Nepal established a
guerilla underground headquarters and travelled ail
over the country kindhing hope and mobilising the
people
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Ja kash became a legendary hero of the
revolution as a guenila leader Amery wrote to
Lunlithgow on May 27 1942 that Edward Thomp
son had mformed the British Parlament about
JP 5 guenlla activities m the Sunderbans

Jayaprakash was again arrested on September
18 1943 at Amnitsar railway station and brought
to Lahotre Fort Once kmown as Shahi Quila
(imperial fort) well fortified and surrounded with
an evil atmosphere and with people who, to say
the least were dehumamised having no human
standards or values It was a veritable hell the
distinguishing hine between map and brute was
erased here

*A mulzim (an accused) in the world outside 1s
an ordinary enough creature but 1n Lahore Fort
he 1s defimtely a subhuman  No human sympathy
should be shown to him  the sweeper or the bhistt
should never speak to him no superior being such
as a CID coastable should show him any courtesy
or talk to him as a brather creature or an equal

The mulzim should be kept under lock and
key all through the day and might a sentry
with nfle and bayonet must stand guard at the
door which was barred bolted and heavily pad
locked anyway When talked to the sentry must
turn deaf or into a statue of stone but his ever
awakeful eyes must follow fasthfully every move
that the animal made 1n the cage

This was Lahore Fort  The young rebel under
went incarceration there for more than 16 months
from September 1943 to the end of January 1945
It 15 a long story of interrogation and toer ™~ the




imperialist Government was out to muzzle his
voice for ever  His troubles began a httle more
than a month after his arrest 1n the form of mter
rogation He was taken daily to an office and
made to sit there for varying pertods of time  For
the first few days the hours were not long but
their length gradually increased first from 8 am
to 5 pm then up to 10pm to mdmght and
finally stretching over the whole day and whole
night round the clock without sleep He was
occasionally brought back to his cell but as soon
as he dozed off he was taken back to the office
This process continued for several months

In spite of this torture JP s spirit remamed
undaunted I was prepared he wrote to
answer any Qquestions that did not relate to my
recent underground activities and as for a state
ment I had no more to say than that I was an
enemy of the Brtish Empire ie India (not of
Britain or the British Commonwealth) that 1 was
workmg for my country s independence and that
I would continue to do so till either the object was
achieved or death intervened The mighty force
of the British Empire could not shake his will his
passion for the independence of his country was
wrepressible It was dearer to him than Iife

Undaunted and undeterred he announced I
am conscious of the argument that those who
believe m wviolence as a political method as I do
must be prepared to be forcibly suppressed

The British Government had lost all sense of
proprietics 1n P 1
There existed only an mdxsm:gulshahle lme between
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the tortures practised by the fascists and those
of the Brinsh A polttical revolutionary * wrote
JP, may be executed for his offence when found
guilty by the established law but he may not be
put to any torture for the extortion of information
War 1s the deadliest most brutal and violent form
of political conflict Yet a prisoner of war has
certamn ryghts and mmumties which  civihised
society scrupulously respects The same person
who would be most mercilessly bayoneted to death
m the field of battle would be immune from 11l
treatment 1n the war prisoners camp and wouald
recerve such amenities as the standards of the
countries concerned and his own status warrant
For Jayaprakash the question of violence versus
non violence was not so impoertant as the indepen
dence of the country  He practised what he pre
ached A slave has no option but to break his
chain  He never felt afraid to say what he believed
to be true for moral values were the nerve centre
of his fe They provided um with lLight and
solace and gwded his action The Congress
leaders on the other hand were wavering between
non violence and violence They had lost all
scruples  They followed the principle of non vio
lence when 1t suited them  Jayaprakash without
being a Gandhian was more Gandhsan 1 that he
stuck fast to what he considered to be the truth and
practised what he professed Most Congress leaders
were Gandhian 1n profe and un Gandh n

practice  Power was their ultimate goal a pattern
of double standards their guide

The Congress leaders had accepted




of non violence for achieving independence and
had promused to practise it 1 future  When
the war began they argued that there was a distine
tion between the struggle for independence
and national defence non violence would be the
method only for the former  But when they were
rebuffed by the British Government they reverted
to the pretence of non violence and went to the
extent of proclatming that they would follow a
policy of disarmament when India became inde
pendent For Gandhr non violence was a creed
for others it was a policy Jayaprakash took the
blame for violence upon himself The British
Government was naturally interested 1n running
down the movement Jayaprakash became 1its
scapegoat 1t spat out on him all its venom and
malice Its efforts however proved futile Jaya
prakash stood the test successfully He set another
example of moial stature by writing to the Chief
Justice of the High Court of Lahore that he was
not 2 member of the Congress Working Commuttee
nor was he when he escaped from the Hazanbagh
prson I am particularly anxious to correct this
information .he said as 1 do not wish the
Working Commuittee of the AICC to be 1n any man
ner associated with my recent activities and views
Recalling the political events of the period when
he was n prison Jayaprakash was naturally un
happy at the dilatory and ambivalent attitude of
the Congress leaders Two basic questions worned
him most one the Congress attitude towards the
war and two the proposed partition of the
country  Rajapopalachart s statement came s a
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fude shock to him In Lahore Fort he used to
mamtain a diary to give vent to his feelings How
much torment he underwent and how restless he
felt 1s evident from 1ts contents
Let us take Rajay at his word wrote JP
India divided 1nto two States? Even a high
schoo] knowledge of Indian history should enable
one to forecast the result of such vivisection of
thig country  Vivisection obviously presupposes
the existence of 1 widespread desirs for separate-
mess Grven this desire and the fact of division and
undoubted foretgn mfluence of conflicting nature
Tudia woulg present a picture not essentially
different from thay which existed at the dissolution
of the great cmprres of Indian history The only
outcome of sych confused state would be cultural
and econome backwardness political weakness
and eventug] subjugation agan to a strong foreign
Power or to more than one power
hag he example of the Soviet Constitution which
ac pranted the ngny self determination to
nationalities with 5y, 1o imtiating the process
of devolution of Dowers y, g P d by
many Tndian leaders hﬁad often been quote d
to those leaders who 4y, a:‘l thad given 2 boo;
for the division of Tngyy |y, © Support of deman
First the recenmt Rusg, nllt this was an xIIuanl:e
JP  leading to cl:\:emrau,th amendments “’"n ot
broken up the Sovsy U, 90 In Russia had s
number of independeny g\a‘m\ and divided 12 o

secede 1t1s an old ny. As for the ,ig’('"]“
exists since Lenmn s tmg w igna) guarante?

s
however between the . bere g a e

Ution of the
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scparation and the actual fact of separation  So
far as the Soviet Umon was concerned the nature
of the State has always reduced this nght toa
nullity  In Indin it was not that the Units pre
pared to join the Indian union sought 1o resene
the right to secede of they found cause to do so
What was demanded %as an outnight separation
and dwision of the country

Jayaprakash therefore emphatically  stressed
that there 1s a world of differenge between the
two p the first presupp a desire to
stick together and make a serious experiment
joint nationhood while the latter Lills the very
possibihity of union by immediate partitrion  In
every federal Constitution of the world where the
right of secession 15 guarant~ed st has a twofold
basis while on the one hand it provides the ult)
mate solution of international conflicts on the
other hand st rests on the ground that mutual
goodwill and adjustment and the desire to pull
together would ever make unnecessary the. exercise
of ths ultimate constitutional right  He expressed
these views as early as 1943 when he was imprison
ed n Lahore Fort  He fervently hoped that the
Congress would have no difficulty in guaranteeing
this right to the federating units in India  provided
there was 2 genume desire to stand as a umted
nation and to preserve national unity to the utmost
extent possible The Congress would do thi
precsely 1n the hope and belief that the expeniment
1 united nationhood would scon remosve susprcion
and cement the bonds that naturally exist among
all the sections of the Indian people

e VLY




-

He was anxious to build up a composite and
vnited nationhood 1f a switable basis  was
provided by restructuring our present socio econo
mic system this might ‘remove suspicion and
cement the bonds  among different nationalities
he believed At the same time he did not rule out
the nght of self determination of course, with a
proviso that its application should be hmited and
could be resorted to only as the ultimate solution
of international conflicts He hoped that given
the best possible solution this right would ultima
tely become redundant

This 15 the basic difference between Jayaprakash
and Western thinkers  Jayaprakash has a twofold

objective 1) to build up a compostte and umted
nation and 2) to provide a system within this
nationhood

with the aspi
Tations and needs of 1ts people The Western
concept of natiophood encourages separatist
tendencies and ultmately sows the seeds of discon
tent and conflict

This does not mean that Jayaprakash was not
aware of the Muslim problem The Muslim fear
of Hindu domination of the central Indian govern-
ment was genwine  Jayaprakash suggested a two
fold remedy One was to define carefully and
hmit the powers of the central government and
vest the residuary powers in the provincial govern
ments  If mimmum powers were left with the
centre the possibility of its interfering with the
provinces would be reduced to that extent The
other problem was to ensure that the powers vested
1n the national government were so exercised



havoc was being wrought five Bnitish officers were
1n power and nothing could be done  *Itried to
get the District Magrstrate of Gurgaon transferred
he disclosed 1 could not succeed, and the officer
there arrested leading Congressmen when they
were not at fault and put them in jail as hostages

On 20 February 1947 the British made another
declaration affirming their destre to complete the
transfer of power not later than June 1948  This
served as a green signal to the Mushim League and
a wave of communal riots shook the country
The London Times reported that Mushm separat
1sm 1s dertving encouragement from the language
of the white paper

The sumilarity of the pattern followed by com
munal riots everywhere confirmed the fear that
there was a deliberate and well conceived plan
behind them Hazara and Dera Ismail Khan—non
Pushtu speaking areas in NWFP  dominated bv
Punjabis—were ravaged by riots Colin Reid of
the Daily Telegraph wrote from Peshawar  Agent
provocateurs from other provinces have been
stirring Muslim feelings here by displaying photo
graphs of skulls and torn fragments of the horan—
from Bihar

Reports were also forthcoming that some com
mandos who had been working behind the Japanese
lines 11 Burma under Brgadier Wyngate were
foundenga ed 1n distuptive activity How they
nfiltrated into India was amystery  Brisk  1llegal

traffic 1n arms gomg on with the conmivance
and somet o ol
and ¥
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open scandal Secret dumps of illegal arms
yincinding m one instance over a thousand sten
guns were discovered at Nagpur Jabalpur han-
pur and several other places Later, the Congress
High Command found documentary evidence of
the complicity of the Political Department how i
league with certain princes it was busy hatching a
conspiracy to break up Indias umty Among
other things 1t brought to light a well laid plan to
run 1 large supplies of arms through some of the
States to organise a D Day all over India
‘When the Congress leaders were aware of this
conspiracy of the British Government m alliance
with the Muslim League why did they deliberately
walk into the trap ? When they had no control
over the army aud the bureaucracy why did they
agree to form a government? When Gandhi went
on nsisting that he would not accept a truncated
India why did they accept the Cabinet Mission
proposal?  The answers to these questions yeveal
the state of mind of the Congress leaders <
Nehru became Congress President on May 16
1946 and a month later the Viceroy mnvited hum
to form an intenim government AICC met 1o
Bombay 1n July 1946 to consider the missions
plan and approved the Whrking Commuttee s
resolution by 204 to 51  The Congress was com
mitted to participate 1n 2 constituent assembly
consisting of members elected 1ndirectly by the
provincial assemblies which 1n turn were elected
under the Act of 1935 by no more than 157Fek cent
of the people  This means that 85 per cent of the
people m the provinces had no represcm;;uon
NB—4
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wh 1 the C: A bly Sumilarly
the representation from the princely States was
unrepresentative sn character  Outof the total of
69 members from them 28 were the nomioees of
rulers and 41 ‘elected  These 41 were not elected
1n fact they were nominees of the Congress bosses
who dominated the All India States Peoples
Conference

Jayaprakash was not happy at Congress part:
cipation 1n the Constituent Assembly  On July 12
1946 he made a press statement to that effect He
also reaffirmed that his party members would not
seck election to the Assembly Spearheading the
leftwing opposition ke sard The Censtituent
Assembly 1s the creatron of the British and 1t
can never bring us the freedom that we have
been fighting for years  The British Cabinet
Muission had not come to deliver freedom to Indra
but to play the mediator between the Congress and
the Mushm League The Constituent Assembly,
as shaped by the Briish Government was not the

outcome of the strength of the people

Nehru had deviated from his earlier stand on
the A bly From the b of the nego
trations with the British he had been advocating a
body elected on the basis of adult franchise and
his acceptance of the pattern prescnibed by the
British Government came as a shock to his Socialist
friends 1n the Congress

Jayaprakash suggested at a meeting of AICC
that the Congress should prepare the country for
another struggle for independence  Achyut joined
him 1n oppostng the Working Commuttee s decision
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How could the Congress he asked having
agreed to enter the Constituent Assembly say that
1t did not wish to participate 1 grouping ? The
Congress Working Comnuttee had said that they
had accepted the clause relating to grouping with
their own interpretation  Jinnah had his own
mterpretation which was opposed to the mierpre
tation of the Congress The correspondence
publshed so far does not contain any evidence of
the Cabinet delegatron accepting the Congress
interpretation of the grouping clause On the
contrary the Cabinet Mission had made 1t clear
that the Congress nterpretation of the clause was
not 1n accord with the intentsons of the Cabinet
Mission
Gandhi s sorrow knew no bounds 1 saidin
one of my speeches at Delhi that I saw darkness alt
around me I told the Working Commuttee that
as. I could not see hight T could not advise them
My mind today 1s dark as 1t was 1n Deln  There
fore 1 will give the same advice to Jayaprakash
I want you to accept or reject the resolution not
because I ask you to accept 1t or Jayaprakash asks
you to reject 1t or the Workmg Committee wants
you to accept 1t Fe was speaking at the Congress
session 1n July 1946
AXCC met again 1n Meerut from November 23
to 24 1946 Moving a resolution on the Congress
manifesto Jayaprakash held that the Commuttee
rither than the Congress members of the Constr
tuent Assembly were competent to decide the shape
of swaras 1n the Light of the Congress manifesto
For swara) cannot be real for the masses unless
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1t makes possible the achievement of & society n
which democracy extends from the political to
the social ard ¢conomic spheres and in which
there would be no opportunity for privileged
classes 10 exploat the bulk of the people nor for
gross inequalities such as exist at present  Sucha
society would ensure individual biberty equality
of opportumty and the fullest scope for every
citizen for deselopment of his personabiy

Acharya Narendra Dev moved another reso-
lution on the Constituent Assembly and this was
scconded by Rao Saheb Patwardhan  The resolus
tion stated  This Conpress declares that st stands
for an independent sovereign republic wherein all
powers and authonties are detived from the people
and for a Constitution wherein social objectives are
faid down to promote freedom progress ard equat
opportunity for all the people of India so that
this ancient land may attain s nichtful and
honourable place 1n the world and male s full
contribution to the promotion of world peace and
the progress and welfare of mankind and directs all
Congressmen to work to thisend  AICC adopted
this resolution unamimously  But true to the
tradition of a hiatus between precept and practice
araong, Congressmen 1t rematned on paper and has
sull to be carreed out

AICC met again in New Delhson September 23
to implement the decision of the Congress leaders
to form an Interim Government  Nehru review@d
the circumstances in which the Working Commit
tee decided to enter the Government  Jayaprakash
condemned the policy of the Congress which led 1t
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to jotn the Government
The Congress leaders  said Achyut by therr

participation i the Intenm Government were
treading on very shppery ground At the AICC
meeting of Bombay the president and other leaders
assured the commuttee that the Congress was
entertng the Constituent Assembly without any
commitment But later on they had to declare
that they accepted the Cabinet Mission s statements
10 1ts entirety

He gave a imely warming that the admmmstration
of India should not be carried on with the help of
alten troops who must be withdrawn He would
prefer Hindus and Mushims to fight among them
selves rather than keep foreign troops 1n India to
maintain order

The Sociahst leaders remamed neutral on this
question finding themselve$ m a dilemma The
Congress leaders were seeking a mandate from
AICC after they had formed a government JP
therefore wrote that the resolution asked us to
ratify the formation of the Interim Government
We could not do so because from the beginmng
we were opposed to any settlement with the British
Government at this stage  The formation of the
Interim Government was then a step 1n.a process
of settlement to which we were basically opposed
The Government had already been formed and the
Socialist leaders felt that the question of oppost
tion did not anse at this stage  Had that Govern
ment not come 10to being 1t was given to us to
oppose 1ts formation  But having onee been formed ™
1t would have been the height of irresposibility to



ask 1t to resign 1mmediately

On July 27 1946 the League withdrew 1ts
acceptance of the missions long term plan and
called on Avgust 16 for dimrect action to achieve
Pakistan  For the subsequent 18 months the
subcontinent was plunged 1n bloodshed and riots
The orgy of violence reached unprecedented hesghts
and spread from Calcutta to Noakhali district of
East Bengal and from there to Bihar It ultimately
reached Punjab and NWFP

The British Cabinet released a statement on
December 6 1946 saying There has never been
any prospect of success for the Constituent
Assembly except upon the basis of an agreed
procedure  Should a constitution come to be
framed by a constituent assembly 1n which a Jarge
sectton of the Indian population had not been
represented (1e  the Muslim League) His
Majesty s Government could not of course con
template—as the Congress have stated they would
not contemplate~forcing such aConstitution upon
any unwilling parts of the country A few months
before Attlee had said 1n the House of Commons
that the minortties would not be allowed to veto
the advance of majonity But the latest declaration
superseded Attlee s statement and gave a new lease
of life to Jinnah s demand for Pakistan

The Congress leaders were locked with Jinnah
1 a two pronged battle—one at the level of wits
and the other in the streets  The League had dec1
ded to boycott the Constituent Assembly until its
demand for Pakistan was conceded  But 1t joined
the Intennm Government later to strengthen its
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hand 1n pursmt of this demand 1t also took the
struggle on to the streets 1n the form of violence
and bloodshed  The Congress leaders found them-
selves unable to cope with the situation as the
British Government was supporting the League by
makmg frequent policy declarations 1n its favour
The Congress had earher proved stsell capable of
giving an effective fight to the British Government
now 1t was afraid to take therisk for power had
become the overnding consideration  Its leaders
forced the nation to walk into a spider s web skil
fully spun by the British tmperialists
Nehru moved a resolution 1n AICC on Janunary
6 1947 advising acceptance of the December 6
declaration Though 2 member of the Congress
Working Commitiee Jayaprakash opposed the
resolution  He even offered his resignation from
the Commuistee to the Congress President  He held
the view that the declaration would push the situa-
tion one more step forward to the ultimate accept
ance of Pakistan
1 feel distressed sometimes  he said  “ by the
way AICC invariably sets the seal of approval on
every decision of the Working Commuttee and I
feel 1t may be a good thing if ¥ resigned from AICC
also  If ever there was a time to disagree with the
Working Commuttee 1t1snow We have accepted
decisions till now, but the time may come when we
shall have to part company
The Congress leaders however rejected his plea
on the ground that it wouldlead to a civil war
‘This was however an imaginary fear

Or January
5 addressimg a press

conference in  Lahore
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Jayaprakash said I do not think that a revolution
will lead to acivil war A cwvil war only comes
when there 1s a fight for loaves and flshes But the
Congress was steadily yielding to the pressures of
the British Government and moving 1nto its traps
while the League was busy mtensifying 1ts demand
for Pakistan The British Government held the
strings—1nvisible but invincible—behind the scenes
Disaster was snescapable for the Congress was not
prepared to wage a struggle for independence
Gandh had led three successive struggles and now
felt distressed at the performance of the Congress
leaders

He sard on May 31 1947 Even if the whole
of India butns we shall not concede Pakistan even
if the Muslims demand 1t at the pont of the sword
But as Brecher says * those were mere words for
power 1n the Congress now lay with Nehru and
Patel

Gandhi was ploughing his lonely furrow The
young Socialists 1n the Congress too felt disappoin
ted The Congress leaders who in the 1920s and
1930s had displayed high spirits and determmation
to fight to death for independence now showed
therr feet of clay They declaimed loudly but
showed only timidity and weakness in practice To
achieve independence and at the same time retain
India as a single unit was now a cry in the wilder
ness To capture power was the sole objective of
these leaders

These developments had paturally started a
process of rethinking among the Socialist leaders
Jayaprakash prepared a small note for circulation
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among s colleagues  The phrase umted front
of all ant1 1mperzalist forces 15 medmngless to me
today hewrote At the same time the slogan of
one leader etc 1s foolishand totalitarian ~ An
independent Sociahst Party of Indiz based on
democratic  socialism  should be formed Its
members should not be members of the Congress
but 1t should be friendly to 1t and till independence
15 won should seek to work 1 cooperation with it
1 have decided to leave the Congress and work to
wards the objective of democratic socialism

The sinners of Partition had combined m a
trimity—the imperial Government of Great Britain,
the Mushm Ieague and the Congress leaders
Hindu 1| was no less resp ble To
hold one leader more responsible than others 1s an

exercise In  futiity They were all equally
responsible

The process of nation building 1s not based on
any nigid formula  Nor does any singlé factor such
asreligion race language or 1deology comstitute
nationhood  The forces of nationalism are inherent
n modern soctal life  Several vanables imtiate
help and build up the process of nationalism

The problem of nationalism has been a baflling
one since nations came into bemg There have
been two main trends of nation bullding 1n Europe
Nations such as the French English Portugnese
and Spamish were built by the political power of
monarchies on more diverse foundations The con
cept of anation was regarded as the result of a
vouloir vnvre collective and the product of a

common consciousness and sharnng common
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sdeas than from any racial lingusstic or cultural
snhenstance  But after the first world war it assu
med a new meaning  Emphasis was shifted to the
mation state having nationalty as the basis of state
hood This change brought to the fore the question
of self determination  But this new concept
appeared to be more politically motivated and
dangerous to peace  This was apparent from its
application m the East European countries when
the war was over The Western countries prevented
the people of Asia and Africa from exercising this
night but 1t was enforced in Eastern Europe  The
reason was obvious—a simster design to weaken
and destroy the main enemies of the Allies—
Germany and the mult cthnic Austro Hungaran
Emprre 1n Central Europe  According to a politt
cal scientist nine mitlion lives were sacuficed by
both sides 1n the war m defence of therr nattonal
interests  Around one key fortress on the western
front Verdum casualities reached the figure of
65 000 killed eight times the number killed by the
atomic bomb dropped on Hiroshima 1in 1945 Mao
Tse tung once declared that in a third world war
300 million Chinese might perish leaving another
300 million safe to rebuild the Chinese nation
swiftly

The USA remamed lukewarm to his theory
Abraham Lincoln said to be the father of Amenican
democracy faltered and in fact retreated from
giving cffect to this right in his country In 1848
he protlaimed that any people anywhere being
mclined so and having the power have the right to
nise up and shake off the evisting governments and
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form a new one which suits them better ' But
he later changed his position and viewed the
secession of the southern confederacy as mferror
to the concept of the preservation of the Unton
Had not the night of secession of the South been
decided on the battlefield there would have been
two American federations existing today between
Mexico and Canada

The same 15 also true of Soviet Russia  Stalin
held back Transcaucasian Tartars from seceding
from the Soviet States  Explamning the reason, he
sard the Transcaucasian Tartars with their
mynimum of literacy their schools controlled by
the ommpotent mullahs and therr culture per
meated by the religious spinit 1t 1s not dufficult to
understand that to orgamuse them 1nto a national
cultural union would be to place them under the
control of the mullahs and to create a new strong-
hold of spiritual enslavement of the Tartar masses
by their worst enemy

The concept of a npation state 15 not only
mmpractical 1t1s also fought with danger It 1s

loaded with dynamite  Harold Temperly has

nghtly held that if self determmation 15 pushed
fac enough not only every town but every hamlet
has the right to vote itself out of a State of which
1t may have been a part fot five centuries

Cobban has raised certain basic questions  On
what grounds can we justify the revolt of the
Amersean colontalists and condemn the southern
sccesstomsts other than those of success or failure 7
How can we approve the movements of the Czechs
aganst the Hapsburg Empire and cnticise the
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secession of the Bohemjan Germans ? Wh‘y was 1t
right for Ireland to claim independence from Great
Britamn, and wrong for the Ulster Protestants to
remain free from Catholic Intsh rule ? Why should
not the Catholics of Tyrone and Fermanagh break
away from the remainder of the six countries?
1f the Mushms of the Punjab were to be emanci
pated from Hindu dominance are the Sikhs not
entitled ?  If sclf determmation means this kind of
thipg where and with what unit can the process
possibly stop?

Yet Jinnah persisted 1n his demand for Pakistan
He was a politician and not a samt He was an
ambitions man How could he remamn satisfied
with playing second fiddle to the Congress leaders ?
The man described m 1919 as the ambassador of
Hindu Muslim unity had now become 1mplacably
hostile to that :dea  Religion had never been the
real reason for his separatist stance  Between
Maulana Azad and Jmnah the latter was more
secular mn every sense of the world But Jinnah
became the founder of a theocratic State while
Azad toiled all through his Ife to bwld up a
composite nationhood

Communalism 1s a political concept par excel
lence To correlate religion with communalism 1s
to 1znore the essential nature of communalism It
stems from deprivation a sense of exclusiveness
nsecunity and alienation  If Deutschs concept
of social mobilisation 1s true man rdentifies himself
with his commumty and finds 1n 1t an outlet
for the expression of s sense of achievement
This 1nvahdates the age old elitist concept of
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power Jinnah disagreed with Gandht for Gandlu
introduced mass participation m pohiies which
baffed Jnah He derived all his morms and
values from the bourgeoss liberal philosophy of the
West

Two questions are as relevant today as they
were before India became 1ndependent  Ope has
partition been able to solve the problem that was
responsible forit ? Two 1s India now a nation ?
For the first question the expertence of the last
25 years indicates a dismal failure There have
been three wars between India and Pakistan and
peace 1n the sub contment 1s still elusive The

hostility t the two neighb

has affected their economies and internal set up
There are still 70 million Mushms 1n India hatred
and suspictons-tetween Hindus and Mushms con
tinues and the number of communal riots has
imcreased 1n recent years As to the second
question numerous problems have cropped up
within India  Besides communal riots there are
caste and sect riots hinguistic riots and sporadic
riots on a large seale  The young art on the
rampage hyacking of Government buses raids on
police stations and Government buildings are
becoming normal features of urban lfe Mob-
police confrontation 1s frequent today The Naga
problem on the eastern border and kashmir in the
west the defnand for autonomy by the Dravida
Munetra Razhagam 1n the south and West Bengal
10 the east threaten the unity of the country

The forces of nationalism do not denve therr
otiin from 2 set of nigid patterns they anse from
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the sense of exclusiveness and alienation  In India
there 15 a peculiar correlation between poverty and
caste somewhat akin to that of the Black vis a vis
the White 1n the USA  Pohtical power 1s also
likewsse the preserve of the higher castes

Shills counter peniphery model of nation
building and State formation grves a clue to the
study of nationalism  Men have citizens in larger
proportions than ever before 1n the large States of
history and probably more too than in the Greek
city States at the height of the glory of therr ansto
cratic democracies

The bulk of the population 1n most pre modetrn
and non Western socteties lived 1n a sense outside
society and did not feel 1ts remoteness from the
centre  Their remoteness from the central value
system was a blessing 1 disguise for they did not
feel their low position in the hierarchy of autho
nty or the consequent alienation The altena
tor was not active or intense But as soon as
the man on the periphery began to feel a concern
for this value system it soon set 1n motion the pro
cess of alienation  Several factors are resposible
for this awakening  Firstly the extended market
has integrated the population 1gto 2 more unified
economy Secondly education through franchise
and mass commumcation have greatly increased
the participation of the people 1n the central value
system Thus with economic  development

d rative and hnol 1 strengthening of

authority political democracy urbamisation and
education the drfferent sections of the population
have come mto more frequedt comtact with each




other and created even greater mutnal awareness
The central value system finds today a wider
acceptance than 1n other pertods of history At the
same time  these changes have also 1ncreased the
extent 1f not the active dissensus or rejectron of
the central value system  The same objects which
previously engaged the and d the
sentiments of a very restricted mmonty of popula
tion have m modern societies become concerns of
much broader strata of the population
“The emergence of nationalism  Shills pomts
not Just the fanatical nationalism of polit
cians intellectuals and zealots but as a semse of
nationality and an affirmative feeling for one s own
country 1s a very important aspect of this Pprocess
of the incorporation of the mass of the population

mto the ceptral wstitutional and value system
The more

out

P type of 1\ 15 an
1 and heroic festatron of this deeper
growth of civility

Thus every society 15 confronted with the
challenge of nationahsm dormant or open  As a
natural and logical corollary not only the non
Participation of a periphery 1n the central value
system builds up the forces of nationalism but the
gap betweep the emerging values and an age old
siructure sets Lipsets theory of legitimacy 10
operation and thereby gives birth to a new national
1sm  The questions therefore arise 1) whether the
Periphery 1n India has at all been able to denive
benefits from participation 1n the central value
system and 2) whether the emerging values of egaly
tartamsm and democracy have been ncorporated



1n the existing structure or the prevaitling institu
tions have been surtably restructured commen
surate with the emerging values These factors
well explain the secession of Bangladesh from
Pakistan  The logic of these factors 1s bound to
affect India too 1f they are not replied to in the
affirmative

An mitial mistake was made when the Constitu
tion of free India was drawn up  The Constitution
determunes the structure of political orgamisation
the quahty of freedom and the outlines of social
and economic hife  But the Constitution did not
facilttate social change 1n the country although this
was imminent  Jayaprakash theretore pointed out
towards the end of the 1940s that this draft Consts
tution would neither guarantee the freedem of people
nor make social change possible  The Constitution
1n its present form would be a bulwark of Con
servatism and a powerful hinderance to full demo
cracy The fundamental nghts of the people have
been so hedged in that this leads to near nulhity
the executive has been armed with such sweeping
spectal powers as to encourage dictatorship bica
meralism even 10 the provinces assures conservat
sm o the S P for
property acquired makes progressive economic
policy too burdensome to be undertaken

He therefore set forth the twofold tasks before
the country 1) to lay down the foundation for
national umty by fighting agamnst communalism
and other scparatist tendencies and 2) to buld up
a new soctal order and a new polity The sedond
1s more 1mportant since 1t provides the basis for
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the first and would pave the way for national unity
To confuse nationahism with sehigion s to ouet
took the historical process of sociahisatton The

question of nationahism 13 bosnd up with the social
and political probl

since new values
have been stt in motion by the release of new
forces stemming from modernisation  An appro
priate answer to the challenge of nationahsm 15 to
be found 1n a new social structure embodying new
emergent values rather than the formation of anew
nation state

The Congress chose to foliow the policy from
the wrongend  The Congress  wrote JP  has
‘become a source of power and poliical advance
ment  Naturally vested interests have grown
and are fast growing within it and with them
corruption and jobbery The Congr
\ \

ess clections
with

10 ) ‘have become
a racket and self seeking.and power polities have
become rampant  This nsing tide of selfish pohitics
15 the greatest barner today 1o the path of the
Congress advancing towards socialism

Jayaprakashhad undergone the bitter expen
ence of power politics duning the freedom move
ment India s division had been perbaps a logieal
and natural culmination of power pohties  Gandhi
too had ad d p and liation
with the Goveroment but hus approach was totally
different from that of other Congress leaders He
1;=ver shirked a struggle when he thought it fit to

0 30

It were his allies in the Congress who were
not prepared to go all the way with him

Ts a polity based on power politics switable




underdeveloped countries Itke India? There 15 2
definite view that 1t 1s alien to this soil and suffers
from several abuses  The problem of corruption
1s one of them Today it 1s so widespread 1n India
that 1t impedes the whole process of development
Discussing this question 1n his book Asian Drama
Gunnar Myrdal writes

When we observe that corruption 1s more
prevalent i South Asia than i the developed
Western countries we are implying a difference 1n
mores as to where how and when to make a per
sonal gain While it1s on the one hand excee
dingly difficult in South Asta to ntroduce profit
motives and market behaviour into the sector of
socual life where they operate in the West—that 1s
the economic sphere—it 1s on the other hand
difficult to eliminate motivations of private gain
from the sector where they have been suppressed 1n
the West—the sphere of public responsibility and
power Myrdal infers that 1n South Asia those
vested with official authority and power verv often
exploit thesr position in order to make gamn for
themselves their family or social group This 1s
so whether that position 15 the high one of a
Minister a member of legislature or a supenor
offictal whose cousent or cooperation 1s needed to
obtain a licence or settle a  business deal or the
humble position of a petty clerk who can delay or
prevent the presentation of an application the use
of 2 railroad car or the prompt opeming of the
pates over the track

So Jayaprakash said that people interested
primanly n self advancement do not worry much
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1s posstble Anticipating these problems, JP voiced
the need to create a real soctalist party both deolo
gically and structurally grounded in the toiling
masses of India  But his concept of socialism was
different from doctrinaire Marxism  He wrote on
January 30 1949  World socialism more so
Indian soctalism would hurt 1ts own cause if it
allowed dogmatism masquerading as science or
orthodoxy to blind itself to the historic significance
of Gandh1 *

Speaking at a public meeting 1n Gujarat 1n
1950 he said I should like to state mow as em
phatically as I can that socialism 1o this country
would neglect Gandhism at perll  The conven
tional attstude of the scientific socialist 15 to brush
astde Gandhi as a crankish old man who was so
much out of date 1n this atomic age who was
medreval freactionary and even an indirect apolo
gist of vested interests The more sophisticated
among them go forward and poke fun at his theory
of trusteeship and sum him up as a class collabora
tiomst  The trouble 1s that the so called screntific
socralist 1s seldom scientific  More often than not
he 1s just a bigoted phrasemonger  Far from bemng
reactionary Gandhi was a soctal revolutionary of
an exceptionally ongmnal kind and he has made
contributions to soctal thought and the methodo
logy of social change that constitute imperishable
contributions to human progress and civilisation

Jayaprakash showed signs of Gandhi s influence
on his thanking 1o the late 1940s, after which his
views gradually veered round to Gandhi s 1deas of
social reconstruction He differed from other
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socialist thinkers on the nature of power politics
the state as the lever of social change and Gandh1 s
1nsistence on policies based on moral and ethical
values

Be it communism or Liberal democracy, the
Process of alienation 1s 1 full swing and this
phenomenon upset Marx because of its  dehumani
sing effect on human beings He advocated
communism 1n order to strike at the root of this
evil butin reality communism further accelerated
the process One 13 reminded of the biblical
Story  God created man 1n his own mage but
he saw that wickedness of man was great and that
every impulse 1 man s heart was evil Eventually
the Lord must have been grieved that he made
man at all  Marx s unfortunately not alive to say
asthe Lord said 1wyl destroy man whom I have
created from the face of the earth both man and
beast and the Ctecpiag thing and the fowls of the
air for it repenteth me that I have made them

After Congress took power mn 1947 the question
of socralism was relegated to the background

Nehru expressed bis dishike of 1sms Jayaprakash s
plea of sociatist

goals was rejected because Nehru

called 1t a doctrinaire approach  For Jayaprakash
the value of socialism was unalterably fixed and a
long contro

versy ensued between Nehru and him
On March 4 1953 pe wrote to Nehru  Whether
WE BIve 12 or not the name of any 1sm we alf desire
without the shadow of any doubt to create a new*
soctety in which there 15 no exploitation in

there

8 economc and social equality, 1n
there 1s freedom and well being for all -
”



these goals for us or for that matter for any social
ist are not to be achieved 1n a distant future but
1n the soonest possible time Those values and
amms give direction and create sense of urgency
which you will agree have been lacking m your
policies

Nehru s answer was evastve and 1t did not
indtcate any commitment to socialism on his part
¢Yousay herephed that the goals and values
of socialism are unalterably fixed for you and you
define these goals as the creation of a new soctety
1n which there 1s no exploitation 1 which there 1s
economic and socral equality Surely there 1s
hardly any mtelligent person 1n the world who will
not agree with the goal on these values The
question 1s how to proceed about 1t ard there we
come up agamnst all manner of uncertain factors
mcluding the human matertal we work with 1
am inchined to agree with you that a semse of
urgency 15 lacking in the country generally and 1n
our policies also

To Jayaprakash however the above questions
were crucial they are vital and important in res
pect of achievement of the goals of socialism  He
told the annual conference of the Socialist Party
m 1948 that  all politics 1s power politics  was a
disastrous pomt of view  According to this
theory he said  the State becomes the only instru
ment of social good But he added The
experience of totalitarran countries whether fascist
or commumst has shown that if the State 1s looked
upon as the sole agent of soctal reconstruction we
get nothing but a regimented soctety 1n which the
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State 1s all powerful and popular inttiative 1s
extinct and the individual 1s made a cogin a vast
1nhuman machie He warned his party against

the use of sordid and unethical means iacluding
means such as lying scandal mongering and cheat
g at party elections '  He suggested that one
should be content to reach these positions by virtue
of one s work and service done to the cause

He stressed this again on August 26 1951, in a
letter to all the members of the National Execu
tive  He disagreed with hus colleagues on whether
all the prominent members and workers of the
Soctalist Party should contest the forthcoming
elections He was of the view that at least
one worker among them should be kept out from
the election But many of the party leaders
mncluding Acharya Narendra Dev and  Asoka
Mehta did not agree with im  He wrote  One
of the decistve items of difference 1n our view 18
that State power and imitiative are not the only
means of building up a democratic socalist socicty
but that popular 1mitiative and day to day effort
are also essentral indeed the latter are ultimately
more important If we really behieved inthis
parltamentary or governmental work should have
had no more 1mportance to us than the field work
among the people  If both activities are of equal
importance why should all the immportant men be
sent to the legislature? To beheve further that
the same persons can do both parliamentary and
extra parhamentary work 1s to practise self decep o
tion I all the important men are sent to,
the task of build: up the
7
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base and sanctions of socialism (except as agita
tional appendages of parhiamentary work) would
be relegated to secondary importance He gave
more importance to building up a popufar base
than State power

Speaking at a conference 1n Berlin 1n 1960
Jayaprakash said ~ The momstic State poses
probl that tr d the old ideol of
democracy and totalitariamsm  Whether govern
ments are removable or irremovable by the
electors the momustic State remains the sole centre
of power in the society The issue therefore 1s
not between democracy socialism  fascism com
munism ete but between the present monistic State
and a State 1n which power and functions are dis
persed and shared by other orgamsations of
soctety

The emancipated ndividual has today become
alienated anxiety filled morally insecure and
lonely Regulation of the ndividuals life by
mtermediary associations was found 1rksome, but
it has given place to the giant momstic State
truly the leviathan  Direct personal relation and
participation have been replaced by their abstract
aponymous and vicarious counterparts In the
mudst of grant and all pervading organisation there
15 disor; and d ation of
life

After ind, d however, India delled
its political and economic structure on the Western
pattern  This transplantation of 3 Western
structure tn Indian so1l not only vitiated the whole
process of development 1n the country but also




.
evils of power polities such as
rd 1n conduct
Inaby election soon after independence the
Congress feaders tried to cash 1n on the achieve
ments of their party in the freedom movement to
enlist support for ther candidate against Acharya

Narendra Dey who was umversally respected as a
scholar and one o

fthe architects of the socialist
movement 1n India  Gobynd Ballabh Pant then
Chief Minuster of UP saiding speech  Every vote
lost to the Congress wil weaken the hands of
Pandit Nehry and Sardar Patel who are fighting
2gamst tremendous odds to stabilise the newly
born tndependence It would demonstrate at the
bar of worlq Opinion that the Indian people have
Mo confidence 1p the leaders whe won them
also have far reaching
like Hyderabad Kashmur ang the
on and w)f} weaken Ingia g posi
10nal affarrs
51d 10 2 staten
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meeting  Instead of stoppmng them the mamlatdar
went up to Achyut and suggested that the meeting
disband  This was extraordinary behaviour for a
custodian of law and order On Achyuts protest
the official announced that he was promulgating
Section 144  The crowd quietly stood 1its ground
and Achvut refused to leave the platform On that
he and hus colleagues were arrested

When Jayaprakash became in 1947 the prest
dent of three important all India labour organsa
tions namely the All India Railwaymen s Federa
tion All India Po tmen and Telegraph Lower
Grade Staff Umion and All India  Ordinance
Factories Workers Union he encountered various
suppressions from the Government  In early 1949
the Rairlwaymens Federation the Postmen and
Lower Grade St2ff Union and the Union of Post
and Telegraph Workers decided to take a strike
ballot Patel and K Santhanam then Mimster of
Railways accused Jayaprakash of exploating labour
for his own political ends  Rebutting therr accusa
tion JP said I don t destre to 1mpose a political
party over the head of labour as the Congress or
the Communists are trying to do 1 want rather
the political party to grow n the manner of the
Brtish Labour Party out of the labour movement
1t 15 for this reason that I am advocating a change
1n the structure of the Socialist Party to allow the
trade unions and peasant unions to control 1t rather
than be controlled by 1t

The Ministers were advocating a permicious
doctrine alien to democratic government  Santha
nam held that in the political field democracy
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could not coexsst with direct action  Jayapralash
retorted that  violence 1s surely not compatible
with democracy  But peaceful direct action 1s not
only compatible with 1t the whole essence of
democracy 15 that 1t guarantees the night of the
citizen to such action A strike 1s not an attempt
to overthrow established society by violence
rather 1t 15 a peaceful method of collective bar
gaming  Satyagrzha too 1s direct action and
democracy not onfy 1s not jeopardised by such
action 1t 15 enriched and strengthened and punfied
byt Itisa dangerous symptom that the new
tules of the country are too ntolerant to opposi-
tion even when it 1s democratic  peaceful
opposition

* In Mahatama Gandl s method of civil dis
obedience and satyagraha  JP said  the suppres
sed and exploited have found a new techmque that
carnies the struggle forward beyond the usual
peac~ful limits and gives full expresston to the
urge for sound justrce and social change

While other Congress leaders resorted to aft
kinds of repressive action aganst the opposition
Nebru maintained a facade of umity but he made
ro attempt to draw up a concrete programme to
reconstrict Indian socicty When Tandon resigned
16 1951 the party presidency it was expected that
“vehru would make an effort to overhaul the whole
Ofgams.tion and rconientate 1t to the socialist
rovement  Sardar Patel was already dead and
the Congress was no longer under the pressure of °
nzhtst elemente

Inan mterview with the Times of
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June 13 1951 Jayaprakash said What the country
needs 1s 2 national mimmum programme drawn
up by the Government and Oppositron parties
together and 1mplemented collectively by them
urrespective of whether or not they all share
governmental power  He cited fighting corrup
tion communahism blackmarketing and food
scarcity as examples of spheres 1n which the
Socialist Party was prepared to cooperate with the
Government and the Congress provided a pro
gramme wis placed before the country Speaking
at a meeting 1 Madras on February 19 1951 he
said Let Pandit Nehru give us a programme and
1 will become the recruiting sergeant for him and
recruit Jabour on a voluntary basis to mmplement
the programme ~ But why would the Congress
leaders seek hus support They were 1nterested
the game of power politics for their own selfish end
and a programme for social change was out of the
question

Addressing 2 press conferepce m Kanpur in
1948 Acharya Narendra Dev enticised the Com
gress leaders for denymg the need for healthy
opposition  Congressmen he saild were engaged
1n power politics

In the early 1950s Nehru showed some keenness
to meet Jayaprakash In June 1952 JPs 21 dav
fast and his convalescence 1n a nature cure climic
1 Poona came 1n the way of such 2 meeting He
had undertaken the fast because of the Govern
ment s failure to enforce 1ts assurances to post and
telegraph employees about the payment of wages
for the period they had been onstrike mn 1946
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though Jayaprakash explaimed 1n a statement that
the fast was an act of atonement for his lapse 1o
misunderstanding the deciston of the Government
The fast was not therefore directed agamst the
Prime Mimster or any member of his Government

The long awaited meeting between Wehru and
Jayaprakash unltimately took place on February 1
1953 1 Delti You will remember  Nehru
wrote before the meeting  that 1 have been trying
to meet you for many months past This was no
new urge due to any new occurrence Long before
you undertook your fast I wrote to yom and
suggested that you might see me But this could
not be arranged because of your fast and subse
quent convalescence My desire to discuss these
matters with you was not related to any new hap
pening but had been present 1 my mind for a
logg time past It was obviously due to a feeling
that we have big things to do 1n this country and
we should approach ther with our joint effort I
feel that the next five or ten years are crucial ip
ourexistence I am satisfied 1f I may say so with
the rate of "our progress or advances I wanted to
hasten 1t and 1 want your help to do so

There was much i common between Nehrn
and Jayaprakash 1n regard to their basic outlooks
Both of them subscribed to the goals and values
of sociahism but there was 2 vital difference bet
ween them too Nehru was hesitant to enforce
the objectives of socialism while the sociahst

feader was keen to enforce them as expeditiousty
a3 possible

*China and ladia  JP wrote  see



itrics i Asia to which all Asia and Africa ~re
mg  If India fails to present anything but a
picture of a welfare State (which phrase I do
particularly ke Gandhis and Vinobas
odaya 1s a far better phrase) T am afraid the
al to China would become irresistible  and
would affect the lives of millions and change
course of history disastrously
e conttnued  If a joint effort were made
s great hopes were aroused and in the event
fallure—that 1s 1n the event of the people
ng out that in spite of the join effort therr lot
atned unchanged—the {rustration would be so
plete that nothing could save the country
1 eventual chaos and disintegration  The task
ational integration of which you spoke the
t dav cannot be accomplished under static
httons  If we move forward in new directions
ocial and economic change the forces of
gration would be vastly strengthened The
tiontl and psychological climate that could
reated should prose to be a powerful binding

¢

layaprakash offered Nehru a 14 point program
as a basts of cooperation  He suggested among
o things the need for constitutional reforms
range 1n the whole system of administration
olution of powers and decentralisation of
horty lepal reform and nationahisation in two
sres namely banking and nsurance and
1ee development of small unit technology and
shines ard the need for integrated and far
thing agrenian reform



You have sentme  rephied Nehru 2 draft
programme which includes among other things
basic constitutional changes  Now obviousiv 1t 15
not easy for me to bring about these things even
though I may not be opposed to them You refer
to all kinds of other changes of law and legal

dure and ation and reorg:
of themap of India et¢ To ecachone of these
considered separately I have little objection and 1
would be happy to give thought to them But
surely 1t 1s beyond me both as Prime Minister and
as the President of the Cangeess to deal with such

vital matters and give assurances 1n regard to
them

The question of cooperation was thereafter
left to develop by ttself 1n the future The lack of
joint effort and cooperation between these two
great leaders adversely affected Indias develop
ment

After 25 years of independence 1t 1s presump
tuous to say that the entire country 1s now woven
1o a single nation  Infuct India 15 stil gomg
through the birth pangs of nationhood

Expectation of change has 1o recent years
kindled new hope among neglected and weaker
communities allover the world they are haunted by
anew dream  There can be dreams without hope
but not hope without dreams It 1s therefore very
important to appreciate the consequences of a
wide gap between aspiration and actual achseve
ment  While hope 1s receding the dream tends

i
to spiral upwards ‘This hiatus threatens to disrunt
the society



Does the solutton lie 1 the formation of a
nation state? This poses two important constdera
tions one what would happen to the national
security of India f for example the Nagas
opt for a separate and sovereign State? Two what
would happen to the development of the State 1f
1t 1s Jeft to itself  The population resources and

hical position of Nagaland being what they
are independence 1n the sense of separation from
India may not only smmediately throw the Nagas
back 1nto near primitive conditions and severely
arrest thesr future growth but also 1 view of the
expansiomst designs of China and xts mamfest
m the area end its
Jayaprakash has therefore countercd the
of independ. with
He holds that 1n the modern world there 1s no
nation not even the greatest that 1s truly inde
pendent  There 1s growing interdependence now
more than independence Nations all over the
world are moving towards regtonal umons of one
kind or another The advance towards a West
European vnion 1s an example

Preeminently 1nterested 1n peace Japaprakash
15 aware of the dangers of a nation state which
has wrecked the world twice 1n two major wars 10—
the 20th century This does not mean that
Jayaprakash opposes the night of self determina
ton  He has pownted out that the nght of
secession 1s a two way traffic while on the one
hand 1t provides the ul 1 of ter
national conflicts on the other hand it rests on the
ground that mutual goodwill and adjustmepy and
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destre to pull together would ever make necessary
the exercise of this ultimate constitutional night »

JP s proposals have been opposed by people
who fear that a settlement on these tnes would set
1 motton the process of balkamsing Indis  But
these apprehensions are unfounded The fact
remans that today the man on the periphery has
become conscious of central value systems and
Yuis has ntensified s sense of exclusiveness
There are only two alterpatives one 18 3 sotiat
system appropriate to the needs and aspirations of
the people and the other the steam roller of a
nation state  If the second course 18 followed the
problem 13 complicated rather than  solved

JP advocates the first for peace and development
of mankind

—BRAHMANAND



Origin of a Nation

THE QUESTION OF national mtegration has been
much to the fore in recent years It 1s one of the
highest aspirations—if not the highest—of the
Indian people to become an integrated and
strong nation There 1s a strong feeling in the
country that our very future as a people would be
brought mto question if this task of nation making
was not properly and speedily fuifilled

If becomung a natton 1s of such vital importance
1t behoves us to take a closer look at the pheno
menon of nattophood  Furst it has been found to
be extremely difficult to define precisely what a
nation1s The word hasa long history and 1its
meaning has undergone a considerable process of
evolution I am indebted to Frednck Hertzs
Nationality in History and Politics {London 1957)
for what follows

Ongmally natio meant a backward tribe
Crvilised people  as of Greece and Rome  called
themselves gens or populus At the beginning of
the Middle Ages the word nation was used in
Germany and France to designate the higher
ruling class in opposition to the volk or peuple In
former times the chieftain of an Inish clan was
called captain of lus nation  The meaning of
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the word gradually evolved 1n Western usage and
came generally to refer to a free self governing
people or a people constituted as a State

The definition, as will be seen 15 not entirely
satisfactory because many States are composed of
different nations or nationalities The Scots and
Welsh for instance, regard themselves as natrons
though they live 1» a common State with the
English  Over 70 nationalities live together n the
Soviet Russian State

In the long history of our country there 1s no
word or concept found to correspond with the
modern concept of nationality And this brings
me to the second point I wish to make about the
modern nation namely that whatever the long
history of the world the nation 1 1ts modern sense
1s comparatively of recent ongin

Some of the clementary traits of nationality
writes Hertz may be as old as humamty but the

more complicated phenomena have gradaally

atisen at different ttmes ~ While 1t 15 not possible
to state definitely when nationality as we know
1t today was born 1t would not be wrong to say
that the second half of the 18th century saw 1ts
first beginnings  ‘The 19th was par excellence the
century of nationalism

The scens of this new development 1n human
hustory was Western Europe Why should 1t have
been so 1s mot very clear  For the present let it
suffice to posnt out that 1t was not as 1f hurs~ o,
soctety had to reach a ‘higher stage of c1
tion to give birth to the modern 3

Tndia China and



brought forth great and comparatively homo
genous civilisations  but the 1dea of modern
nationality was alien to them before they were
permeated by European ideas In Europe
itself  Hertz goes on to say, ancient Greece or
medieval Italy and Germany possessed very high
civilisation while there was hardly any national
sohdarity between the different peoples into
which each was divided A igh level of civilisa
tion was even adverse to natronal unity on a wide
scale  Athens, Florence and Nuremberg were
proud of the splendour of thetr own achtevements
and looked down upon their backward kinsmen
1 other cities History shows that the progress
of civilisation was often accompanied by a
weakening of national sentrments

If then it was not the progress of civilisation
that produced modern nations what were the
forces that brought them into being? I shall
presently examine this question  For the moment
it would be helpful to keep in mind that to be a
nation does not necessatily mean to be terribly
ciyiised  Let us keep 1n mund that while civilisa
tron 15 an end d ble 1n atself nat 1 can
only be a means to an end

Let us consider some of the common charac
teristics of medera nationhood and apply them to
our own  Scholars have distinguished between
legal and soctal or political nationhood or
nattonality The first 1s the objective and the
second the subjective aspect of natiomalism
Legally or objectively considered a nation usually
has three essential attributes a) a well defined
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terntory that it calls its own b) political umty
represented by 2 common State to which alt
atizens owe allegiance, ) recogmtion by other
patrons and be international law as a distinct
sovereign nation A legally defined nation might
well be composed of a number of nations which
1n some respects constder themselves distinct from
one another but yet accept willingly a common
State

How a nation comes to be associated with a
certain territory—and therefore with the corres
ponding State—depends upon a complex of factors
often on accidents of history, ncludimg the acci-
dent of Teadership  The process 1s well ifiustrated
1n the case of our own nation Incidentally! an
examination of the process might help n over
comung the psychosis from which many n this
country suffer as a result of partition

Furst of all let us remind ourselves that until
the experience of British rule we were never a
natton sn the modern sense of the term Un
doubtedly there was an indefinabl,

unity 1n which
our an~estors shared There was even the terrt

torial concept of the land of Bharat Bharatvarsha

which was hounded 1n the notth by the Himalayas
and 1n the south by the seas
unty so ¢elogs

But that sense of
1y spoken by Rabind howas

Dot 2 nationaltstic sentiment but a spinitual and
ultoral sentiment that was based upon a common
outlook on ife  unity of spirit  as Tagore called

it and a common pattern of social ving ot
1t was only when Brtish rule
over the entire length and

.



that Indta was united politically under one
government That political umty was however
mmposed from above and did not 1n itself constt
tute natronhood It was 1n the process of oppo
sition to this imposed rule that Indian nationalism
took its birth

An mteresting point that mght be raised here
18 whether the reaction to British rule would bave
been ths same that 1s to say mationalistic n the
modern sense if Great Britain had not been
transformed meanwhile into a nation Is it not

to suppose that if Elizabethan England

for mstance had conquered the whole of Indta
opposition to 1t— successful or otherwise —would
have folfowed the traditional dynastic pattern
rather than the modern nationahstic one

Be that as 1t may Indian nationalism grew up
as a reaction to aggressive British nationalism
But unfortunately 1t was not strong enough to
weld together psychologically all the people of
India into one natiopality The result was that
almost on the eve of mdependence there arose 2
new concept of nationality which challenged the
older one We all recall with a twitch of the heart
that tragic clash between the two nation and one
nation theories The two nation theory was un
doubtedly 11l concerved and 11l founded because
if the history of national ongms and growth
proves anything 1t 1s that religion alone never
determines nationality

A combination of factors however conspired
and India was partittoned But the two nation
theory did not have an unqualified victory 1t had
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proclammed that the Hindus and Mushms were
two distinet nations which must live separately 1n
their own sovereign nationstates  But in the
event vast numbers of people belonging to these
so called natsons were left behind on either side of
the partition  In sober contemplation the partt
tion of India would appear to have been a clumsy
device which settled nothing and satisfied none
If we add to that the holocaust the misery and
suffering the moral degradation and debasement
which followed 1t one cannot but be appalled at
the historic folly
1t 1s not however to lament a histerical fact
that T have brought up the question here My
purpose 1s to demonstrate how a turn of history
can  be bl for the d ion of
national territory and how there is nothing
mmutable or sacrosanct about 1t It 1s quite con
cewvable that partition could have been avoided
even with the consent of all concerned and where

there are two nations today there might have been
only one

The role of events of hxsto;y m gwing rise to
nations might be appreciated even better if we
consider what might have been the situation if
Bntamm or afiy other foreign nation had mever
established 1ts rule over India and foreibly unified
the country The Mughal Empice which 1n any
case never extended to the whole of India was
breaking up Marathas Sikhs Rajputs Tipr
Sultan and lesser persons and groups were en "
tending among themselves for

Can 1t be said with any !



would have been today a single nation state in
India or at any rate not more than two? Those
who talk sentimentally about undivided India
might give serious thought to this question and
also not forget the fact that the political divisions
and the struggle for power of those days rarely
followed religious or communal ines True there
did exist a degree of cultural umty 1n Hindu
society at that ime  There was also 1t 15 true a
discermible process afoot towards a cultural syn
thesis between the Hindu and the Muslim ways
of ife  But the history of Western Europe has
shown that cultural umty does not necessanly
lead to a single nation state So while 1t 1s
difficult to say with any assurance what would
have happened 1f the British had not brought the
whole of India under one government 1t 1s a sober
1ng experience to realise that undivided India
would have been perhaps one of the lesser pos
sibilities  This thought should bring some solace
to those who even now eat out therr hearts over
partition and consider 1t their patriotic duty to
undo 1t

I shall go further and say that this thought
should help cure that psychosis of which 1 spoke
carhier—the hidden disease of the present day
Indian mind compounded of suppressed pamn
anger and frustration that partition caused That
pain anger and frustration could be sublimated if
we took a healthy and realistic view of our historv
and d 1ts true ge and

Let me proceed now with the discussion of the
characteristics of nationhood Experience  has
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shown that jegal Dationality 1s not enough A
natton might have its State and well defined ter
ntory and yet lack the substance of nationality
That substance 1s defined as  national conscious
ness or national sentiment ¢ Without a
sufficient measure of this consciousness — says
Hertz there 1sno nation  When we speak of
national wntegration 1 our own country we mean
precisely the development of tius very conscious
ness of nationality

But this conmsciousness of sentiment 1S an
exceedingly elusive thing and whether or not a
specific people possess 1t in sufficient degree 1s very
difficult to determine It 1s a product of varred
histonical experience which 1s seldom the same for
every matton It 15 therefore difficult to gen
eralise and lay down preseriptions on how to
develop mnational consciouspess It would be
nteresting to quote here from Hertz two views of
two distingmished Europeans on the question
John Stuart Mill  saw the essence of nationality
1n the mutual sympathy of its adherents and 1n
therr desire to be umited under a government of
therr own produced through a commumty of
hustory and politics and through feelings of pride
and shame job and grief connected with exper:
ences of the past According to Ernest Repan

the great French philosopher and author of the
famous Life of Jesus 1t 1s ot tace religron lang
uage State 1

or that
make a nation The nattonal tdea  according
to him s founded on a heroic past great mer

true glory Comman experience leads
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formation of a community of will

¢ More than anything else 1t 1s common grief
that binds a nation together more than triumphs
A nation therefore 15 a great sohdanty founded
on the conscrousness of sacrifices made 1n the past
and on willingness to make further ones in the
future The existence of a npation resembles a
plebiscite repeated every day

These are 1lluminating visions but they also
show the complexity of the matter In the course
of our long history much community of experience
has been accumulated We shared much joy and
grief pride and shame Butapparently there has
not been enough of 1t to create among us 1n suffi
cient measure a conscrousness of natronality
otherwise there would not have been such deep
concern now aver the question of national integra
tton  As a matter of fact there were elements 1n
our community of experience which acted as bar
ners to integratton and even led to actual dis
tegration as 1n the case of partiton Moreover
there are certain experiences such as sharing grief
of glory which cannot be made to order

Before I proceed further with the question of
de ping national the most essen
tial prerequusite of mational integration I should
Iike to turn to the question put earlier namely
what were the historic forces which brought the
modern nation into being? Nationalism s now
a worldwide phenomenon and we see nations
being born before our eyes as 1in Africa It was
not through one and the same process however
that they all came 1nto existence

.



Broadly speaking the existing nations can be
divided 1nto two classes  Inone class would be
those which became nations through an autono
mous process that 1s'to say as a result of forces
which grew up within their own areas These
might be called the orginal nations The other
class of pations arose as a‘ reaction to the an
snal nations  This reaction was of two kinds
becanse 1t took place 1 two differemt sets of
circumstances

In the older feudal empures such as those of the
Hapsburgs and the Czats 1n which a ruling dynasty
kept under subjugation different peoples the 1eac
tion was that of quickentng of national con
sciousness which 1n turn expressed itself ina
demand for * pational freedom The other type
of reaction occurred among the colomal peaples
the newly established nation states had conquered
Thus reaction of course took time to materalise
because the necessary conditions had to develop
n the feudal and pnmitive societies  before
national sentiments could be born

‘The point [ wish to emphasise here 15 that the
growth of nationalism 1n both the old feudal and
the new colomal empires could not have been
possible unless the new phenomenon of modern
Dations and nation states had become mamifest 1
am not suggesting that before that there used to
be po reaction to conquest and subjugation My
pont s that in former days the reaction used to
take the traditional form of dynastic opposition or
that of just a pcople not a mation in the modern m=
sense, rising aganst the conqueror or oppressgr"’



How then did modern nationalism ortgmally
come nto existence? To my mind it arose manly
on account of two revolutionary developments 1n
Western Europe one the French Revolution the
other the Industrtal Revolutton France and
England naturally became the original models of
modern nationhood  The French Revolution was
maigly a social revolution while the Industrial
Revolution was mainly of a scientific cum tech
nologrecal nature  The first lasd down the politt
cal base and the second created the economic
framework of the modern nation state

The French Revolution accomplished two
revolutionary tasks 1t revolutiomsed totally the
old concept of power and sovereignty and 1t
carried out the new revolutionary concept
dramatically into decisive section  Until  the
French Revolution the accepted view at any rate
1 Europe was that both power and sovereignty
resided 1 the king It was not possible under
that kind of political ideology and system for
modern nationalism to be born

Kings and nobles while they ruled over their
kingdoms and principalities were rather cosmo
politan 1o their sympathies and outlook as Elie
Kedourre has pomted out in s Nationalism
(London 1960) and though they often fought
among themselves they were tied to0 one another
by marmage and traditional feudal ties The
people over whom the princes ruled were so kept
out of the politics of the day and were therefore
s0 apolitical that they just could not come to
acqurre national ¢onsciousness which 15 a polits
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cal sentiment

'
The French Revolution completely changed all
that Tt proclaimed that power and sovereignty
resided 1n, and were derived from the people
More important than that st demonstrated that
the people could assert therr sovereignty and
overthrow the power of kings and establish their
oWn The people were thus drawn 1nto the vortex
of polttics and came to be closely associated with
the State At that point the feudal State began to
be transformed jnto a  pation state and the
People into a modern nation  The economuc forces
that the commercral and 1ndustrial revolutions had
smultaneously set 1n motion completed the prg
cess  They had indeed contributed 1p go small
measuge to the political revolution atself ¢ peoq
hardly be pointed out that the economuc ang politt
cal forces constantly act and react on ggep ather,
and only for the purpose of analysis cap gpe, "y 2
Separated ~
The Industnial Revolution ery,
large middle class which found i neces:axy to use
the ¢stablished State directly or ety o pro
tect and expand its economy lerests  Tis
further strengthened the associtq, of the peaple
with the State It Was sogp foung ,hpt the
economic interests of the 4 at
was  dist, ustrial evr -
commercial class 100t fromy the interes
of other States and their pegy, T oy
tan or at any rate extrateny, N cosn: ff
feudal ruliug class came i :l";:tlao;&, o
a narrow nat1onalishic oy, W "‘l:e
\ndustrialism brought LY mt‘g‘;‘

ted 2 f, aitly



ism within the national ternitory 1t helped erase
parochiaism and localism The second process
was of vital 1mportance to the growth of the
modern nations  Thus the exigencies of history
which determined the territorial imits of a nation
and the political and hanges brought
about by the two revolutions together created
modern nationalism  Undoubtedly other factors
played a part but not to my mind the same dect
sive part that these three played 1In fact the first
factor the exigencies of history would include
many other factors as I have already pornted out

‘What has already been said should be enough
to show that 1t 1s not such a wonderful thing to be
a nation as 15 usually imagined  If a balance sheet
1s drawn the following would be the credit and
debit sides respectively

1) Uniting or integrahing
force tribalism rural

sm  merged 1ato
natronalism
2) Growth  of vl

society mside

3) Growth of equality—
economic social po
Iitical ete

1) Divisive forces have
sharpened divisions
between onc natton
and another

2) Intense hostlity to
wards other nations
and 1nternal wars

3) Explottation con
quest etc  of one
nation by another

Let us look at our task 1n this perspective Two

of our great teachers and leaders—Tagore and
Gandhi—have given s a vision of nationalism that
15 based on that unity of spiutt which makes of
the entire human race one stogle nation of man



Requisites of Nationhood

Natiownoop 1s A rather recent social pheno
menon The modern nations are hardly more than
2 couple of centuries old None of them was
created ina day  The process of natronal antegra
1on was rather protracted and not infrequently
included phases of civil war  In the modern sense
of the term India was pever a nation, not is a
fation today, nor can suddenly become one tomor
0% The process of 1ntegratton will take time
Bere as elsewhere 1t might be shortened by wise
‘Eﬂﬂmhxp or bedevilled by narrowness and
Stupidity

Nationhood 15 made up of tangible and intangi-
Ble elemonts, the latter consttutg much the
ager part of it The most essential tangible ele
Teeats of natsonhood are
%) & well defined terrstory
b) political unity represented by

1) a constitution (Written or unwritten)

1) 2 common &itizenship,

) a government wWith authonty over the entire
national territory and power to deal with
other nations

¢ in ultiingual nations a workable medium ox
media of communication between the comti-
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tuent units

The Indian nation has all these elements
though in respect to ¢) the situation 1s 1z the
natural process of evolution

The mtangible clements however really make
of nationhood These el may be d
1 terms of attitudes of mind as below

a) an attitude of mind which makes 1t natural
and normal for every citizen to regard loyalty to the
nation as being above group or sectional loyalties

b) an attitude of mind which makes 1t natural
and normal for every group or section of the nation
to subordinate 1ts mterests to national interests,

) an attitude of mind which makes 1t natural
and normal for the nation to think of the interests of
every cttizen and of every group and section of the
nation

National integration would mesn 1n substance
the creation of the above attitude of mind  These
attitudes are largely absent at present

There 1s no single or simple answer to the
questton how these psychological requisites of
nationhood can be produced Different approa
ches will have to be made from different sides The
statement of the National Integration Conference
emphasises some of those approaches I am sure
there will be wany others The process as1 have
said above will be long and arduous

As matters stand there 1s one serious obstacle
to the process of psychological integration In a
vast country like ours with so many diversities it 18
natural that there should be all manner of disputes
discords and differences  We would be more than
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human if 1t were not so  Even among the peoples
of well integrated nations there are internal diff
erences and disputes  politreal, economic, socal,
ractal religions lingaistic etc Even among blood
brothers musunderstandings and quarrels take
place If the coudition precedent to national
mtegratton 1s complete harmony and accord among
all individuals, groups and sections making up the
Indian nation we might well have to wart uatil
doomsday

1do not mean to suggest that the existence of
disputes and discord 15 a matter which should
ot recetve serious attention, and that every effort
should not be made to settle them Nor do I
ean to say that they do not obstruct the process
of ntegration  But I do wish fo stress that 1t
should be remembered that even after the best
efforis disputes and the like wil remam When
differences occur 1n a small fapuly a vastfamily of
550 million cannot concervably be free from them

1t 15 not the existence of disputks and quarrels
that 50 much endangers the integnty of the nation
2 the mannmer 1n which we condoct them We
often bebave like ammals  Be 1t a village feud* a
Students orgamsation a labour dispute a religious
Procession a boundary disagreement or a major
political question we are more likely than not to
become agaressive, wild and violent  We kill and
burn and loot and sometimes commit even WoTse
crimes When an Jndian does such things to
another Indian the psychological mtegration of
Indrans becomes a rather distant dream Whea
brothers quarre! and decide gcacel'ull{}ol_sepamtc
NB?

,
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they still remain brothers  But when they quarrel
and draw out their swords and strike each other
therr brotherhood 1s at an end

Likewise when Indrans kill Indians and burn
and loot the resulting hatred suspicion and 1l
will create a psychological estrangement which
makes 1t difficult for them to feel that they all
belong to one another as citizens of the same
nation  On the other hand no matter what and
however serious the quarre]l if every citizen takes
a vow never to resort to violence the mere fact of
the quarrels and disagreements will not do so
much damage to the process of mtegration

Following this line of thinking I proposed on
behalf of the Sarva Seva Sangh to the National
Integration Conference that a campaign which
mught be called the citizens peace pledge cam
paign should be launched under 1s acgis to
obtain signatures or thumb impresstons on a
pledge to keep peace  In that connectton I also
pointed out that while there was a good deal of
talk 1n the country about nonviolence we had far
to go to establish a civil socrety

A society of nonviolence 1s far more difficult to
achteve than a civil order of society Nonviolence
requires the elimination of inequality and explo1
tation and the positive quality of love as the basis
of social relations A civil society 1s chiefly
distingutshed— though 1t has other cbaracteristics
too-~by general acceptance of the rule that
disputes between windividuals or groups should be
settled by peaceful means Thus the peace pledge
campaign would also belp us forward towards the
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goal of a civil order of society

The Sarva Seva Sangh had suggested the
following pledge

1, as a citizen of India affirm my faith mn the

umversal principle of civilised society namely

that every dispute between citizens or groups

of imstitutions or groups of citizens should be

settled by peaceful means and in view of the

growing danger to the mtegrity and umity of

the country 1 hereby pledge myself never to

resort to physical violefice 1n the case of any

dispute whether m my uneighbouthoad or mn

any other part of India

1 have been asked whether merely sigmng a
pledge would prevent people from committing
violence  The answer 1s obviously no  But there
can be no doubt that a pationwide campaign of
the ¥ind 1 which all party leaders and leaders of
other walks of life join cannot but create a power-
ful psychological chimate which will have great
educative value

I suggest further that we might copy the
Independence Day programme of pre Independence
days It will be recalled that on January 26
every year the whole country celebrated Indepen
dence Day when the pledge was taken 1z tens of
thousands of meetings all over the country ‘The
practice was for the president of the meeting to
tead the pledge and the andience would follow
him Tt used to be rather impressive and effective

It 15 sometimes asked who will do all thwe
colostal work  Thus question 15 symptomatie
the dechine of public Life and activity agtd'

»
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pendence  1am sure there will be no dearth of
volunteers :f a proper lead 1s given and the
required psychological climate created 1f the
leaders of the poltical parties took this up
seriously there would be thousands of workers
more There are the village panchayats and the
panchayat samitis there are the schools and
colleges there are the numerous voluntary orgam
sations of every kind It should not be difficult
for all thss tremendous force to be organised and
gatvamsed for this great nattonal service



Danger of Nationalism

THE GROWING HABIT among us of 1mposing our
views on others 1s not conducive to democracy
Though we have accepted a democratic constt
tution and a democratic governmental set up most
of us are unaware of the significance of these
tostitutions

A democratic way of Life means tolerence of
other people s opinions which must receive full
and free expression  Otherwise true democracy
cannot function Some peaple all over the country
are constanﬂy trying to prevent me from expres
sing my views and while they deny me the right
1o speak out for myself they themselves are making
all kinds of propaganda to turn my countrymen
against me

Of course I dont want to give this undue
mportance as I do not really believe that anyone
can stop me from doing what 1 feel I ought to do
T have decided to serye my country 1n my own
hght i1t my last day and this T will do even 1if 1t
costs me my life or even if everybody forsakes
me And for this cause 1 shall not fiinch from
telling the truth as I see st

1 request you fo dwell dxspunonauly/‘ ~e
problems which face us today

S
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that two courses are open to us today the one
that was shown by Mahatma Gandhi and Guru
deva Tagore and the other that of Godse the
murderer of Gandht Wil you pause and think
for once which one you are going to follow I
asked students at a Bangalore meeting the other
day Unfortunately a very few among us today
believe 10 a course shown by Gandhip and the
atmosphere 1s charged with hatred and wviolence

I must warn you that if these few sane voices
don t raise their umted protest now 1t will soon be
too late because fascistic tendencies arc growing
very fast indeed

1 was reading Gurudevas Natioralism once
again and I was amazed by the breadth of vision
that he showed decades back He realised clearly
that the aggressive nattonalism which he saw in
all the Western countries then was spreading
disaster for the human race and therefore visualis
ed a way out of this vicious atmosphere in the
acceptance of internationalism as a higher goal
He abhorred chauvimsm and jpngoism  and
preached world brotherhood

Mahatmay used to say I am a nationalist
but my nattonalism 1s nerther narrow nor aggres
sive We are ltving 1n a time when nationalism
as we practise 1t creates more problems than it
solves

Think over the problefn of national integration
too The two biggest communities 1n India the
Hindus and the Muslims have been living side by
side for centuries now  What must we do to solve
the conflicts which so often take place between
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them? Adoption of a secular and democratic Consti-
tution 1s only one step towards the solution of that
problem  The letters of the Constitution have to
be made realin our lfe I come from a State
where the evils of casteism are more rampant
than communalism We have so many kinds of
conflicts within the Hindu commumnity itself
another example of which 1s the conflict between
Brahmins and non Brahmins

‘We are far from achieving that integrity and
unity which 1s the 1deal of our nattonhood These
fundamental problems cannot be solved through
excitement shouting of slogans or fighting among
ourselves It 1s a nation bullding task which
needs constant persuaston and infinite patience
1 needs idealism as well as self sacnfice If our
Ufe 13 demanded for this ideal we have to give
1t as Mahatmay gave his  Harmony 1s bound to
Prevailif we are ready to give sincere thought
and effort to solving the communal problem

But to be able to solve the problem we must
face the truth squarely and coolly We should not
elude ourselves with fiction If you put the
newspapers of Delhi and Karachi side by side
and read them you will think the world has
gone mad  Both sets of newspapers are warmon
gers and each 1s constantly blamung the other for
this We always delude ourselves with the thought
that the source of all our conflicts 1s 1n Pakistan
and communal riots start here only as a reaction
to Pakistam aggressivencss But what the
Teaction in Pakistan to happenings here?

T was against the partition of



the very beginming  Our socralist group and myself
tried to prevent partitton till the last day though
almost the entire country wanted 1t I mentron this
today because I want to remind you that this 1s not
the first time T am standing agamnst current opinion
Partition however took place and from the very
next day I felt 1t my duty to bring two parts of this
truncated continent as close to each other as
possible I smcerely believe that destiny will bring
us together and the peace and prosperty of these
two peoples who are 1n fact the same people lie
1n constant cooperation  Such cooperation will be
possible through a confederation or some other
political orgamsation  But neither government 1s
ready for 1t iow and the majority of the people in
both countries are incapable of thinking in these
terms

So the time 1s not ripe yet and we have to create
the preconditions for such developments As I
talk of the reumfication of the two peoples I
remember that the Hindu Mahasabha also hasa
similar aum  But do you think the means which they
propagate will bring the subcontiment together?

1 am nationalist 1n the sense in which Mahatma
1 or Gurdev was though I am not fit to touch their
feet 1 feel that enlightened national self interest
demands that we come to terms with Pakistan
Today all the world 1s talkmg of peace and can t
we talk of peace with our nearest netghbour? We
cannot safeguard our national interests by
following the wrong path Why are we creating
war hysterta stead of preparing our people for
peace?



An anti nuclear armament conference was held
lately At that time one of the foremost peace
leaders of the world was discussing the prospests
of peace with our late Prime Mimster He said
the world was spending billions of dollors for re
search on the means of war but why wasnota
single penny being spent for research on peace?
Does any government give any thought to this
immensely more vital need?

We are living in constant fear of China and
Palustan and spending a vast amount of ourre
sources in preparation for war Should not we
rather give more thought to the possibilities of
fostering peace through international organisa
tons? Because our_relations with Pakistan are
bitter whenever anything happens i Pakistan we
take revenge 1n important rage on our fellow
countrymen and weaken our own nation Inno
condition should the at h 1 this country
be charged with so much madness that a section of
Indians should burn the houses or rape the women
or strangle and throw 1nto fire the babies of ano
ther section of Indians If we want to Lve a
Bealthy and civihised life we must get rid of such
blind communal passion

Some people tell me that however much I try 1
shall not be able to change the heart of Pakistan
because Pakistan was born 1n hatred fand because
1tisto Pakistan s interest to have constant friction

with India  Butl do not believe this rei\dmg‘ of
Palistans attitude to be cat
faith 1n the new generation pum
both countries Y am sure -
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by medieval passions in this age of science and
technology and revoluttonary socio economtc Ideas

1 ama humanist and 1 trust in human goodness
Can I accept that hatred and bitterness are the real
feature of Hmdu society? No, the truer picture
of our soctety 1s obtainable 1n attempts like this
for fostering peace and amity  If we want to give
this effort a sound foundation we have to start
with a programme of re education of our people in
the ways of love and sympathy I believe this to
be possible  Letthe scope of this work enlarge
every day and let us gradually realise our great
Indian self in which there 1s tolerance and love
for every human being



The Indian Nation

For THE UNDERSTANDING 2nd promotion of Indran
umity or national integration 1t 18 first of all neces
sary to clanfy the concept of Indian nationhood
Inthe long struggle for national freedom there
cmerged a clear enough concept of a single
¢mposite  nonsectaran  Indian  mationhood
But the fact that there also emerged at the close of
that struggle a rival concept based on Mohammed
Al Tinnah s two nation theory—a separate Hindu
Pation and a separate Mushm nation resulting 1n
the division of the country and the establishment
ofan Islamic state—clouded the freedom move
Iment s concept  As was only to be expected the
two nation theory was not slow particularly after
Partition 1n strengthening 1 this country the cry
for 2 Hindu natton which had 1n fact already been
raised at the time of the freedom struggle

Certarm other factors which have contributed to
this developrment need to be understood Furst
though the Hindus are 1n an overwhelming majo
fity m this country they still suffer from the psy
chology pf a minonity This 1sbecause the Hindu
community 15 divided owing to the caste system
and untouchability and the Hindus though in
majonty lived for centuries under the rule of non



Hindu minonities chiefiy Mushm and Carnistian,
who ongmally came from outside India  Given
the minority mentality 1t 1s not difficult to see why
the slogan Hindu Rashtra’ should be appealing
and attractive to them

Second while 1t was easy in the freedom
struggle to appreciate that success required the joint
effort of all communities thus promoting the con
cept of a single composite nationhood after
independence there was no such compulsion Ieft
particularly as yncreasing numbers of the majornty

y began to be p ded that beinginan

overwhelming majority they could easily impose
therr will on the minority communities

How dangerous this concept of nationhood
could be 1n spite of its attractiveness to immature
minds not only for the unity of the Indian nation
but also to the Hindu communty tself because of
1ts deep divisions 1s bittle realised by the protago
nists of Hindu Rashtra  They also fail to realise
that Just as the goal of natronal freedom required
the jont effort of all commumties so does the
present goal of national strength and nattonal
development

The Rashtriya Swayamsewak Sangh s the main
protagomst of Hindu Rashtra It 1s reported to
have said in a resolution that a well consolidated
Hindu society which rose above all] differences of
caste, scct party or language could alone form a
firm base for real natiopal integration  There
can be no ob, to the lid. of any
communmity provided this docs not lead to a sepa
ratist wentality tntercommunal alrenation commu
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nal politics and dominatién of one community, no
matter how large over another

It 1s difficult to understand what the RSS
esecutive means by a  well consolidated Hindu
sottety rising above party If 1t means that Hindus
by virtue of being Hindus should all belongtoa
single party this 1s a very dangerous thought
which recalls to the mind the pre partition slogan—
Gar tu Muslim hal to Muslim League menaa 1f
n this manner every community were to have
s own exclusive party and politics national umty
would become an impossibility

It should be noted that there 15 also 2 strong
movement among Mushms led by the Jamaate
Islam: aiming at consolidating the Muslims not
only aga separate religion but also as a social and
poliical community The next natural step can
only be the assertion of a Mushm nation  Similar
developments are bound to follow 1a every other
$1z¢able commumty of ‘Hindu Rashtra’ and not
Bharatiya Rashtra becomes the goal of the pre
dominant Hindu commumity

Ithe people of India with their many diver
Sities are to become an emotionally united nation
ableto preserve and strengthen their political
Unity they cannot but deliberately and under
standingly choose the 1deal of a composite non
sectarian nationhood and work actinvely to that
end The task 15 to clear away all mental cobwebs

and gne a bold and unambiguous lead 1t this
regard

‘There 13 2 view that  the
sages and savants smrittkars



and artists statesmen and warriors Comprise
really the warp and woof of our national heritages
and provide the real basis of India s national one
ness In this sense  India 1s an anctent nation
and 1t 1s fallacious to regard 1t as yet a nation 1n
the making

The confusion here 1s between the cultural
unity of a people and their pohitrcal umity Despite
the fact that the people of India from the
Himachal to the Setu have shared for centunes
(with local variations) a common cultural heritage
they very rarely belonged to a single political
State  Nor 1s this 2 peculiarly Indian phenome
non Elsewhere too such as in Europe or tn the
Arab world cultural umty has coexisted for
centurtes with political disunity

Our central concern at the present moment of
our history 1s to ensure thatthe political umty
established by the Constitution should be made
firm and enduring  Events have shown that even
those sections of the people who share Indias
ancient henitage have not hesitated when aggre
ved whelhcr rightly or wrongly to harbour even
It would there
I‘orc be wrong to think that the task of moulding a
modern nation out of the diverse elements of
Indian society has already been completed by the
achievements of our savants and sages

Thete 1s another view which considers the
sense of belonging to India s lustoric past and of
being with all those who share that past an essen
t1al qualification of a true Indian national Natianal
integration according to this view, mamnly consists
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this sense of bel and 1dentity
There 15 no doubt that those for mstance who think
that Indran lustory began with the first Muslim or
Christian 1nvasion and who feel no attachment to
the India of earher times lack the deeper emo
tional qualities an Indian national 1s expected to
possess It 1s interesting to notice that as modern
nationalism develops m such ancient lands as Iran
or Egypt the Iramans and Egyptians despite
their history are rediscovering themselves 1 their
ancient glorv

At this point 1t 1s also necessary to bear in mind
that our national heritage includes not only what
has come down to us from ancient times but also
Wwhat came later There has been1n this country
(rom tymes immemoral a commungling of foreign
cultures and races with indigenous ones In the
case of the later arnvals such as Islam and
Chnstiamty when political adversity drove Hindu
f0ciety to defensive devices the commingling was
much slower

Nevertheless Indian Chnstians and  Muslims
are very much Indian in their blood appearance
ways of life caste attitudes (whether for good or
1]} language (even Urdu 13 very much an Indian
language) lLiterature and other arts thought and
philosophy matenal culture  Even their rehigions
have come to acquice a quality of Indianness In
thear turn they bave also had a profound fluence
on Indian hy serence 1
h and the rel

music

of the medieral samnts
The poiat 10 emphause here
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our natronal heritage 1s a very complex affair and
includes all we have inherited not only from the
past millenta but also from the past centuries of
our history 1t 1s rot only a question of Mushims
and Christians and others with religrons of foreign
origin accepting India s ancient part as a part of
their national hemitage but also of Hindus and
others of 1nd religions P Indias
medieval and recent past as a part of their national
heritage  There may be much n the two periods
that each may reject but by and large all Indians
must accept the totality of Indian history as therr
own

To avord possible misunderstanding 1t should
be added that feelings of 1dentity with a country s
past do not at all mmply blind acceptance of or
admiration for all that belonged to that past It
should also be stressed that the kind of emotional
1dentification discussed above 15 a delicate process
requrng patience mutual respect and under

and d; Any attempt to

hasten the process by force or intimidation can
only produce further alienation and national
disruption

An all inclusive Indian nation 1s fundamentally
different from a Hindu nation Protagomsts of
each will necessanly follow different roads to
national unity  Protagonists of the first concept
would look upon all citizens of India irrespec
tive of religion language etc as sons of the soil
while protagonists of the other (such as Mr
Golwalkar) would consider only Hindus sons of
the soil and treat Mushms and Chrstians as
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2ggTessors

1t would therefore be a very valuable contri
button to clanify this 1ssue  Continued ambigmity
tegarding 1t and the failure of the secular parties,
who together form an overwhelming majority of
political opinion 1n the country to face this 1ssue
have left the field unchall d to the protag:
of ‘Hindu Rashtra and Mushm  separatism

causing grave danger to the unity of India and the
character of the Indian nation




Secularism on Test

IMPLICIT IN THE foregoing discussion on the con
cept of nationhood was the 1ssue of seculanism By
1ts very definition  Hindu Rashtra as concerved
by 1ts advocates 1s anti secular because 1t constders
Hindus alone sons of the so1l thatis to say first
class citizens On the other hand Bharatiya
Rashtra 1s disruptive of national unity becanse any
attempt to impose a second class status on non
Hindus must fead to endless internal strfe and
ultimate disintegratton

Indeed, as pointed out 1n the previous section
it 15 doubtful whether in view of differences of
caste and creed and the scourge of untouchability
any attempt t¢ bmld a Hindu nation on a com
munal and rehigious basis would not result 1o
greater disruption of the Hindu community atself
To sum up n view of the nature of Hindu society
as also of the multi religious and multi-communal
nature of Indian society secularism in npational
affairs 1s an inescapable requirement for national
umty

As the term secularism 1s given a variety of
meanings 1t 1s perhaps necessary to indicate the
sense in which 1t 13 used here in the context of
natonal umty  Seculafism has often been equated
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with antt religion, atheism and matenialism  Itis
obvious that 1n these senses 1t has no relevance to
the unity of the Indian people who are deeply
rehigtous In the context of unity secularism should
have as broad a meaning as possible so as to be
generally acceptable to the people

In-this broad sense secularism has to be con
sidered (m relation to the State and to social life
generally Happily the fathers of the Indian
Coustitution taok care to base the Indian State on
secular principles even though the word secular
does not appear at all 1n the Constitution

A bref note on ‘Secularism under the Indian
Constitution by M C  Setalvad describes the
outhnes of the Constitution s seculansm It would
appear from this that while the Indian State 1s not
2s gorous as the American State which iz Thomas
JeHerson s phease raises fan impassable wall
between religion and State 1t 1s more strictly
s.cular than the English State which upholds an
established church to which among other things
the sovereign must belong

The Indian State has no official religion and
mamtains a benevolent neutrality towards all rel
B1ofs  But at the same time 1t reserves to atself
the right of legislating about all secular activity
associated with religion  as also  the nght to
Tegistate for social welfarcand reform  even though
such legislation may 1nterfere with religious behefs
and practices

The protagonsts of Hindu Rashtra  denounce
the seculansation of the State It 1s refevant
therefore to point out that in Himdy™™tical
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thought and practice State and religion were
always kept apart As Setalvad avers The Hindu
State so far as we know never attempted to 1m
pose a particular religion upon 1ts people  Various
creeds were permitted to practise and even pro
pagate therr faiths bwild therr places of worship
and live 11 their own way There are no traces
n Indian history of the struggle for freedom of
conscience which prevailed 1 Europe for many
centuries

It 15 an undoubted fact that i India rehigious
and philosophical thinkers were able to epjoy
perfect, nearly absolute freedom for a long peniod
The freedom of thought tn ancient India was so
considerable as to find no parallel 1n the West
before the most recent age All authorities I
believe are unamimous on this pomt This inct
dentally shows up the claim of the Hindu
Rashtra fanatics who asptre to establish Indran
polity on the basis of Hindu culture

The fact that 1n traditional Islam religion and
State are mextricably Iinked makes 1t difficult for
the Mushm commumty 10 India to adjust atself to
a secular State Indeed the traditionalists among
them seem to be prepared to go so far as to want
the Indsan State to be transformed into a Hindu
State under which they wouvld adwvise their co
religionists to live as mlechhas or shudras 1t 15
nteresting to note how at the extremes the Hindu
and Mushim communalists meet and reinforce one
another This perpetual division of the nation as
preached by them into Hindus and Muslms not
only as religtous but also as political commuprties
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frects 3 permanent and impassable barrier to
Tational integration

Fortunately the realities of the modern world
a8d the requirements of the seientific and technolo
gical age have caused a considerable disengage-

ment between religion and State insome advanced
Mushm States the effect of which will no doubt
be felt Upon the Mushms of India

Important 1s the question how far the Hindus will
Succeed 1n

preserving the secular character of the
State Happily again the advocates of ‘Hindu
Rashtra are 5 small mimonty and are often apolo
getic about therr 1deas which they try to smuggle
o the heart of the Hindu community under false
Pretence:

s suchl as anti Mushm propaganda and
onesided often false History

As for the other
155ue of State and rel;
of a problem For
1350¢ was settled lon,
longed Struggle 1n

But far more

religious communities  the
gion does not present much
he Chrnistian commumty the
g ago as a result of the pro

Western Chnistendom between
church and State and the ultimate bifurcation of
the two differmg only 1n degree 1 different
Chnistian Societies  In Stkhism the Akal Takht

2 rehigious institution was no doubt a source also
of supreme political authority but except for the
€Xtreme communalists 1t 15 doubtful whether any
appreciable section of Sikh opinion now advocates
tke subordination of the State to religion By and
large the Sikhs do uphold the secularisation of the
State  This s equally 1f not more true of the
other religious communities in the country

As regards the application of sccul;mlﬂ



soctal hfe generally the situation 1n the country 1s
not as satisfactory as in respect of the State This
15 due to the dechine of true religron and the
ascendancy of empty formahism even of obscuran
tism It 1s also due to the economy of scarcity 1n
which jobs and other economic opportumties are
scarce 1n relation to competitors This compet:
tron finds 1t conventent to take religious communal
(as also caste communal) forms which largely
explains why so many of the educated are fiercely
1 both 1n the relig: and caste sense

It 15 not enough that the State should be secular
for national unity but also that social life outside
the proper ficld of religton should be secular  This
has implications both for religtous and nonrehigions
aspects of soctal life Three mamm implications
may be emphasised here a) the individual
soctety while adhering to his religron and com
sidering 1t the best should respect other religions
and practise tolerance and understanding towards
them b) social Ife 1n ats nonreligious spheres
should be governed by rational ethical and human
attitudes rather than by creedal and communal
considerations and finally c) religtous practice 1t
self should discriminate between the essentials of
religion and its excrescences such as human sacr:
fice (as 1n the recent case reported from Rn}asthan)
untouchability and belef 1n high and low castes
as still widely practised in Hindu soctety and
polygamy as said to be sanctioned by Islam and
sumlar social and moral evils superstitions etc
which are considered part of religion

Indian society 1s by and large far from compre
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teading these implications today Communal
cencepts of nationhood~Hmdu Muslim or other—
deny and run counter to them Therein lies a great
danger to national unity and socialamity Unfortu
nately the present level of politics being what 1t 15
politiczans are not wanting who are prepared to
explot every superstitton every obscurantist
belief and every religious and caste prejudice

This arrests the process of enhightenment which
modern science and the revival of ancient Indian
sPinituality—as d 1n the Upamshad
3g¢ when the Indian mund knew no shackles and
soared to the highest—have ushered m  Con
$idered from this pownt of view the process of

Yadian wmity 15 a process of mtellectl’:a\ and
$pnitual enlightenment




Case for Smaller States

SINCE THE PASSING of the Nehru era and the
emergence of non Congress governments the States
of India have grown rapidly in political 1mpor
tance As a result they are demanding more and
more powers for themselves This trend 15 pro
ducing a fear 1n some quarters that the Centre wll
gradually become weaker and that the whole pro
cess may end up in the countrys disintegration
Tt 1s propostd that the Centre should be strengthen
ed further by loading 1t with more powers

It seems to me that the remedy might prove
to be worse than the disease Two results might
follow firstly Centre State relations might further
be strained and secondly the Centre might become
too flabby and overburdened to be able to func
tion properly which would mean in reahty a
weaker Centre The strength of the Union Govern
ment will not grow by adding to 1ts Iist of powers
and functions and substracting from that of the
State governments but by giving to each powers
and functions which should appropriately belong
to them

However dering the vast popul of
the country and its many dnersities 1t 1s 1n the
very pature of things that as time passcs the States,
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particularly those with non Congress admustra
tons will exert increasing pressure on the Centre
for more power for themselves As the Centre
itself 1s constituted of the States Tepresentatives
1twill not be able for political reasons to resist the
pressure for long

Further there 15 no reason why this process of
decentralisation and devolution should halt at the
State capitals  In fact 1t would be contrary to the
spint and aims of democracy A farsghted and
genumnely democratic Centre should actively pro
mote the extension of the process downward fo
to the district Jevel so that mstead of power being
distributed among the present more than 20 States
only 1t 15 spread over the 350 odd districts of the
country In fact the mstitutional structure for this
already exssts 1n the zila panshads ordistrict counctls
only they have to be made genutne self governing
institutions  In this manner two vital and major
objectives could be achteved at once indrrect and
automatic strengthemng of the Centre and the
Unton of India and broademng the democratic
structure to enable greater participation of the
people m government

An obvious corollary of this process 1s breaking
up the oversized States such as UP Bihar,
Madhya Pradesh and a few others Except for the
five Hind: speaking States each major linguistic
group has a State to stself  This creates the evil
of what has come to be kmown as lingmsm *
Breaking up the large States apart from resulting
1n more compact efficient and close to the people
administrapon  should also go far to

*



hngustic jingosm

Pandit Nehru expressed this opinion when 1 met
him and suggested bifercation of U P Though he
wanted the State to be divided the late Govind
Ballabh Pant totally opposed the 1dea

Small States would not weaken the Centre as
feared by some but would on the other hand
strengthen 1t It 1s wrong to thmk that if West
Bengal and Bihar or Gujarat and Maharashtra are
merged the nation would become united and 1f
they are separate unity would be broken

The bigger the States the weaker the Centre
Smaller States would be nearer the people and
then only would the purpose behind the creation
of States be achieved My thinking on this question
has all along been that while the Centre should be
strong m respect of truly Central subjects and
while I wish very much that the leadership at the
Centre should also be strong at the same time
States should be given a much freer hand m
managing their affairs

Centre state relations would improve 1f the
States were given more and more responstbilitics
and powers This could be achteved 1n the frame
work of the existing Constitutton and the conven
tions developed m the last 22 years If however
amendment of the Constitution becomes absolutely
necessary there 1s no reason why 1t should not be
done A permanent finance commussion for con
tinuous review of the financial conditron of the
State governments should be constituted and 1t
should have before 1t clearcut principles for alloca
ting funds to States from the Central divisible pool
1An



Our National Language

UNITY 1N DIversiry has been umversally recogm-
sed as being the outstanding characteristic of
Indian history and society But 1t would be danger-
Ousto forget that this umty was evolved m the
course of thousands of years by inculcating 1n the
diverse Ppeoples of this country the spiit of mutual
tolerance and adjustment Whenever an attempt
%as made to impose umty by force 1t led invan
ably to disunity and disintegration  There 15 a
Serions danger of the same experzence being repea
tedif 1n the name of national unity an attempt 1s
made to impose an official language whatever 1t
be upon vawilling sections of the people

Coming from a Hindy speaking State 1 do not
hesitate 10 say that the opposition to Hind11n the
South would never have been so vehement 1f the
Hinds enthusiasts had not been so impatient and
had relied more on persuasion and tried quietly to
Propagate Hindi wherever people were prepared
tolearn 1t This process might appear to be inde-
finttely Jong but on deeper thought it might be
found to be the shortest ot

Atthe same time, if the advocates of Hmeh
had turned their enthusiasm and zeal to
Hind as fast as possible and to make 1t the
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and mtellectual language 1n the Hind: States 1n an
effective and adequate measure the chances of
national acceptance of Hindr would have been
greatly improved While 1n both these respects
considerable progress has been made it 1s still
very 1nadequate and ineffective To promote
national umty and the cause of Hind: the Hindi
States should also have made a serious effort to
make every student lzarn at some appropriate stage
another Indian language preferably one of South
India Hitherto the progress made 1n this direc
tion 25 not worth mention

Barring a few extremists nobody suggests that
Eoghsh and other foreign languages should be
banished from schools The vast majorty of
people 1n this country 1ncluding those who speak
Hind: would unhesitatingly agree about the
mmportance of learnmng foreign languages to keep
abreast of science and modern knowledge They
would even have no objection to compulsory
teachung of Enghish as a language at the appro
prnate stage

But no matter how 1mportant learning foreign
languages might be none of them can become
an effective and creative medrum of education
There 1s general agreement that the medium of
education must be the language of the child s

However d 1t might be for

us to learn Englsh German and Russtan the
medium of education 1n this country must be the
regional language Education through a foreign
language can only result in mediocnity and stunt
wng of origimality and creativity

P



All that however 15 not the real issue The
heatt of the presemt controversy 18 whether any
pertod of time should be defined within which
Enghsh could be given up as an associate or
mter State language and Hind1 alone could come
t0 acquite that status The Government of India
proposes to fix no time hmut and has aroused
strong and widespread suspicion not only among
Hindi speaking people but also among others who
wish to see Hind: become the national language
The suspicion 15 that the absence of such a limit
would refease the Centre from any pressing, and
22l responstbility to take the y steps to
make 1t possible for Hind1 ever to assume the role
of a national language Already there 15 a deep
and widespread feeling that the present unpre
paredness of Hind: to take on that role 1s due not
30 much to obstruction from the South as to the
failure of the Central Government to fulfill ats
obligations 1n that behalf

For istance States that had already taken
steps to make Hindi the medium of instruction at
the university stage had to reverse gear just because
competitive examinations for the Central Services
continued to be held 1n Enghsh It was not
¢xpected that those cxams would be held only 1
Hindi  But of Hindt was to be cnabled to become
the national language steps should have been taken
10 see that Central examinations were held both
tn Hindi and English  Thisis only one example
of the lapse of the Centre 1n this matter

1 must also express here my deep anxiety
the danger of muxing religion with




Hinds has nothing to do with Hinduwism  There
are milbions of Hindus who do not speak Hindi
and many non Hindus whose mother tongue 1s
Hindi  The question of Hindi must therefore be
kept strictly apart from religious sentiment aod
such things as safiron robes Incidentally as a
Hindu 1 expect more exemplary bebaviour from
our safffon robed preceptors than was witnessed
on the floor of the Lok Sabha a few years ago
May be the leaders of the Hindu religrous orders
and our Shankaracharyas should give the matter
serious thought



Monster of Communalism

THE PRESENT YEAR and the preceding ones have been
particularly bad tm all three respects of communal

5D obscurantism and bigotry—three faces of the
tame evil There bave been many communal

niots burning alive of Harjans and, not the least
cases of human sacnfice

These ncidents are @
“armng and a symptom a symptom of a serious
disease wiich affiicts the natton and a Warmng
hose neglect will spell national disaster

Like the two worlds of the rich and poor, we
al50 have the world of the enlightened and emancl
Paled chte ard the other of the educated and
uneducated mullions who are prisoners of [preju
dice superstition and 1gnorarce  But while one
may understand that the rich will keep their distance
from the peor 1t 1s difficult to comprehend why
the enlightened have abdicated { from themr clear
duty and felt na commutment to the battle agamnst

the forces of darkness One of the most deplorable

features of the national scenc 13 this fastuce of dtb%
elite to play their role 1n {be renalssanct off In x:!_;
eolightenment  The result 1a that even the se s
of high Jearming are being Adesecrated by commun

um and bigot

Ty
All the political patuicsan fndia except
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glory of Indian History and civilisation  Such
Persons paradoxical though this may seem are
m realit

¥ the enemies of Hinduwism itself and of the
Hindus  Not only do they degrade the noble
tehigion and destroy 1ts cathohieity and spint of
tolerance apg harmony but they also weaken and
sunder the fabric of the nation  of which the
Hindus form such a vast majority
There 35 another sense in which the Hindu
commupna},

15t8 are endangermg the very community
of which tkey claim to

ofih be the champions Because
the divisions within Hindu soctety of unequal
castes and stll more une:

of comm
A} 2gon o
deed |

qual outcastes the spit
unalism, once aroused and yoked to the
f politics wil] be bound to set up as
t has begun to do already one combmation
of castes against apother combination, and a com

bmation of the outcastes against them all

Regarding the RS there are two remarkssl
¥h o make When the Sangh was under a
shaday, after Gaddhuip s murder there were many
Protestations about s being entirely a cultural
Sfgamsation  But apparently emboldened by the
timiduty of the secular forces 1t has thrown 1ts veil
away and hag emerged as the real power behind
2nd controller of the Bharatiya Jana Sangh The
Secular protestations of the Sangh will never be
taken seriously unless 1t cuts the bonds which tic 1t
$o firmly to the RSS machine Nor can the RSS be
treated as a cultural organmisation so long as 1t
feroains the mentor and effcctive mamipulator of a
political party

_The ather remark 1 wish to address to the RSS

13t



