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"I NTRODUCTTION

Ie¢ Significance of the Study:
Natidnalism:

The ideal of 'nationalism’ 1nitia11y'emerged
on the European scene in the last quarter of the lsthqpentﬁ:y.Au'
However, nationalism as an‘ideal' and as a 'movement' could not
remain confined to Europeg rafhergthat turned to be a force
behind the resurgence of the movement of nationalism in Afro-
Asian countries. The ideal and the movement embraced the whole
of the world by the beginning of the present century. Indian

o emerged, '
national movement ¥ in general, as a living part of the
world movement and, in particular, as a part of the Afro-Asian
movement against colonial rule. As a part of the Afro-Asian
movement, Indian national movement took the anti-colonial and
énti—racial character; It also followed, to a grester extént,
the democratic, secular and egalitarian mahifestations bf
western nationalism strengthening the cause of '1ndependénce',
‘welfare' and ‘unity' of the people. Further,AIndian nationa-
1ism also had its bearing on other Afro-Asian national move-

mants,

Internationalism:

‘.Likewise, the ideal of'internationalism’

also emerged on the European scene as a response to the advent
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of the 'nation' as a unit of the world society in the first
quarter of the 19th century. As an ideél, it was associated with
a high level of social, cultural, political and economic integra-
tion process and, not the least, due to the impact of Industrial
Revolution and scientific-technological advancement. Nationalism
remained impdrtant but no less important was internationalism. It
came as a compositerf specific fﬁndtional orders e.ge military,
diplomatic, legal and moral. Institutiohal advancement in the
shape of the League of Nations and the‘United Nations Chganisa-
tion, alongwith ofher agovernmental and nﬂn-goverhmentai'organisan
tions, emerged on the scene in the beginning of the kwmk twen-
tieth century. Internationalism came also as-an ideal of supra-
national society based on the ideology of 'democraéy', 'secula-
rism',A'humanism',r'socialism' and *communism' . The goal of
'security', 'welfare' and 'Justice' of the people is the essence

.of internationalism,

The impact of these momentous events was
manifest in the thouéhts of Tagore, Gandhi and Nehru. Their
accountsof ‘natiénalism' and ‘internationalism' exhibited the
broad general characteristics of both western and non-western
varieties. In their thoughts;and writings, their thrust Was.dn
'Qnit?', ‘independence' and 'welfare' of the Indian people, They
adhered to their belief in the ideology of 'democracy', ‘'secula-
rism' and 'socialism' or 'egalitarianism'., All of them took

into account the external impact on nationalist movement in




India and also helped others in thiir quest for liberation,
establishment of peace and collective security, prevention of
war and the establishment of international organisations and
other humanitarian universalist measures through their ideas and
workse They stood for the ideal of organic, éupranational
society hased on the ideologies of democracy, secularlsm ‘huma-

nism and welfare of the people,

In the advancement of the idea of nationalism
among the people, Tagore hékd a unique position right from the
last quarter of the 19th century. Gandhi gave to it the idea
and the shape of mass-character. Nehru enriched this by provi-

ding a modern look and a pragmatic approachs

11, Objectives of the Present Study:

The proposed study seeks primarily to highlight
the broad general characteristics of nationalism.both in the
west and in the-non—western world in an effort to analyse the
content of nationalism in India whose characteristics, like in
other Afro-Asian countries,were anti-colonial and anti-racial
in manifestation. In the ligbt of this perspective, its basic
and chief purpose will be to examine how far the thrusi of
Indian nationslism has been 'independence', 'welfare' ond
'unity' of the people, and to what extent the ideas of Tagore,
Gandhi and Nehru have been 'democratic', 'secular' and

'socialist' or ‘egalitarian'. Since nationalism had these
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components at the tinie of its emergence in EurOpe, the proposed
study will also- take into account the external impact on natlona-
list movement in India; it would try to ascertain how far the

ideas of
thoughtgand/Tagore, Gandhi and Nehru have been able to help
others in their quest for liberation, establishment of péace-énd
collective security, prevention of war and the establishment of

international organisaticns and other humanitarian universalist

measures,

By way.of achieving this basic objective, and as a
logical pre~-requisite to this, the present study also seeks to
reveal the structural variations and historical transformations
of nationalism both as an 'ideal' and as a movement'. Tt takes

into account the existence of certain braod general characteris-

tics of both western and non-western varieties of nationalism, as’

an ideal, which stood for 'unity', 'independehce' and 'welfare’
of khe people. The study attempts to establish the fact that
‘hehind the formatioh and growth of nationalism, there had been
some amount of uniformiiy in both these two worlds within the
nation, and the cultural elements and political elements have
been combined along with social and economic elements to shape

the nation 1n the modern plural society.

The. present study further attempts to point out
that nationalism which came as a progressive ideoclogy at the time

of the French Revdlution had to accommodate ideologies like




‘racialism', 'jingoism', ‘expansioniem’, ‘fascism' and 'nazism'
which in their turn, led to the outbreak of wars Despite  this

development, conscious and consistent atiempts were made to main-

tain close linkage with 'democracy . 'secularism‘ and. ' socialism._

 »The idea of nationalism emerged as an historical phenomenon -and
was always determined by political ideas and social structure. It
- may be pointed out that the deviations mentioned earlier were the
results of scientific and teChnological advancement and Iﬁdustrial
Revolution in the West., At a particular point of histdfy,‘hatio-

nalism degenerated into 'militarism' and 'imperialism'.

Nationalism in the non-western world came from
European concepts and gathered momentum, particularly after the

Sécond World War. Wéstern nationalism was a force behind the -

resurgence of the moveient of nationalism in the Afro—ﬁsian-COUn- 

tries, Afro-Asian nationalist movement differed from the western
type since it was anti-colonial, the first indication of the
emerging social COnSC1ousness, exhibiting anti-imperiéliét, anti-

feudal and anti-racial character and manifestations.,

From theoretical as well as practical perspectives,
Indian nationalism'can be termdd as the anti-colonial variety and
as such emerged as a part of global and Afro~Asian national libe—
ration movement. As a national response, it was/anti-colonial,
anti-racial and anti-inperial movement, I-~dian nationalism fur-
ther tried to be democratic, secular socialistic or egalitarian.

It tried to keep itself out of narvow, GXpansionist; fascist,
imperislist, racial nationalism of both the East and the West.
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The present study also tries to analyse this aspect éndvto see how
far the thrusf has beéh 'independeﬁce', ‘unity' and 'wolfare’ of
the people. It is to be noted that Indian nationalism appeafs to
be of significant value for its adoption of peaceful method for the

achievement of national independence,

The{conceﬁt.pf national sovereignty'in its ideél form
and meaning is becoming outmoded, Internationalism, in the field
of thought, has taken the form of idealism based on humanism,
mﬁrality and international brotherhood. The recalists &epend; on
the otherhand, on absorption ©f the mechanical and utilitarian
aspects. The ‘'behaviouralists' introduced sophisticated research
~-todls taken from the'dthér sdcial sciences; however they:aISO |
failed to provide satisfactory answers to all the problems, Like-
wise, pluralism,_'feddrélism9 functionalism and neo-funétionaliSm.

. "emerged as approéches to explain the state of affairs prevailing
in tke international system. Historically, the philosophy of
international relations emerged with the emergence of.natidnaliém
but systematic thought did not come out. In analytical terms,
the frontie;s of the world have diSabpeared. The collapse of
the colonial system, and the urge for balanced development in the
North and the South areithe new overtones of the 1nternationai
society. As an ideal it represent€7xorganic' and"supraﬁational'
- soclety based on ideologles of democrécy9 secularism, humanismlqnd

socialism,

In India, internationalism came as a part of a
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~ Global movement as well as response to eXploitation_being carried

on under British COionial rule.

In a more specific sense and by way of a more detéiled
analysis, the'objectiQe.of the present study is to.highlightihow»
Tagore's views oh nationai.'unity' and integrity were based on
secular egalitarian thinkinge. His socileal, econbmic,.pdlitical éna
cultural views, to a large-extent, helped nationalism to .find:
'national-identity* and de&eloped national consciousness, The
present study also seeks to highlight his direct involvamént»in-.
national movement which provide a boost to Indians in their ffee—

dom movement,

The study further seeks to highlight Tagore's humaniSt,
universalist and internationalist views based on liberal traditions
as well as on Indian traditions. His socio-political ideas, his
onslaught on 'nationaliSmi in the west, formed the core of his
internationalism. It helped Indian to keep their nationalism out
of the clutch of narrow nationalism of the west. Tagore's warning
to western nationalism to amend further strengthened Indians to
believe trat Indian nationaiism was far better than that of the
western brand. His involvement in the maintainance of interna-
tional peace and condemnation of war and exploitation of Afro-

Asian countries further_Justified his relevance as internationalist.

M.K.Gandhi. comes as the most important leader of the
Indian nationalist movement, His social economic and political

views formed a rich treasure of nationalism.
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moral interpretation of society, economy and politics haséd on
non—violenéé'and_trdth not only ensured national independence, -
unity, secularism and welfare of the pguple, but also served as a
foundatlion of the ideai of natiénalism. His ideas were basically
different from those of others and could be termed *unconven-
tional’, but very'impoftant; His insistence on the use of non-
violent movem¢n£ for gaining Indian independence made him a

unicque leader and his thought quite important.

To Gandhi, the ideal of nationalism was to serve the

cause of the Indians at a critical juncture of the national move-

ment. Gandhi believed that what was true for the individual was

true for the nation and the international society. Thus,
attempts have been made to estimate Gandhi's ideal of peace and
non-violence and its application in internatibnal‘politicé. His
views on war and universal interdependence haﬁe also been Aﬂa»
lysed wifh an assessment of Gandhi's thinking‘oh the world pro-

blems,

In~1ndia; Nehru is generally known as the h#rbihger
of enlightendd natlonalism which was quite modern ffbm the wes-
tern standard. Nehru advocated nationalism based on the ideals
of democracy, secularism and socialism. Nehrd felt the need to
focus political freedom along with economic freedom. T6~Nehru.
secubarism was a "must® for a plural society like India which was

essentially traﬁsitional in character, He was highly influenced
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by

by Gandhi and G andhi an purity of *means’ and use of peaceful
‘method was also accépted by Nehru. He interpreted Indian-hatio-
nalism in the broader global coritext and also took into'accodnt

Indian tréditiohs_by way of é synthetic approgch.

An an internationalist, Nehru's basic tenets were :

anti-colonialism, anti-imperialism, anti-racialism, and Affo-

Asian unityy His genuine desire for international peace, collec-

tive security, world federation fotmed the core of his world
views, His 1dep109y:df internationalism was characterised by

democracy, secularism, socialism and humanism.

With this broader perspective in view, a comparison
of the important'viewé of Tagore, Gandhi and Nehru has been made
both of nationalism and internationalism with an assessment of

theiy significance and contribution.

III. Research Questions:

The presént'study. while analysing the major contri-
butions of Tagore, Gandhi and Nehru on the ideQS»df nationalism
and internationalism, has attempted to answer the following rele-

vant questions:

1. What are the basic foundations of the nationalgsm
and internationalism and their mutual interactions ?

2e¢ To what extent, from the Indian perSpective,’has

the idea of nationalism been 3 sénse of fdentification of the
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state with the people ?

3. Is it correct to say that at a certain period of

history, imperialism and nationalism had been’ interlocked ?

4. What are the basic characteristics of the anti-
" colonial variety of nationalism and what has been its

general impact bnjthe struggle for indepéndehce_ib_lndia ?

5. What are the factors responsidle for the
emergence, grthh and subsequent consolidation of the

1deal of nationalism in India ?

6.»What,aré the soclological foundations of
Tagora's-political thought and the soclo-political and
economic aspects of Tagore's concept of ‘the great'federa-‘

tion of man' in his scheme of nationalist discourse ?

7. To what extent had Gandhi's attempts at 'sﬁiri»
tualisatioh of pdlitics' their impact on his teachings on

natlionalism and internationalism and their mutual relation-

ship-?

8. On what ground did.Gandhi challenge the founda-
tions of modern civilization and how was it related to his.

concept of nationalism and internationalism ?

9. What are the hasic postulates in Gandhi's idea
that nationalism is the logical step to cosmopolitalism .
(internationalism) ?
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10, To what extent was Nehru influenced by the con-

cebt of 'synthetic universalism' of Tagore ?

11, What are the grounds on which Nehru rejected the
*assimilative - integral religious approach' to nationalism

as advo;éted by Dayananda, Vivekananda and Aurobindo;?"

12, To what extent was Nehru's 'reconciliatory
~approach' to internationalism.(international_politics) in
conformity with his ideas on nationalism ? |

-IV. Methodology:

The presant study, historical in approach and

content, is essentially based on the analytical methodology. For

this, the primary research materials have been collected from

original writings, speeches and cdrreSpohdencéé of the three

eminent thinkers of modern India. Extensive references havé been:

‘made to personal memoirs and autobiographical notes. The study

has also examined the basic foundations of the politicai philoso-
Aphies of'Tagore, Gandhi-and Nehru. The whole range of litera-
ture on nationalism and‘internafionhlism as political ideals has
been analysed for the preparation of a meaningful conceptual
framoworke. References have also been made to the seéondary
soufcgs and wherever possihle cross references to other related
themes have also beenh made, 1In regard to the collectibn_of
primary data, the hasic source has been the archival data at the

national and state levels and the libraries and institutes
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catering to these eminent thinkers, as in Viswa Bharati,
Varanasi, New Delhi and other places, Partial application

of the comparative method has also been made in some places.

Overview of the Literaturezb

-Having stat?d'thé problem of enquiry and its signi-
ficance, it would be'uséful to recount the work done in the afeas
of natiomalism and internationalism with speciel reference tc the
ideas of Tagore; Gandhi and Nehrue. Available literature oould be
c1assified,hvﬁ5§i§ brcad categories. |

In the first category are included those studies
which mainly deal with the various theories of nationalism. These

studies qive an insight into the various discussions on the
&

_evolutions of the concept of nationalism as well as its actions

~add interactions., The plethora of litersture .on nationalism ref

veals the different contexts in which nationalism is explained

and can be comprehended,

(1) - | |
Hayes ~ (1931) analyses nationalism on the basis of

history and is concerned exclusively with the Western world.

Though this work provides valuable insight into the problem of

'growth of nationalism, its exclusive concern makes it culture-

bound and Euro-centrede He asserts that the primitive tiibalism

is a small-scale nationalism and that there is no absolute anti-

thesis between nationalism and internationalism. However, Hayes's
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atcount.distingﬁished by two charaéteristics, namely, (a) it
stresées a'Chfonologicél analysis'or vertical approach,Atrea-
ting evolution; and (b) its area is mainly Iimiied to the
European continent, in another title (1960), he emphasises
the~cultﬁral aspects of nationalisme In his words, 'éomunn
language; commOn_historical background when thesé by somé
process of education become the object of popuiar emotional
patriotism, the result is natiohalism. Carr 2 (1945) has
discussed three ovérlaﬁping,periods in the evolution of nationa-
lish; the first ferminatgng with the French Revolution, the

- second as the product Of/Freth Revolution, ®nd the third, from
187C réaching its climax between the two World“Wérs. Another |
prominent work 6f this school is tkat of Seton-Watson 3 (1965)
who points out that ﬁationalism was the outcome of the suppre-
ssion of feudaliém which led to secularization and democratiza-
tion in the shape of nation-state in France and England.
Nationalism flourished in industrialist countries which ulti-

(4) ,
mately turned to imperialisam. Snyder (1966) has asserted

the fact that in Europé_nationaliSm grew less and less liberal

and more militarist, imperialist and intolerant.

(5) (6) - (7)

Kedourie * (1960), Mecarthey  (1934), Kohn (19204

1956, 1961) also belong to the historical school of nationalism.
Kohn (1920) also discussed nationalism of the non-Western world.
His classic elucidation that nationalism is "state of mind",

'an idea which fills man's mind', is still the starting—ﬁoint'of
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any searchihg qugét fbr nationaliSm; Kohn provides a moré
neutral and detached, attitude to. the understanding of nationa-
lism. His reéeht Wofk;is more & history of national development.
Ken Wblf(s) (1976).reg;rds Kohn as an exponent of liberal
~-nationalism. Thus, scholars of this school, especially of
political orientation, conceived nationalism as an idea.

(9)
Sc)ci‘ologist(sil%ke A. Do Smith (1971, 1979, 1983)
: 0

and RupertEmerson (1970), have contributed a good deal to the
discussion of nationalism by conceiving it as a movement,
Bmerson has been a pioneer to explain the growth of non;Wustern
nationalism, but has&%ﬂhsistent in exposing non-Western world's
non-worthiness to bé-a nation. Binder(ll)(1964), Kennedy(lz)
(1971).ahd some oﬁhe%s‘pin4poihted the case-studies of Afro-
Asian and Latin‘nmericah countriss to unravel the mysteries
surrounding the concept of nationalism with reference to the
non-estern world. |
o (13) (14)

Sociologists like Akzin (1964), Deutsch. . (1966),
Gellner(lS)(19§4) and‘Lerner(l6)j(1964)'use categories like
national consclousness, social communication, sociél group etc.
to exblain the formation of nations.

(17)
.Fe Hertz  (1966) advances a pSyc?ological explana-
: 8

tidn of the formation of the nation. Johnson (1968) attempts
to establish the relationship between national consciouness and

(19) , .
economic polities. Fishman (1968) deals with the language
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problem of the developing countries.

(20) o
The emphasis of Tivey's edited volume, namely,

‘the 'Nation State' (1981), is on the possibility of transplan-
tation of nationalism from one place to another as it is |
malleable as well was full of adoption and adaptation.‘Schumgﬁl)
(1968) holds that nationalism is patriotism, Minogue(222i965)
is of the opinion that unless people are conscious of nationa-
1lity and make it the pri:mé ohject, they can't produce cultural
nationalism. He beiieves that Western nations are original
nationsg, while Afro-Aéian natlons are state-nations.

o (23) | ,

Snyder (1964) makes a comprehensive survey of the
case studies of nationalism. However, Hinsley(24)(l973):
believes théf Snyder's classfications of the post - 1945
nationalism by regional and other secondary divergences are |
superficial. 'Butthé first impression that may be gained from
these case studiés, is that every manifestation of nationalism
is sui generis. This has been supported by Kohn(zs)(1981).
Nationalism in the context ofyﬁgn-Western world has been ex-

plained with reference to independence, unity and welfare.

(26) (27)
pioneering works have been done by L. Binder, ‘and Worsley
(1961).

National and colonial questions have fec§ived the
. . : 28
attention of a galaxy of Marxist scholars. Lenin has

contributed a great deal in this respects His analysis of

R
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imperialism, colonialism, national édd colohial'questions,'ﬁhi-
ted anti-imperialist fronﬁ,is a vaiuable addition to the kdeé
ledge of nationalism. . Present-day problems of Afro—Asian
countries have been studied from the Marxist angle by
Ulyanovsky(29) (1957, 1978, 1980; 1985). 'Glezgrman(3)(1980)
adis a valuable pillér to the mansion of nationélism by analy-
sing the very basis 6f the formation of nations, the process of
national liberation movemént and the rise of the natlon-state
in terms of gfowth ofbsocial oroduction. HoweVer; Glezerman
does not place due vaiue to ethnicity as to the growth of the

“new order of productibn.

(31) - (32)
Hinsley  (1973), Tivey (1981) and a host of

scholars believe that it is the state which creates the
nation. The state is the supreme law-giver, and the organic
“structure of natiOnalism; The state embodies essentially the
same sort of appeéal as the nationalism. The modern state and.

the nation state are co~extensive phenomena.

To some scholars, nationalism is an i?eo%ogy and
_ 33
the major ideologles are linked to it. A. Smith (1979) is

of the view that democracy is linked with nationalism. In
democracy the cbllective personality of the nation gets promi-

. hence. The right to Qelf-determination is the supreme freedom.
It is essentially seéular. Ebenstein(34)(1973) points out that
the association of natiohalism with socialism is an important

(35) :
trend. Worsley (1964) thinks that nation is a sociological
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category. As a result, the concept of nationalism stimulates

productivity and the welfare of the people.

In the §§gggg category is considered the major
writings on intérnationalismo Nigel.Forward(36)(l971) and
Deutsch(37> (in his article in Political Quarterly : 1966) point
out that the state of the current theory of international rela-
tioﬁs is utopian. Célumbis(ae)and Wolfe (1981) point Out that
domestic and international variables are inter-twined too clo-
sely. They hope that the ideas of World Federation may
succeed, Iﬁ«éréétlng this odificé, reconmendation of the fedo—
ralists and gommunicétion anylisis should be maticulously exa-
mined.‘ Johnson(39).(19eo) speaks of internatiopal distributive
Justice based on cosmopolitanism and a revised state autonomy.

H&rtz(4o{(1959) has givbn a good account éf the rise
of nation~states baééﬁ on the principles of equal, free and
self-determining system. He assets that 2ll these are due to
tho'ihternationél movements such as Puritan, French and
. Bolshevic Revolutions. His account, however, reflects th§
1daalisti§ tradition in international relations. Institutional
manifestation.has been éxpressed in the writling of Nicholg:f)

(42) |
Chan (1984) rejects the arguments of the realists

on the ground that they recognise no supreme inter national

judge, Realists, he points out, resort to the threat or the use

of force to preserve and protect national interests. So he

argues in favour of the preservatién of values for the politics
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of morality and co;opgrétion. Chan, Hertz and Hayes explain
international politics in terms of idealism.

(43)5 ' - - v
Baldwin  in his article (World Politics : 1979)

‘analyses the viewpoinfs'of the.realiétS‘in'terms of the strugole
fdr power. While explaining international society in the con-
text of pluralism, Burtoh(44) (1964) rejects the cléims of
absolute sovereigntys He opines that sovereignty may be abso-
lute only in case df a powerful country. Eromkin(45.(l981)
argues that the demahd 6f'the world federation at the global
“level can be raised on -the basis of collective co-existence
without sacrificing indivi@ual rights to the state. Parkinséﬁé)
(1977) furnishes a philosophical account of internationalism in
‘historical perspective since 1648. Hinsley (47) explaihs the
development of nationélism and internationalism, Burtdn poihts
out that in the present,éontext oanfomic age, national sovere-

ignty is not s useful concept.

The third category covers the literature on indian
nationalism. Literature concerning Indian nationalism is abun-
dant. Desai(48)(1980).provides a ploneering work explaining the
formation of Indian natiOnalism.' He regards that Indian nationa-
lism is a product of actions and interactions of numerous subjec-
tive and objective forces developed within the Indian sceiety.
Colonial rule sowed the seeds of nationalism in Indis. R.Palme

(49) o (50) _ ,
Dutt (1983) and Bipan Chandra (1966, 1979., 1983, 1l9s8),
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emphasise the economicistresses and strains as maln variables

for the growth of nationalism in india. Bipan Chandra (1979)
holds that Indian national movement is anti-colonisle M. N,
Roy(57> (1942, 1971)‘ad0pts a materialistic and critical approach
to anaiyse Indian natiqhalism. According to him, Indian'bourgéo-
isie is counter-revolufidanryo He firmly opposes any co-opera~
tion with Indisn bourgeoisie. Roy favoured bourgeoisie democra-
tic revolution only under the leadership of the working class.

: (52) .
- Suntharalingam (1983) examines {n detail,the

issues and problems of Indian natichalism by using the historical
and descriptive approach. He has tried td anaglyse movements as
well personalities and'their ideologies.. Suntharalingam main-
tains that naiionaii#m in India was not suil generis; it was a
part of a universal phenomenon that had swept the world in recent
times under different circumstancés, | Padmasha(sa) (1980) éna-_
lyses Indian nationalism from the perSpective of relationship
‘between Indian NationaliCongress anéfﬁuslimso. Guha(sé?(IQBS),
Sen(55) (1982) and Choudhury 56) (l§7l) have done commendable
works on the peasant and workers movements in colonial India.

| (57) | -
Ulyanovsky (1978, 1980, 1985) has thrown light

on the sociological pfoblems of national liberation movement. He
(1985) has highlighted the agrarian problems during the British -
rule and explains how these problems paved the way for the rise

N R (58)
of national sentiments. = Besant (1915) belongs to the Remantic
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Schoot, ;ntgwstrqgéle for freedome. She believes that the

beginning of hationaﬂ conscilousness was deeply embeded ‘in

India's past and could be traced tc India's rich culture, reli-

(59) | | o | |
gion, etcs McCully | (1940) asserts that nationalism in India

was ?n ﬁxotic growth implanted by foreign hands and influence.
60) - - ’ '

Seal (1968) emphasises education as the important factor in-

the development of Indian nationalism. He is of the opinion

that the hopes and fears of finding suitsble employment combined
with r?g}?l discriminption proved to be the potgnt force. |
Brodov (1984) provides a good picture of the development of
philosophical and sociological thought in.Ihdia at the time of
the formation of capitalism since the 19th century. He comes to
the conclusion that the strength and vitality of the progressive

traditions have been feSponsible for opposing impérialism and’

promoting peace, democracy and socialism.

ﬁésearch @orks and scholarey writings on Rabindra-
nath Tagore, comprise.the fourth category. Sachin Sén(6221947)
has set the pace of analysis of Tagore's political philosophy.
He has held that Tagore was the most successful thinker in
spotting out-thé defects of British rule. According to Sen,
Rabindranath believed that India offered unity in diversity.
Tagore had a vision;of India at peace, growing in fullness of
heart not crippled by any differencess Mukherjee(63)(l982) has'
ekamined the views of Tagore on nationalism and internationalism.

He also made a comparison between Tagore and Gandhi., 1In

Aﬁdrews title (1928) views of Rabindranath on national and
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international problems can be ascertained. Andrews and
Rabindranath were close mates and hence in the letters a frank .
and open opinions on issues could be expacted,

 (69) _
Nepal Majumdar's work, deserves mention, though

it is published in Bengali. Majumdar hps written on nationalism

‘and internationalism of Tagore.

(66) '
Ne J, Choudhury (1980) finds in "Gera", a famous

novel of Tagore, Rabindranath's urge for national'liberatidn

and secular patriotism. While discussing Tagore's "Ghare

Baire", Choudhury finds that Rabindranath was cpitical of the
, 67

freedom movement as it was miserably conducted. Sehanabis

(1983) also makes anlimportant contribution in revealing_
Tagore's views on intérnationalism ag not exclusively political;
but‘all—embracing.' Sehanabis nicely portrays the humanistic,
democratic, anti-fascist and anti-colonial aspects of Tagore's

political philosophy. He also holds that Tagore Judges Indian

(68)

nationalism through the lense of internationalism, Dasgupta

(1968) compares Rabindranath with Tolstoy and Lenin and con-
cludes that Tagore was influenced more by Tolstoy than bhy
Lenin.' S. Das (1987) mentions that socialistic trend implicit
in Tagore becomés explicit and sharperned after his visit to
Soviet Russia. He, however, informs that Tagore never became a
Marxist. Prabodh Sen ° in his article (Paschim Banéa, : May
1978) discus??%he views of Tagore on Hindu - Muslim problems and
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concludes that his views are relevant still in this crisis

‘ridden socio-politi-al ?nvifonment.

The fiﬁ&i.category covers the literature on Gandhi,
.Gandhi's contributicn tc the cause cf naticnal likeration is so
great that he -has been the subject of innumerable writings. -
However, tc the best of our knowledoe, 3 detalled, indepth
study, on Gandhi's ideas on nationalism and internaticnalism,
is still lackirg. Most of the writings, fall under either the
catecory of biographies, or under the category of philosophical
analysis of his socisl economic, political and moral thoughts
which are only distantly relatdd tc the conceptual-firamework cf
naticnalism and internationélism. However, among thosa few
writers who have 3t least peripherally diccussed Gandhi's outleok
and views on naticnalism and internrationalism, the name of Partha
Cﬁatterjee may appear, #a?tha Chatterjee (1980) to some extent,
analyses third world’nhtﬁénaliﬁm énd also takes sccount of
Gandhi's ideas on nationalism and interﬁatinnalism. To him,
Gandhi introduced 3 fundamental criticue of the idea of civil
society which may appear, on tﬁe surface, as a critique of the
modern civilisation, but Gandhi situated it at a more fundamental
level, Gandhi believed that the West subordiﬁpted imperialism,
pclitics, democracy, fascism and totalitarienism, for on1y
ﬁne end in view 1995, economic profit, His nationalism depended

on the moral individual approach ranging far beyond the post-.



enlightenment thoughts. His belief in non-violence, moral inter-

pretation of politics, economics, condemnation of war, (3539 for

peace placed him as an internationalist. Bhikhu Parekh (1980) -

critically examined the achievements and failures of Gandhi, in
prowiding national identity, social consciousness andApolitical

integration, the main features of nationalism in the colonial
context. '

C (13)

Jayantanuja  Bandopadhyaya (1969) provides a
comparative analysis of Gandhi and Mao, appreciation of Gandhi's
accent over limitation of power, according to the auther, puts

Gandhi on a sfronger democratic base, in comparison with Mao.
Gandhi's opposition to industrialisation support for decentrali-

sation of political and economic power, reflect democratic dimen-
sion of Gandhian natiohaiism and internationalism.
(1) - |
Bhattacharyya's. account of Gandhian nationalism
(1969) and internationalism is written in Marxist perpeétiVe-

Gandhian analysis of war, peace, imperialism has been appreciated
by the author. |

(75)

Dandavate (1977) compares Gandhi with Marx and

appreciates Gandhi's philosophy of national reconstruction inclu-
ding his emphasié over decentralisation of political power and

- economy as the pillar of Gandhian nationalism. JayaPrakash

Narayen (1955) has written books on 'Sarvodaya' showing the

value of freodom‘equality, Justice and fraternity in Gandhiaen

i




.
percaeption of Swara] and national reconstruction,

(77)
The work of Power (1967) relates to Gaddhi's

evaluation in wﬂrld perspectives The author observes that Gan-
-dhi was vitally concerned with the East-West Relationsy was
~influenced by both-thé civilisations; criticised imperialiotism;
favoured world federation but criticised Gandhi that his appro-

ach was anti-colonial and antl racial and that of a visionary.

Kaviraj(78)'(1988) has rejected the bourgeois
thesis of naticnalism and believes nationalism and socialism
can not march together.s To him, Gandhi was essentially the lea-
der of the bourgeois... and the same was imbued with anti-imperia-
list content, National movement undef Gandhi exhibited a dual
character and on‘its negative side was'the inclination to sus-
pend it., Namboodripad also regarded that though Gandhi was the
most outstanding leader of Indian nafional movement yet he re-

presented the interest of only bourgeois class.

- , (19) .
Dev - Dutt (1969) has analysed that, unlike

Europe, Indian nationalism emerged, as a major response to the
political domination of Britain Gandhi realised that soclal
evils impeded India's march to unity. So he undertook the
soclal work through constructive programme, in order to estab-
lish the goal of national unity. Gandhi provided all inclusive,

non-csectarian, secular concept of nationalism.
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Analysing the nature of Gandhien nationalism 4
MulkRaj‘eO) Anand (1968) holds thét India was beaten by centu-
ries of feudalism and foreign conquest. Gandhi transformed:this
weakness into moral coinnge.and'opposed againét all wrong4doing
His nationalism also worked in the interest of mankind and fof-
med the basis of internationalism. He protested against impe-
rialism, war and racisl discrimination. Appreciating non-
violence as a method of collective action. Margaret 81)
Chatterjee (1969) has held that Gandhian nationalist movement
paved the way for collective action which the West dhould learn
from Gandhi, as there existed no such method in the Wést.

(e2)
In Gandhien view of Nation-state Chakraborty

(1983) explains'that Gandhi wanted that the socizl potentiality
;of nation-hood was not ecclipsed by the overwhelming concern of
the state. Gandhi felt the need to reduce the achorify of the
state and to increase the dichotomy between the nation and the

states

The sixth category covers the literature on Nehru.
Recent researches of Be R Nanda(83)(l974), Karanjia 4 (1960,
1966), Norman(BS)(1965,l966), pPatil 8 (1977) and a host of"
other writers attract the attentidn'of the scholars. Nanda's
comparative analysis of these pillars of national movement
brings light to fhe assessment of Mehru's idea of nationalism.
Karanjia (1980) records interviews he had with Jawaharlal

Nehru. The interviews bring out Nehru's views on problems both
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National and internatlonal. Karanjié concludes that Nehru for-
ced the pace of liberation of Asia and ‘Africa and insulated
the new nations from ¢old war alliances and divisions. Karanjia

(1966) further gives a picture of Nehru's idealism, humanism,

internationalism, sceintific vision, deep senée of history.

V.T. Patil (3977) analyses the political iceas of
Nehru along with his role in freedom movement. Patil makes an
appreciative appraisal bf Nehru. He remarks that Nehru's
nationalism represented the hopes and aspirations and that his
internationalism raised nationalism to a greater height by’
giving it a revolutionary dimension and socially progressive
look by infusing socialistic fervour into Indian nationalism.
According to Patil Nhhrﬁ was a democraté. His conception of
freedom was comprehensive. Nehru fought for political freedom
qf the'country from alien rule, for political freedom of the
people, as a means to an end, the end being tbe'uplifting'of the

masses from povertye

B (87)
Partha ' Chatterjee (1986) points out that Nehru

wanted to situate nationalism within state ideology. To Nehru,

scientific method meant the primacy of the sphere of the econo-

mic in 31l scocial questions. As a result, his was the frame-
" work of reconstructed nationalism. Nehru wanted repl acement
of colonial state with a truly national state. According to

Chatterjee, the idea of national state, i.e., state-nation,

' I3




-
dominated the political, philosophy of Nehru. Chatterjee fur-
ther points out-that Gandhiasn politics was not clear to Nehru

" even after association with him. So the final stasge of natio-

nalist project was launched with imperfect preparation. This was

the epitaph, wonderous and yet condescending put up on the grave

of Indian politics.
(88)
Tandon's edited book,"Nehru Your Neighbour"

(1946) is an invaluable contribution to highlight Nehru's views’

on nationalism and internationalism. Gandhi wrote a foreward
to this Book and pointed out that Nehru's nationalism is equal
to his internationalism. Dustoor(eg).in his article maintains
that té Nehru Indian freedom is not an isolated case but of
Asia and revolt agaiﬁét imperialism. Nehru consistently
maihtained anvinternatiﬁnal outlook and proclaimed himself a
citizen of the world. Amiya'Chakravorty(go) also holds that
Nehru's nationélism is an inalienable aspect of international
rights. Narendra(gl) Deva's account of socialism is superb.
Jawaharlal does not belong to any orthodox school of socialism
oo it.is democratic socialism.

Marxist scholars analyse Nehru from a different
angle. Hiren(?Z) Mukherjee (1964) points out that there was
nothing evasive or half-~hearted in his concept of natiohalisﬁ.
Mukherjee compares Gandhi with Nehru. He hints that Gandhiji
won over Nehru to utilise his immense popularity and hold over

the youth of the country in the interest of the Congress Party

S




VI.

=26
which in realify was controlled by vested interests (1964:
ppe 71-75). But when testified,it appears to beihalﬁ-truth.
The letters written bétween Gandhi and Nehru show that Nehru
was more eager to maintain goond relstionship with Gandhi.
KaQiréj(93) (1988) points out Nehru carfied a relentless
struggle against the concept of narrow natiohélism. He empha-
sises economic equality énd equa1 rights in infernational pbli—

tiC_S °

(94) (95)
D. N, J?sh§ (1961), Gautam Chattopadhaya
(96 ‘ 7
(1973), b K. Nagla  (1980); Vi ks Krishna Menon  (1965),
: 98 '
Nandlal (1971) and W. Range (1961), etce. in their res-

pective articles point out the different aspects of Nehru's

internationalisme These thinkers more or less agree that

Nehru's thoughts on infernationalism shine as a beacon light.

CONCLUSION:

From the above aﬁalysis,there-is no sﬁadéw of
doubt that the classification of work done so far attempted
here, is neither exhaustive nor mutually exclusive. As several
of the studies mentioned under one or the other category,
really deal w}th more than one aspect, claésification has been
made by the méjor emphasis of the various studies.  This brief
overriew. further highlights the fact that there exists a major
gap in understanding the intricacles, actions and interactions

of nationalism and intérnationalism with special reference to
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the ideas of Tagore, Gandhi and Nehru. Mdréovef, a‘truly
comparative perspécﬁive has not been followed in any of the
works cited. Where;er comparative analysis has been attemp-
ted, it has been piecemeal., Hence, this study has been under-
taken to bridge a genuine research gap in an important fiéld
of tremendous contemporary significance in so far as Indian
knowledge, a détailed, in depth study of these two concepts
and movements, as reflected in the writing of these three

eminent Indian thinkers, has not been attempted before.
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