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POLITICAL STUDY OF INDIA

India year by year, India in 1918, India in 1919."

India in ‘1920, so on and so forth upto Indigin 7945,

< Prominent personalities of the year, chief events,

%% Important Movements, Political, Economic and Educa-

tional progress during the year would be comprehern.-
sively dealt.

It was in the year 1918.1919 that India’s stru gle
for Independence started in its real sense. If you
want to know the true history of the struggle, if you
want to adore the personalities who have guided the
great struggle during all these stormy years and are
interested to know their life stories, if you like to
maintain a record of all the great martyrs who laid down
their lives silently at the alter of freedom, if you want
to keep for your reference asan historian, as a journalist,
as a student of Indian Politics and as a patriot the
woeful record of sufferings and sacrifices on the one
hand, repression, lathi charges, firing and executions

- on the other, if you are anxious to acquaint yourself
with the causes, events and results of all the important
political movements that took their birth in India year
by year, in short if you have any desire to know the
march of freedom in the country from Non-co-operation
to Quit India with all the relevant facts please get
your name registered immediately with the publishers
and book your copies with an advance of Re.l/- by
money order,

India 1918-1919 is expected to be out in a month’
time and then every second or third moath the next
books of the series would be published year by year.
Since there is an acute shortage of paper a very limited
number of copies would be published and since we
do not hope to supply to any dealer, those and those
customers would be able to get theircopies who
would hasten to reserve their namey‘"directlv with
the publishers. Pricg 3/4[- every year.

PUBLISHERS :

ST-VERRO PUBKIGATIONS

STOCK TAKING . 3
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EDITOR’S NOTE

The present volume is a collection . of correspon-
dence that passed from time to time between the
various Congress leaders and Mr. Jinnah—the Muslim
Eéagué Qaid-i- Azam. Theseé letters have been collected
in‘a book form, quite in a dispassionate manner  with
a view to educate the readers about the ‘most intricate
of problems in Iadia to-day. It will not only help
the people to understand the root cause of the - present
communal” problem in- India but also facilitate the
examination of the cases of the respective parties and
will ultimately enable the readers to conclude as to who
is responsible for the present communal deadlock in

India.

The book was originally intended to be sent in. the
market in small pamphlets from. I published the
corréspondence between Rajindra Prasad and  Gandhi
Jinnah (1937-38), Nehru-Jinnah, Bose-Jinnah, Viceroy
and- Sapru-Jinnah, and then again Gandhi-Jinnah in
five different pamphlats. But several friends suggested
to me to bring all the pamphlets in one single volume
so that any future historian or any student of Indian
communal problem when out to study his subject or
write his thesis could make use of it as a reference
book. Hence the present compilation.

I had a mind to make the task of the reader more
easy and the subject of the book more comprehensible
by appending all the relevant facts and statements but
the Government’s paper economy meadsures stood in
my way and I was obliged to turn out the book  within
a specific date in what ever form it was ready. But I
have every hope that the necessity of the second
edition would soon be felt when I will beable. to
make the book perfect and up-to-date in every respect.

W o . v
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I need offer no -apology to .my readers for the
printing of the book and the quality of paper used
because this is a.disease today completely beyond any
remedy. The lot of general book publishers in India
and especially of the political publishers is by no means
an easy one.. Not only is there an acute scarcity of
paper buta persistent reluctance on the part of the
. printers to undertake any book of political nature. As
such we don't find any other alterpative but to
content with whatever quality of paper or printing
available, We however, promise with our readers that
when the war is overand when India is a free country
(although it is a wishful thinking) and when the
“ammunition for war” is no more required we will
provide our readers with the best possible stuff at
comparatively cheap prices. In the mean time, of
course we will earnestly request our readers, not for our
own sake, not for the sake of the business that we do
but for the sake of the cause we represent to lend
their whole hearted co-operation to us and help the.
development of - ero Publications into a really National :
House. let us know our weaknesses and short
comings, acquaint us with our defects, send wus your
suggestions and we can assure you that we will mend
ourselves, improve our quality and accept the sugges-
tions with gratitude and pleasure.

DURLAB SINGH
13th January, 1945.



Certain Facts .and Figures

POPULATION STATISTICS
According to 1941 Census Report

Distribution of Muslim Population in British India

Madras
Bombay
Bengal
U. P.
Punjab
Bihar

C.P. & Berar

- Assam
N.-W.F.P.
Sind

Orissa

Ajmer-Merwara...

Andaman - and
Nicobars

Baluchistan

Coorg
Delhi

Panth Piploda ...

‘

British India

Total

Total Total = Percentage
area popula- Muslims. . of Muslims
In sq. tion (in
miles, lakhs).: ;
.. 126166 49342 3896 790
76'443 208'50 1920 921
77442 60306 33005 - 5473
. 106247 55020 84’16 1530
99089 284’19 16217 5707
69.745 . 36340 . 47’16 12'98
98575 16813 784 466
54951 = 102°05 3442 3373
14°263 3038 2789 9179
. 48°136 4535 3208 7075
32198 87°28. 146 168
2400 584 90 1540
. 3143 34 ‘03 23770
... 54456 502 439 8750
1593 1'69 ‘15 673
574 918 305 3322
25 05 03 60
79395 2684

865446 295808



13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
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Distribution of Population in Indian States

and Agencies

Total Muslim
population population

(in lakhs)

Aassam States .
Baluchistan States ...
Baroda
Bengal States
Bihar & Orissa States
Bombay
Central India Agency
Central Provinces States
Gwalior
Hyderabad
Kashmir (including Jammu)
Madras States Agency

Cochin

Travancore ..
Other Madras States

Mysore

N.-W.F. Agencies
Punjab States .
Punjab States Agency

Rajputana Agency

Sikkim v
United Provinces States

Western India States Agency

Percentage
of Muslims
to total
population.

"33
975
72

321
41
90
4'6
94
59
104
777

638

60

4’5
61
50°0
91
352
97
01
25’1
130

60 -

Total 90'86

12°66

13°9
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Distribution of Muslim population in Muslim
Majority Provinces

NORTH-WEST FRONTIER

Proportion of Muslim Population by Districts.

: Percentage
Total popu-  of Muslims
Districts lation (1941) to total
(in lakhs). population.
Hazara 796 9494
Mardan T s 507 95°50 -
Peshawar 852 90°34
Kohat e 2°89 '92°00
Bannu 2°96 8706
Dera Ismail Khan... 2°98 8578
Total 3038 9179
BALUCHISTAN
, Br. Baluchistan . 502 8750
~ SIND
Percentage
Total of Muslim
Districts population  population
{in lakhs) to total
population.
Dadu . ine 389 848
Hyderabad Vi oo 759 66'9
Karachi 714 640

Larkana 511 818



Nawabshah

Sukkur
Thar Parkar

Upper Sind Frontier

Total

Districts

Hissar

- Rohtak
Gurgaon
Karnal
Ambala
Simla
Jullundur
Ludhiana

Ferozepore |

Kangra
Hoshiarpur
Lahore
Amritsar
Gurdaspur
Sialkot
Guijranwala
Sheikhupura
Guijrat

- Jhelum
Rawalpindi
Attock

5'84 747
1693 709
581 502
304 904
4535 70°7
PUNJAB
Total Percentaée of total population
population i rre
(in lakhs) Hindus Muslims Sikhs
... 1006 6485 2833 603
.. 256 8160 1722 15
. 851 742 3249 7
e 9.94 66'93 - 30°58 - 200
. 847 4841 3164 1844
38 7638 473 267
. 1127 1757 4517 2644
. 818 2036 3692 . 41'69
. 14723 19'62 4508 3368
899 9323 509 57
e 117 40°00 36'64 . 16'92
... 1695 16'81 6069 1829
... 1413 1535 46’50  36'14
... 1153 24'55 5023 1918
. 1190 19°41 6210  11'70
912 1184 7039 1087
. 852 911 6362 1885
. 1104 761 85'60 635
6.29 648 . 8951 312
785 1050 8000 816
. 675 639  90°52

297



Shahpur 908 10002 8387 481
Mianwali .. -503 1223 86°17 1°37
Montgomery .o 13729 14°36 6907 1391
Lyallpur . 13796 11°61 62°82 18'81
Jhang .. 8121 1571 82'58 149
Multan ... 14’84 1631 7798 415
Muzzaffargarh ... 712 12°69 86'52 83
‘Dera Ghazi Khan... 581 10°86 8890 17
Baloch Trans- , ,

Frontier Tract ... - 40 '8 99°2

Total ... 28400 28'00 5700 - 1300
BENGAL
, Total . Percentage of tetal population
Districts population '

{in takhs) . Hindus Muslims
Burdwan 18.9 8144 18°56
Birbhum 105 % 7331 2669
Bankura 129 95'41 4’59
Midnapore 3172 92°41 159
Hooghly 138 83°83 16°17
Howrah 14’5 873 02127
24-Parganas 353 66’35 3365
Calcutta 2171 7400 26700
Nadia 17°6 3833 61°67
Murshidabad 164 44°44 5556
Jessor 183 3884 61°16
Khulna 19°4 51°50 4950
Rajshahi 157 2421 75’79
Dinajpur .. 1973 4943 50'57
Jalpaiguri e 109 7601 2399
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9737

Darjeeling 38 263
Rangpur 28°8 2921 70079
Bogra 12°6 16'64 83'36
Pabna 171 " 2310 7690
Malda 1273 4572 5428
Dacca 42°2 3319 66'81
Mymensingh 60'1 23°44 76°56
Faridpur 289 36720 6380
Bakargunj 355 29°37 7163
Tippera 386 2422 7578
Noakhali 22°2 21°54 78°46
Chittagong 215 2620 73°80
Chittagong Hill »
Tracts 2’5 96'5 35
Total ... 60370 41°54 54'73
SRS ——
ASSAM
Total ° Percentage of total population
Districts population Hindus Muslims
{in lakhs) (including tribes)
Cachar 6’5 61°49 38°51
- Sylhet, 312 3929 6u'71
Khasi and Jainta Hills 172 98°69 131
.Naga Hills 19 99°72 28
Lushai Hills ... 15 9993 07
Goalpara 1071 5371 46'23
Kamrup 12.6 71°00 29°00
Darrang 74 83°58 16742
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Nowgong ... 71 6481 3519
Sibsagar 1077 9518 4°82
Lakhimpur ... 89 95°02 408
Garo Hills ... ; 22 9535 4'64
Sadya Frontier Tract 6 9856 144
Baliapar Frontier Tracc "0l 9906 04

Total ... 102.00 66.28 33.72

- Table giving population of Muslims and Non-Muslims

. in Pakistan Area according to Rajaji Fermula,

N .,W, Pakistan ,
Total

Area population Muslims Hindus Sikhs
(in lakhs)
Punjab—17 North
“Western districts 169 124 28 17
Sind 45 32 13
N.-W.E.P. .30 28 2
Baluchistan - 6 5 1

 Total .. 250 189 44 17
Percentage of Total

Population - 16 17 7




N.-E, Pakistan

Bengal—16 districts ...

Assam—Sylhet

Total

Percentage of Total
Population

Total Pakistan

N.-W. Pakistan
N.-E. Pakistan

Total

Percentage of Total

X

Population

viii

%01 287 114 ..

119 12

432 306 126
729

250 189 44

432 306 126

€82 495 . 170
3 24




g

iz
C. R, Formula

Basis for terms of settlement between the Indian
National Congress and the AllIndia Muslim League
to which Gandhiji and Mr. Jinnah agree and which
they will endeavour respectively to get the Congress
and the League to approve :—

(1) Subject to the terms set out below as regards
the constitution for Free India, the Muslim
League endorses the Indian demand for
Independence and will" co-operate: with the
Congress in the formation of a. provisional
interim  Government for the tramsitional
period.

(2) After the termination of the war; a commission
shall be appointed for demareating contiguous
districts in the north-west. and east of India,

~ wherein the Muslim population is in absolute
majority. In the areas thus demarcated, a
plebiscite of -all  the -inhabitants held on the
basis of adult suffrage or other practicable
franchise shall ultimately decide the issue of
separation from Hindustan. ¥f the majority
- decide in favour of forming a sovereign State
separate from Hindustan, such decision shall
be given effect to, without prejudice to the
right of districts on the border to choese to
join either State.

(3) It will be open to all parties to advocate their
points of view before the plebiscite is held.
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{4) In the event  s:paratjon, mutuall agreements
shall be entered into for safeguarding defence,
and commerce and communications and for
other essential purposes.

(5) Any transfer of population shall only be on an
*absolutely voluntary basis.

(6) These terms shall be binding only in case of
-transfer by Britain of full power and responsi-
bility for the governance of India.

Lahosre Resolution of the League, March 1940

e ﬁ%a the considered view of this session of the
AllIndia Muslim League that no constitutional plan
would be workable in this country or acceptable to the
Muslims unless it is designed on the following basic
principles, »iz., that geographically contiguous units are
demarcated into regions which should be so constituted
with such territorial re-adjustment as may be necessary
that the areas in which the Muslims are numerically
ina majority, as in the North-Western and Eastern
zones of India, should be grouped to constitute
independent States in which the constituent units
shall be autonomous and sovereign. Adegeate, effect-
ive and mandatory safeguards should be specifically
provided in the constitution for minorities in the units
and in the regions for the protection of their religious,
cultural, economic, political, administrative and other
rights and interests in consultation with them and
in other parts of India where'the Mussalmans are in
a minority, adequate, effective and mandatory safe-
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guards shall be specifically provided in the Constitution
for them and other minorities, for the protection of
their religious, cultural - economic, "political, adminis-
trative and other rights ‘and interests in- consultation
with them. The session further authorizes the Working
Committee to frame a scheme of - Constitution in
aceordance with these basic principles, providing for
the assumption finally by the respective regions, of all
powers such as defence, exrernal affairs, communi-
cations, customs and such other matters as may- be
necessary.’’ : '

THE CONGRESS STAND

Congress Working Committee’s Resolution on
non-Accession of Provinces

““The acceptance beforehand of the novel principle
of non-accession for "a province is also a severe blow
to the conception of Indian unity and an apple of
discord likely to generate growing trouble in the
provinces, and which may well lead to further diffi-
culties in the way of the Indian Stafes merging
themselves in the Indian Union. The congress has
been wedded to Indian freedom and unity and any -
break in that unity, especially in the modern world
when people’s minds inevitably think in terms of ever
larger federations, would be injurious to all concerned
and exceedingly painful to contemplate. Neverthe-
less, the Committee cannot think in terms of com-
pelling the people in any territorial unit to remain in
an Indian Union against their declared and established
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will.. While recognizing this principle, the Committee
feel that every effort shouid be made to create con-
ditions which would help different units in developing
a common and co-operative national life.  The accep-
tance of the principle inevitably involves that no
changes should be made which result in fresh problems
being created and compulsion being exercised on otheér
substantial groups within that area.”

* Fach tertitorial unit should have the fullest possible
autonomy within the union, consistently with a strong
national state. The proposal now made on the part
of the British War Cabinet encourages and will lead to
attempt at separation at the very inception of a union
and thus create friction just when the utmost co-
operation and good will are most mneeded. This
proposal has been personally made to meet a communal
demand but'it will have other consequences also and
lead politically reactionary and  abstructionist groups
among different communities to create trouble and
divert public attention from the vital issues before
the country,—Resolution of the Congress Working
Committee dated Apri 2, communicated to Sér Stafford
- Cripps, and; released to the-Press on April 10, 1942,

“Jagat Narain Lal Resolution of the Congress

(31st May, 1942, A.I.C.C. Aliahabad)

The ALC.C. is of opinion that any proposal to
disintegrate India by giving liberty to any component
state or territorial unit to scede from the Indian
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Union or federation will be highly detrimental to the
best interests of the people of the different states
and provinces and the country as a whole and the
Congress, therefore, cannot agree to any such proposal”
% * # ® ) *
Government’s Policy of Divide and Rule

(in the words of eniment British statesmen.)

Writing to the Duke of Wellington from Simla
on October 4, 1842, after the fall of Kabul and
Ghazni, Lord Ellenborough, then Governor-General
of India observed :—— ! ;

T could not have credited the extent to which the
Muhammadans desired our failure in Afghanistan,
unless I had heard here circumstances which prove that
the feeling pervaded even those entirely dependent
upon us. The Hindus, on the other hand, are delighted.
It seems to me most unwise, when we are sure of the
hostility of one-tenth, not to secure the enthusiastic

support of the nine-tenths which are faithful.”
* * * * *

Again Ellenborough to Wellington on Januaty
18, 1843 :— .

* 1 cannot close my eyes to the belief, that the race -
 (Muslims) is fundamentally hostile to us and, therefore,

our true policy is to conciliate the Hindus.”
3 * e * *

As early as 1821, a British officer, signing himself
‘Carnaticus’ wrote in Asiatic Journal ;=
“Divide ef impera should be the motto of our

Indian. administration,  whether . political, civil or
military.”
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The same thing was put in as outspoken a
language by Lt. Col. John Coke, Commandant at
Moradabad, who about the time of what the British
historians have called the ‘Sepoy Mutiny - of 1857’
wrote :—

“Our endeavours should be to- uphold in full force
the (for us fortunate) separation which exists between
the different religions and races, not to endeavour to
amalgamate them divide et impera should be the
principle of Indian Government.” '

* % ® # *

Lord Elphinstone, Governor of .Bombay, in a,
minute dated May 14, 1859 wrote :—
“Divide et impera was the old Roman motto and
it should be ours.”
*® *® ‘ * : * %
Sir John Strachey, an eminent British Indian
civilian and writer on India, said : =~
“The existence, side by side, of hostile creeds
amony the Indian people, is one of the strong. points
in our political position in India.”
# E # R *

Lord Morley, evidenty took the same view. ‘I won't
follow you again into your Muhammadan dispute’ said
he in a letter to Minto. ¢l respectfully remind you

- once more that it was your early speech about their

extra claims that first started the {(Muslim) hare.’
R # A #

The bonafides of the bureaucracy in India has
been suspected by responsible British statesmen. Mr.
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Ramsay MacDonald, late Premier of Britain, spoke
thus of the wide-spread suspicion :—

; “Sinister influences have been, and are, at work
on the part of the Government ; that Muhammadan
leaders have been and are inspired by certain British
officials, and that these officials have pulled and ' con-
tinue to pull wires at Simla and in London and of
malice afore-thought sow discord becween the Muhams=
madan and Hindu communities by showing to the
Muhammadans special favouts.”

* * Bl » #

Sir Bampfylde Fuller, late Governor of theé Curzon
created Province of ‘' East Bengal ” in an oft-quoted
address picturesquely referred to the British Govern-
ment in India as having two wives, Hindus and
Muslims of which the Muslim was the “Favourite
wife.” 7

# ® # * . %

Writing in the “ London Times, Lord Oliver,
Secretary of State for India in the Runsay MacDonald
Government, said :—

“No one  with a close acqaintance with Indian
affairs will be prepared to deny ‘that on the whole
there is a. predominant bias in British officialdom in
favour of the Muslinv community, parcly on the ground
of closer sympathy but more largely as a make-wexght
against Hindu nationalism.”

* * ® % *

In a recent article contributed to the Foreign
" Affairs, London, Sir John Maynard, a retired senior
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Member of the Executive Council of the Pun]ab says

“ It is, oE course, true that British authorlty could :
not have estabhshed, could not now maintain 1tsye1f,
but for a fissiparous tendency of which the Hindu-
Muslim antagonism is one monifestation. It is also
true that the mass rivalry of the two communities
began under Brmsh rule. Persecuting rulers made their
appearaace from time to time in the pre-Brmsh era,
levying trlbute on unbelievers or, pumshmg thh
fanatical zeal the slaymg of kine. But the Hmdu and
Muslim masses before they had eaten of the tree of
knowledge and become religion-conscious worshlpped

peacefully sude by side at the same shnnes.
* 1 % % :

™

1 should advise Simon,” wrote Lord Biuléanhead to
the Viceroy, “‘to see at all stages xmportant people ‘who
are not boycotting ‘the Commission, particularly.
Muslims and the depressed classes. [ should widely
advertise all his interviews w1th representative Muslims.
The whole pohcy now is obvious.. It is to terrify- the
immense Hmdu population by the apptehensmn that
the Commxssxon is being got hold of by the Muslims
and may present a report altogether destructive of the
Hindu position, thereby securing a solid. block of
Muslim support, and leaving Jinnah high and dry.”

e et



H'STORY OF THE UNITY TALKS
IN A NUT SHELL

*Efforts made to solve the H ndu Muslim problem
the —voluminous correspondence that passed between
Pandit Nehruand Mr. M. A. Jinnah, the President of
the Muslim League, the subsequent talks between the
lacter on the one hand and Mahatma Gandhi and Shri
Subhis Chandta Bose on the other—proved abortive.
Mr. Jinnah insisted that an essential precondition to any
agreement between the two orginisations was the recogni-
tion by the Congress that the Mushm League was the sole,
‘authoritative -and .representative political organisation
of the Mussalmans of India. The Congress on the other
hand was the representative organisation of the ‘Hindus
.and was to negotiate with the League on' their benalf.
Such a position is not true to facts and Congress could
not accept it. forgetting its own national character and. .
repudiating its past history and of the many Muslims
within the Congress fold and several Muslim organisa-
tions, representative of large sections among Muslims, as
the Shias and the Momins, who repudiate the leadership

of the League.

*Fxtracts from the report of General Secretary ‘In-
. dian National Congress March 1939 to February
£ 1940. ‘



~ In their resolution, on the platform, and in the press,
the Mouslim League carried ona regular propaganda
against the Congress, especially the Congress Govern-
ment 1n the 8 provinces. ‘The latter were "accused of a
set design. to establish Hindu Raj and crush ‘the culture
and religion of the Mussalmans of India and - annibilate
their political and economic rights. The accusers were
repeatedly challenged to produce instances of the
Communal tyranny and domination. Vague and indeti-
nite allegations, one sided: stories, distortions and
exaggerations were the only answer given to this
challenge. Singing of Bande- Mataram, flying  of the
national flag on public institutions, popularisation of
Hindustani and such like activities were instanced as
attempts to crush Mouslim culture. These activities
were nothing new. The national flag had ever since
1920, been the symbol of national solidarity and opposi-
tion to foreign rule. [t was not in opposition to Islam.
Bande-Matram had come to be the national song by
historical associations since the early years of the present
century and had been in vogue ever since the partition.
The Muslim agitation against it was a new phenomenon.
Here too the Congress authorised only that portion of
it to be sung to which no possible objection could be
raised. The common language, the Congress advocated,
was Hindustani as popularly spoken in Northera India
and written either in the Nagn or the Urdu script. - All
these activities were old but the ‘League opposition to
them were new. Yet everywhere, where there was

2



opposition, Congressmen and Congress government
avo'ded conflict.

The Council of the Muslim League appointed a special
Committee to collect all such and other vague charges
against the Congress government. A report was pro-
duced popularly known as the Pirpur report. Shortly
afterwards Shri1 Vallathai Patel, the chairman of the
Parliamentry Sub-Committee directed the Congress
minsstries to enquire into each allegation and submit a
report. The Congress’governmeuts issued communiques
giving detailed replies to these charges proving their
baselessness. But despite the denials there was no
abatement in the Muslim League propaganda. The
incessant ¢irculation of vague and disproved chargeé
of a very serious nature roused passions and embittered
relations between the two communities,

The declaration of war in Europe in September and
the crisis arising therefrom in India served to . lend
increased importance to the communal problem and
bring it into special prominence in political discussions
relating to war-issues. It was recognised by Congress
leaders that in a crisis like the present it was essential.
that India should presenta united front and compose
all her internal differences. To this end the working
Committee which met at Wardha in September last t©
consider the situation, telegraphically invited Mr. M. A.
Jinnah to join in the discussions and help to evolve an
agreed decision on the critical situation facing the
country. Mr. Jinnah however could not come.

3



The W rking Committer of the Muslim Lea gsue which
metin Delhi a little after, passed a resolution on the
war crisis . which repeated the charges’' against Con-
gress Government in the provinces. It was stated tbat
~ autonomy in these provinces had resulted in the dominatiun
of Hindus over Muslim minorities whose life and liberty,
property and honour were being asssiled every day- Bifl—bu
Rajendra Prasad, the president wrote to Mr. Jinnah thac
these charges were wholly unfounded and based onone sided
reports that might have reached thg Lz2ague. The govern-
ments concerned had carefully gone into these'allegacions
and denied them. If the charges were persisted in, it was
but fair that they should be inquire ). into and either
substantiated or disproved. The Congress president
suggested that if he (Mr. M. A. Jinnah,)  agreed, = Sir
Maurice  Gwyer, Chief Justice of Fedral Court might
be requested to go into the matter, In the event ,of‘f his

not being available some other person of similar standing -

might be approached. To this Mr. Jinnah replied that
he had placed the whole case before the Viceroy and
had requested him to take up the matter without delay
as he and the Governors of the Provinees had been
ex_pres_sly charged under the constitution with the
responsibility of protecting the rights and the interests of
the minorities.: i '

There was no indication that the Viceroy  was

conducting an enquiry in the charges. ' The atmos- -

phere of tension was however kept up through wide
circulation of these unproved charges and the war

4



crisis was utilized by interested parties to further
accentuate the situation. We have dealt elsewhere
in-this report with the war crisis. The crisis as it
affected India was political and the war aims which the
Working Committee called uponthe British Government
to declare, had nothing to do with the communal
problem. The British Government, however, was not
slow to take advantage of internal quarells. To avoid
th's being done ro the d. triment of the country, Pandit
Jiwaharlal resumed personal contacts with Mr. Jinnah.
The communal problem apart, the working commitree
wis anxious to evolv: a common approach to the
political issues connected with the war cricis. Pandit
Nehru's talks with Mr. Jinnah however did not lead to
desired result. The communal problem was not dis-
cussed at all in cthese ralks. Mrt. Jinnan wanted to post-
pone it for a later date in Bombay. Pandic Nebru
express'éd his readiness to resume talks whenever it
suited Mr. Jinnah. :
It was expected that with the resignation of
Congress. Ministries’ the communadl tension would
decrease and favourable atmosphere created for efforts
to.  compose . - all " internal differences. The
resolution passed by the Working Committee em-
phasised = that the freedom that the Congress cintem-
plated for the couatry included the full recognition and
protaceion af the rights of all minorities to which: the
Congress had alwaye pledged itself. They also-.
emphasised that the easiest method of artiving at a
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solution of the communal prnb]em was pr0v1ded by
demand for a constituent Assembly. Tt would present
the various parties and initerests in the country according
to their exact numerical strength and set at rest the other-
wise interminable con troversles wwh regard to the repre-
sentative character ot thls or that ongamsatmn. Mushms
would have representanon on it to the full extem of
their numerical strength in the country, through sepnr-
 ate electorate, if they so desired Seats may be reserved

for othec accepted minorities. It would bp the special’

responsibility of the constituent ASSembly to frame
safeguards to the sansfactlon of the mmorl ies. Matters
where agreement was not  possi: le would be re{'erred to
a previously agreed Tnbuna] The setthng of details
was an easy matter, if once the prop@eltlon thar all
communities desired mdepenoence witha constitution
framed by the conmtuent assémbly, : . was accepted
This was the most democraric method co}ncelvable inthe
circumstances for arriving at an agreed solution.

Whtle the Congress was popular:smg the idea of

constntuent assemhly and the c‘ountr§' was Jlockmg

forward to the resumption of talks between Pandir
Jawabarlal and Mr. M. A, ]mnah the latrer sprang a
surpise on the country in the shxpe of “Deli
verance Day” to (be observed by the Mussalmans of
India  on Fndav December 22, 1939, Mr- Tinnah!
appealed to the Mussalmans to observe the day as5

one of thanksgwmg that the | Congress Govemmems ;

; had ar last ceased to functlon. Meetings were 10 be




- held to celebrate the “Day  of Deliverance” {rom
‘tyranny' appression and injustice during the last two
and a half years when the Congress ministries, it was
alleged, did their best to flout the Mushm opinion, ‘to
destroy Muslim  culture and interfered with  their
religions and social life and trampled upon their pobitical
and economic rights while the ministries were conde-
mned, the Governors were asked to inquire. into the
asleged charges and grant redress.

The Dehverance Day’ commg as it did on the
eve of Nehru- Jmnah ‘talks'and at a time when the
country was pissing through a serious political ~¢risis
took the country by surprise. Gandhiji in a statzment
to the press addressed an earncst appeal to Mr.  Jinnah
to call off the @ “D:liverance Day”  Mr. Jinnah,
argued Gandhiji bad taken upon his shoulders the
tremendous responsibility of being both the accuser
and the judge. On the one hand the Governors were
requested to examine the allegations, on the other hand.
the vast mass of Muslims were asked to cite the alleg-
ations before God, as if they were proved facts and on
that account to thank Almighty for deilverance.
Would it not be right and proper to wait for the
Governor’s opinion before the deliverance day was
observed ?  Sardar Vallabhai Patel, Chairman of the
Parliamentry Sub Committee, in a statement to the press
repudiated the unfounded allegations made by  Mr.
Jinnah. He stated  that when the Muslim League
through the Pirpur Committee first made the charges
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against the Congress ministries, he instructed them to
enquire i-to each allegation and submit a report:
These rep-rts showed thar the charges were entirely
unfounded  Some months later, Dr. Rajendra Prasad,
the Congress president offered to submit the "‘c:héfég's
it specified to an independent tribunal’ for (i:fnquirs’7 bt
Mr. Jinnah sourned the offer, statins that he had placzd
the charges hefore the Vicerov. Weuen Mr. Jinnah had
r>peated the charges, Sirdar Vallabhai had instrucred
every Premier to invite his Governor’s attention to them
as they were also affected by the .charges and he was
informed that the Governors considerzd the charges as
unwarranted. He was tnerefore constrained :to
characterise rhe charges as wild, reckless and intended
to endanger c¢>mmunal pezce. The repetitisn of the
unproved charses wasall the more deplorable in that
Pandit Jawaharlal and Mr. Jinnah were about to meet
to explore the possibilities of a communal sectlement.:
The chorus of disapproval coming even from Mus-
lims made Mr. Jinnah to change his position. He said.
that he had no quarrel with the Hindu Community. The
Deliverance Day was to be observed by minorities who
had all been oppressed bv the Congress Governments,
All along Congress had been identified by him with
the Hindu Community, and Congress rule as a Hindu
rule. Mr. Jinnah by widening the scope of the day of
deliverance tactically admitted that Congress, what-
ever it may be is not a Hindu orgaanisation.  As a matter '
of fact if the Congress as a national organisation with
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a political and- economic programme  had not partici-
pated in the provincial elections, there would have been
only denominational representatives in the Assemblies.
The Congress saved the country from this catastrophe.

The statement of Mr. Jinnah about the celebraticn
of ‘Deliverance Day’ created embarrasing situation for
Pandit Jawaharlal who was to resume talks with him
in Bombay. The statement revealed a wide gulf bet-
ween the Congress and the Mushim League with regard
to the vital political issues facing the country. Also
the distrust of Mr. Jinnah was so deep as to make all
unity talks useless. Pandit Jawaharlal wrote to Mr.
Jinnah tothis effect and asked itthere wassome common
ground for discussions to yield fruit. Mr. Jinnah replied
that no common ground was possible first ™ so long s
the Congress is not prepared to treat the Musiim League
as the auchoritative and repressntative organisation of
the Mussalmaas of India”’,and sccond “that we (the

. League) cannot endorse the Congress demand for the

declaration as laid down in the resolution of the Working
Committee, confirmed by the All India Congress Com-
mittee on October 10, 1939 The preliminany condi-
tion emphasised by “Mr. Jinnah involved repudiation
by the Congress of all those’ Muslims who ‘are in che
League. “There were” replied Pandit Nebru, *“a large
number of Muslims 1n the Congress who have been and
are out closest colleagues, There are Muslim organisations
like the Jamiat-Ul-Ulema, the All India Shia Conference,
the Majlis-i- Ahrar, the All India Momin Conference,
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etc., apart from trade unions which have many Muslims
as their members. As a _general rule many of these
organisations and individuals: have adopted the same
political platform as we have done in the Congress. We
cannot possibly dissociate ourselv.s from them or dis-
own them in any way.”

In these circumstances and with ' this background
the talks were dropped. As in 1938 so also now, it
was not made known to the Congress ‘what _precisely
the demands of the Mushm League were,The communal
problem remained enmeshed in the fog of lrrelevant
and impossible * ‘conditions orecedent.” '

Rajendra Prasad Jinnah Talks (1935)

It was in the ,begmmng of 1935 when an attempt
was made for the first ime by Babu Rajendra Prasad, the
then President of the 1ndian National Congress to.negc-
tiate with Mr. M.A Jinnah with a view to arrive at
a certain agreed solution of the Hindu- Muslim pro-
blem. The bogey ot communal award had worked a
hivoc in creating unprecedented communal tension in
the country and the Congress president was extremely.
“anxious to put. an end to it and present a united
front to the British Government. Naturally, therefore
‘he started unity talks witn the League president on
January 23rd and continued uptill 1st of March 1935.
Patriotic India was full of hopes while the ne-
gotiations were going on in Bombay because by that
time Mr. Jinnah’s bitterness and personal egmsm had
not come before the pubhc. But suddenly on thg Ist of
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March the news came that the talks were terminated
withou‘tva’n,y result and the following joint statement
signed by Babu Rajendra Prasad and Mr. Jinnah was
published in the papers: —" ,

“We hav: made an earnest effort to find a solu-
tion. of the communal‘ problem which would satisfy
all the parties concerned. We regret that i'nsp-‘te
of our best  efforts we have not been able to find
such a formula. :

We realize that communal harmory and ¢oncord
are essential for the progress of the country and we
-canonly hope that forces will arise which  will make
a futare atrempt more fruitful.” '

The reasons why the negotiations failed aie very
interestin®. The official version of the Congress was
laid down by the Congress Secretary in the: Congress
Bulletine of March 20, 1935 as follows;— -

““As far as Babu Rajendra Prasad and Mr. Jinnah
were concerned . the.. prolonged . negotiations.. brought
about a substantial measure of common agreement,
and left to themselves they would have reached a
settlement, which they have‘every hope would - bave
been endorsed by the " Congress and Muslim League.
But their attémpt to ‘make others outside the two
organisation agree to the same failed. Accordingly
negotiations were abandoned.”

And the controversy that had arisen as a resule
of a certain speech of Mr. Jinnah delivered by him on
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May 21, 1937, brought more facts to light as to bgw
 the negotmnons failed,

Mr. M.A. Jinnah in the course of his speech said
that “In 1935 he spent four or five weeks holding
conterences with B. Ra]endra Prasad (che then presi~

dent of th Congress) and trving to get the Mouslim

viewpoint accepted at least by the Congress leaders,
if not by the Hindu Mahasabha. But he did not
succeed.”

.

These remarks naturally called forth a  reply
from some re<ponsible Congress leader * Acharya J. B.
Karpalani, the General Secretary of the Congress con-
tradicted this speech in the course of a statement to

the press but weas in return ~ubjected to severe rebuke

by the Qaidee-Aia,m in the following words:—

“Mr. "Kriplani referred to my Bombay spzech. of

My 21. in which I -aid that in' 1935 I spent four

or five weeks holding conferences with Babu Rajen-
dra Prasad. the then president of the Indian National

Congress, trying to get the Muslim point of view

accepted at least by the Congress leaders, if not by
Hindu Mahasabhites. But I d:d not succeed. With re-
ference to his speech I am accused that I have a
short memory and 1n support of this accusation the
Congress Serretary -relied on d press message as his
authority. Surely a man who has arisen to the posi-
tion of the Secretary of Indian National Congress
ought to know better than rely on press reports.

12
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The statement which I made in my speech is absolutely
true and I repeatit. :

“At times it is very dxffxcu]c to say who are
true Congress leaders. for the line of demarcation
between the two with regard to a large number of
them 1s very thin indeed. ‘ k

“Neither Babu Rajendra Prasad nor I had any
authority to come to a binding agreement as the talks
were natucally subject to 1 coafirmation by the Con-
" gress and che Muslim League. Babu Rajexdra Prasad
tried to ascertain the concensas of . opinion . among
Congress and Hindu Mahasabha leaders regarding the
formula, which he hims:lf has aporoved but it was
found that not only the Hindu Mahasabha le ders re-
jacred it out of hands but even a certain section of
influential Congress leaders were deadly opposed t>
the ‘formula, which therefore bhad t> be dropped as
it was useless to proceed further.”

B-bu Rajendra Prasad’s.reply to Mr. Jinnil’s statement:

“T have.read Mr, Jinnah's statemen--of Jaly 3, In
the conversation which I had with Mr. Jinnah in 1935
we were able to evolve a formula.. I accepted it.not only
in my personal capacity, but as the. president of the
Congress, and offered to have it ratified by the Cong-
ress. I was keeping in touch with promiaent Congress-
men while the coaversations were going on and had
received universal support for it for them. There were
several members of the Congress Working Committee at
Delhi at the time and they were in full agreement with -
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me. There wai absolutely no dnfference among Con«- ;
gress men and I was successfal in nbtammg the support of ‘
the leaders of the Hmdu Mahasabha oi the ;"Pun]ab also.
But Mrt. Jmnnh msxsced on. havmg the | ignature of
Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya.and other ;leaders pf
the Hindu Mahasabha. Thxs I was. unable to secure

and the matter had to be dropped It was not dropped

because Congressmen were not agreeable, but because

choae Icaders of the Hindu Mahasabha on whose sxg-

natures Mr Jinmah insisted were not agreeable Tt is

not cocrect to sy even that a certain section of mﬂu-

entxal Congress lead rs were deadly’ opposed to the

formula whlch thérefore, had to be dropped.

“I had gone further and told M. Jmngh that the
Congress and the League sho 1ld aceept thz formula and
the Congress would flghc those Hindus who were
opposed to it as it had fought them durmg the recent
Assembly elections quite successfully in ‘most of the
nrovmces. Bat this wis not consxdered enough by Mr,
‘]mnah and as it was impossible to fulfill his demand
‘that the Hindu Mahasabha should also join, the matter
'had to be drapped. [ dare say that Mr. Jinnah will
hlmsalf recall all this conversa tion if he charges his
m:moeya lictle. | [ keape full. notes of the conversation
from day to day. and they are in the Congress offlcé
Thz results of th: ptovmcul e[ectlons made the

o Qatd I-Azam more furlous and the acceptance: of the

‘ofﬁces by the Congtess more bltter and hostile, | Whlle
the Congress haaders were anxtous to evolve certam
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agreed formulae, the League Presid:nt feeling  his  help-
iessnass always tried to find out some opportunity to
fell upon the Congress leaders and accusing them of
establishing Hindu Raj. Certain negotiations were going
on behind the scene between Mihatma Gandhi and M.
Jinnah through Mr. B. G. Kher. when suddenly in
the course of a rejoinder to Dr. Rajendra Prasad Mr. Jin-
nah published the Mahatma'’s letter from Teethal which

- was, of course, of a purely private nature and never
meant for publication. :

Here are some extracts from his rejoinder-—

“In the meantime the Congress policy:was that the
M i1ssilmans should join the Congress unconditionally
anl sign their pleige. After the Congress was flushed
with its majority In six provinces, it deliberately decided
to non-co-orperate with the various - Provincial legisla-
tures, and they have in formings the Ministries vindi-
cated the justice and fair treatment to the minorities
urged and promised by Mahatma Gandhi very recently
by having made a good feast of all the loaves and fishes
that are at present available for the Congress party mn
the various legislatures and getting a . stray Mussalman
to exchaneg a pledge over-night to accept ministry the
next mocning. [ regret that I should be obliged to
point our these matters and that I. should have to resort
to a post-mortem inquisition. .As to. Pandit Jawaharlal
Nehru's statement which appears side- bywsaéfe with that

r "(1/)

‘ 1 ' o "j{:
2 2 1 8 =i LsrEzy \,)
| 2




of Babu Rajendra Prasad on the 20th . July, what can
I say ro that basy-body, president?. What does he
know of wnat took place between me and Babu Rajen-
dra Prasad ? He seems to carry the responsibility of
the whole world o1 his shoulders and must poke his
nose in everything except minding his own business......"

Gandhiji's First letter to My. Jinnah R ,

Fucther Mr Jin1ih went on in the same tone and
tried to show in his lengthy statement that he was
anxious to find out certain solution of the communal
problem and he -therefore sent ‘a  message to Mr.
Gandhi when he was at Tecthal to which he received
the following reply .from..the Mahatma on May 22,
1937.

Dear Mr Jinnah, -

Kher has given me your messige. [ wish T could
do something but I am utterly helpless. My faith in
-unity 1s bright as ever; only I see no dayllght out
of the impenetrable darkness and in such distress I cry
out to God for light. &
& Yours sincerely,

M. K. Gandhi.

lmmedlately after that in the Lucknow Sessmn of
Muslim League Mr Imnah dehvered a flghtmg
MSpeech Whlch the MaHatma regard
of war’ and carne forth w1th innumerable allegatlons
against “the Congress leaders. This attitude on the
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part of the League leader compelled a letter from the
Maihatma and thus began the first series of corres-
pandence between Gandhi and Mr, Jinnah. - But cefore
actual correspondence is given it will be interesting
for the readers to know certain extracts from the. Luck-
now. s‘peech of Mr. ]mnah lere are some of them;—

“The Muslim league stands for full national demo-
cratic self Gavernment for India. A great deal of
capital is made as ¢t phrases more for the consump=~
tion of  ignorant and illiterate = masses. Various
phrases are used such as Puran § waraj, Self Government,
Complete Independence, Responsible Government, Sub-
stance of Independence and Dominion Status.  There
are some who talk of complete independence. But
it 1s. no use having complete independence on your
lips and the Governmeat of India Act 1935 in your
hands... ...cce.se -o..o... These paper declarations, slogans
and shibboleths are not going to cairy us any

*The present leadership of the Congress, especially
during the last tea years, has been responsible for
alienating the Mussalmans of India more and more by
pursuing.a. policy,.which.is excluswely Hmdu, and since
they bave formed the Govern in_six.provinces
where they arein majority they have by theu: words,
deeds and programme shown more that the Mussalmans
cannot - expect any.. justice orfair - - play at their hands.

Wherever they are in a majonty and wberever it
suited them ~ they refused to co-operate, with the Mus-
1




lim League parties -and demanded unconditional sur-
render and signing of their pledges.

“The - demand was insistent, abjure your party and
forswear vour po'icy and ptogramme and liquidate Mus:
lim league...... That: any individual Mussalman member
who was willing to unconditional surrender and sign
their pledges was offered a job as a minister and was '
passed off as a Muslim miniscer, although, he did not
command the confidence or selfrespect of an over-
whelming majority of the Mussalman representatives
in the legislatures.. These men are allowed to move
about and pass off as Muslim minis ters for the “lcyal”ser-
vices they have rendered to the Congress by surrenderir{g
and signingthe pledge unconditionally and the degrees of
their reward is the extent of their perfidy. Hindi 1s. to
be the national language ofIndia and that Bande
Mairam is to be the national song and is to be forced
upon all. The Congress flagis to be obeyed and revered
by alland  sundry. On the very threshold of whae
little power and responsibility is given, the majority
community have clearly shown their hand that Hindu-
stan is for the Hindus ; only the Congress masquerades
~under the name of nationalism, whereas the Hindu Ma-

hasabha does not mince words

“The result of the present Congress party policy
w1ll be,I venture to say, class bitterness, communal
war and strengthening of the imperialistic hold asa.
consequence. I dare say that the British Govern-
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ment will give the Congress a free hand in this direction
and it matters very little to them, nay, on the contrary,
it is all ro the good, so long as their interests, imperial
or otherwise, are not touched and the. defence remains
intact, buc I feel that a fearful reaction will set in when
the Congress  has created more and more divisions
amongst Indians themselves, and made the united front
impossible

“The Congress ngh Command speaks in different
voices. One oplmon is.that = there 1s no such thing as
Hindu-Muslim question, and there is no such thing as
minority question in the country. The other high opt-
nionis that if a few crumbs are thrown to the Mussal-
mansin their present disorganised and helpless state, you
can manage them. They are sadly mistaken if they
think that the Mussalmans can be imposed UpON...
The third opinion is that there is no light to e seen
through the impenetrable darkness, but the C ogress
goes on acquiring strength and power, so t past
promises of the blank cheques remain unfulfilled and
unsigned......

“Do not be disturbed by the slogans and the taunts
such as are used against the Mussalmans, Communalists,
teadies and reactionaries. The worst today on earth,
the most wicked Communalist today amongst Muslims
when he surrenders unconditionally to the Congress and
‘abuses his own community becomes the nationalist of
nationalists to-morrow. These terms and words and
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abuses are intended té6 c¢'eater an inferiority complex
amongst the Musalmans and to demoralise them ; and
are intended to sow discord in their midst and give us a
bad name in the world abroad. Thisis the standard of
propaganda which can only be treated with contempt...

*“The League is not gomng to-allow the Mussalmans to
be exploited either. by .the British. Government or any
other party or group inside - the legislatures or outside.
The Congress with all its boasts.has.done, nothing in the
past for the Mussalmans. It has failed to inspire confi-
dence and to create asense of security amongst the
Mussalmans and other minorities. The Congress attempt
under the guise of establishing mass contact with the
Mussalmans is calculated to divide and weaken and
break the Mussalmans and is an effort to detach
them from their accredited leaders. It is a dangerous
move and it cannot mislead anyone.” ,

Gandhi—linnah. T alks. (1937-38)

Sheogaon, Wardha
Oct.19,,1937

Dear friend, i
I carefuly went through your speech at Lucknow
and I felt deeply hurt over your mlsunderstandmg of my
attitude... “I'étt:er was in answer to the speczally
private message you sent me. It represented my deepest
feeling. The letter was purely personal. Were you right
in using it as you did ?Of course as I_read it, the whole of
your spee h is a declaration O ,hoped you

R e s S R I
would reserve poor me as a ween che two.
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“I'see vou want no Bridge. “Tam sorry. Only “it takes
two to make a guarrel. You won't find me one even if
[ cannot become a pcacemaker.  This is. not. for.. publi-
cation- unless vou desire it~ Itis written in all good
faith and out of an auguish heart.

Yours siniéerely,v
M. K. Gandhi

Bombay.
N 0V.5«,1937. )

Dear Mr. Gandhi,
I received your letter of October 19 1937, on oy

As regards publishing your letter from

arrival here.
am fully

Teethal last May, [ am of opinion thatI
justified in doing so : but your letter means something
different from what I understand ~ to mean. Surely
it was open to you to offer your explanation to - the
public.  The letter was not marked as it is usual to do
so when its publication was not desired 'by the writer,
and my message to you was not private. Even new
you don’t indicate how T misunderstood your attitude or
the contents of that letter..  You merely say "I felt
deeply hurt over your misunderstanding of my atti-
tude’. [ am.:sorry..you. think my. speech at Lucknow

is a  declaration. of war. .12 is purely .in self defence.
try and understand it.

Kindly “read it again and
Evidently you have not beer following the course ~of
events in the last twelve months. ~As to reserving
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you asa ‘bridge’ and ‘peace maker’ don’t you think
your complete silence for all these ‘months  identified
you with the Congress leadership, alchough [ know
you ate not even a four annia member of that ‘body.’
In conclusion, I regret to say I find nothing defi-
nite or any constructive proposal in your letter under
reply except it is wricten in all good, faith and cut
of an anguish heart, which I reciprocate.
¢ Yours sincerely,
M. A. Jinnah.

Shegaor, Wa:dha,
3 | Feb:'3,.1958;
Dear Mr. Jinnah, ,

Pandit Nehru to'd me vesterday rhat you were
complaining to Maulana Sahib about the abrence ot
any. reply from me to your letter of 5th November
in reply to mine of 19th October. The letter was
received by me when I was pronounced by the Doc-
tors {to be seriously ill »t Calcutta. The letter was
. shown *to me three days .after  its -receipt. Had I
thought it necessarily called for a reply even though
I wasill I would have sent one. I re-read tne letter
and I still think there was nothing useful that I
could have said in reply. But ina way I amiglad
you awaited a reply and hereit is. Mr. Kher told
me definitly he had a private message from you. He
delivered itto me whenl was alone. I could have
sent you a verbal message in reply but in order to
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give you a true picture of my menital state I sent
you a short note. There was rothing to hide in it.
But I did feel, as I still' do, that the way in which
you used it came upon me as a painful surpiise.

“You complsin of my silence. =~ The reason for
my silence is literally and traly in my note, Believe
me, th: moment I can do something that can bring
the two communities together nothing in the world
can prevent me from so doing.  You seem ‘to deny
that your speech was a declaration of war, but your
later pronouncements too confirmed my first impres-
sion. - How can I prove what 1sa mattex of feeimg?

% a EV?rybody spoke of you.as.one o the staunchest
nationalists and .the ‘hope-of both. the Hindus and
Muss'xlmans. Are you still he same Mr Janah ? If you
‘ say you are, inspite of your spueches, [ shall accept
your word.,

“Lastly, vou want me to come forward with some
proposal. - What proposal can I make except to ask
- you on. bended knees ‘to be what I thought you
were 7. But - the proposals to form the basis of
unity between the two communities surely bave got to
come from you. ‘
~ This again is not for publication -but-for your eyes
It is the one of a frien | not of an opponent.

Yours sincerely,

M. K. Gandhi.
23
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New Delhi,

‘15th Feb, 1938.
 Dear Mr, Gandhi, g

I have received your letter of 3rd February,
which was redirected, here. I did not complain to
Maulana Sahib about the absence of any reply from
vou. I'only mentioned the fact as he was anxious
that we two should meet any how. I am glad to
hear from you. My message to you through Mr. Kber,
as | informed you in my last letter, was not private.
It was only when Mr. Kher went to see you at
Wardha that 1 fild say he should not mention the
matter any one except vou and that if you your-
self were inclined in the first instance to take up
the matter, it will be more than half the battle won.
On his return to Bombay, Mr. Kher told me it was
difficult for you to give a reply as you were restrict-
ed not to disclose it to anyone or consult anybody
else. There upon [said it was not intended to be a
secret and that he was free and you were free to
put your heads together and let me know, whether at
that juncture, you were mclined so take up this matter
with your powerful overwhelming influence which
you exercise over the Congress. Then he saw you
again at Teethal and from that moment it ceased to
be a private matter between two individuals ard he
brought me your reply in writing which = have to
publish  because you know of the controversy between
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me and Mr. Rajendera Prasad and Pandit Nehru in the
Press, where it was sought to make out that I was
putting every obstacle in the way of a- Hindu Muslim
sett:le‘ment. ~As your letter was not marked cor;fidential
I used it. Besides, what is wrong in' my saying that [
approached you on my own accord and that was the
reply I received from you ? I cannot understand why
y9u feel so much about it. You say I complained about
your silence.” Well, I do, but you further proceed- to
say, ‘‘Believeime, the moment [ can do something that
can bring the two communities together nothing in - the

“world can prevent me from so doing ? Now what am
I to gather from this? Am I right in interpretting
that the moment is not come.

“With regard to your opinion on my speech at the

L‘lcknow session and . my- Jlates premouncements which

_you are pleased t ~can..only

repeat-this-was..in. sel ...Hividently, you are. not
acquainted with what is going on in the Congress press,
the amountof  .vilificationrand misrépresentation. and
‘fals»hood that is-dailv spread -about me. Otherwise,
I am sure you would not blame me.

With regard to your saying that wher
you returned from S)uth Africaevery. body epoke of
me. as ‘one ‘of ithe staunchest .of nationalists and tie
hope of both the Hindus and. the - Mussalmans and you
ask me the question *“Are you still the same Mr. Jinnah?”
and proceed furtber to say “If you say you are, inspite
of your speeches, I shall accept your word.” And you
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say in.my.speeches you' miss- the. .nationalist. Do you /
think you are justified in saving that ? I would not like
to say what people spoke of you in 1915 and what they
speak and think of you to-day. Nationalism is not
the monoply of any single individual ~ In these days it
is very difficult to define it, but I do not wish to
pursue this line of controversy any further.

You ¢ ;gclu‘de by saying - “Lastly,” you want’ me to
come forward with some proposal. What proposal can
I make except to ask you on bended knees to be what

I had thought you were ? But the proposals- to form
the basis of unity between the two- communities have

“suerly got to come from you.” [ think you might have

spared your appeal and need not have preached to me
on your bended knees to be what you had though: I was.
As regards the formation of proposals which would
form the basis of unity, do you think this can. be. done
by correspondence. Surely, you know as much as I do, -
what are the fundamental points in dispute. In my
opinion it is as much up to you to suggest ways and
means of tackling the problem. If-.you .genuinely. and
smc ‘rley desire and you feel the moment. has come for

ou to step..in. mth your..position. and  influence you
ave prepared: to take the matter. up earnestly,. I will not
fail to-render-all assistance 1 can.” ‘

Yours sincerely,
M. A. Jinnah.
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~Sheogaon, Wardba
24th Feb::!938.
Deatr Mr Jinnah, :

I thank youdor.your letter..I baszeureaad Jour, letter
ta Jawaharlal.also.... 1. observe - both the-letsers. invite

not.written replies but..personal..discussion. 1 ‘do not
know whether it will take place in the first instance
“between you and Jawaharlal or’ now that Subhas
Bose succeeds, between you and the latter. - If you
desire before  this there should be a talk between
you and ‘me, I would be delighted to see you in
'Sheogaon anytime which is convenieat to you - before
10th March, after which, if hzalth permits, I might
have to go to Bengal.  So far as I am concerned,
jut as on the Hindu Muslim question [ wa: guided
by Dr. Ansari now that he is no more in our midst,
1 have accepred Maulana. Abul-Kalam: Azad as my
gmde. ‘My. suggestion  therefore to.-you is that.conver- -
sation should be opened -in the. first.instance between
you and..Maulana Sahib.. But in. every case, regard
me as at your dxsposal '

Yours sincereb’,
m. K. Gandhi.
New Delhi,

March, 3, 1938,
Dear Mr. Gandhl,

I have received your letter dated Z4th February
I am sorry for the delay in replying as | was not well.
In.your letter I missed a note of response whether
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;gr:ertam terms but you there also expressed).

you are of the opinion that you see the light now
and the ~mcment has - come, and  secondly, if so,
‘whether you are prepared to take the matter upin
right earnest; and thirdly, I - find there 1s no.change
in youf attitude and mentalicy when you say, you
would be guided by Maulana as Dr. Ansari is no
more. . If you - pursue this line, you would. be repeat-
ing the same tragedy as you did when you expressed
your helplessnes because Dr. Ansari, holding pronounc-
ed and die-hard views, did not agree and you had
to say ‘'although you were willing but what . could
vou do. This. happened as. .you know. . .bhefore you
went to the Round Table: Conference. -AttheRound
Table Conferen;:e, tfhad,,cragedy .was.repeated. by you
when you seemed to be willing -to. accept: m;ovxslonal!y

helpless as. Hindus...were unwxllmg -and.¥ou.as represent-
ing the Congress, would have no objection it Hindus and
Mussalmans come to an agree- ment.

“We have reached a stage when no doubt should
be- left. You recognise the All-India. Muslim League
as the one authcntatxve and -representative organisa-
mon of Mussalmam in Indla, and on the other hand
yOU represent the Congress and other Hmdus through
out the country.' It is only on that basm we" ¢can
pmceed further “and  further and devise a machinery
of approach. Of course, I shall be glad tosee you
alchough I shall equally be glad to, see Pandit Jawa-
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harial or Mr. Bose.as..you.may. desire. The matter
as ‘you know will not be clinched without reference
again to you by either of them. Therefore, .1 will
prefer-to- see you first, In. any, case,.lam sorry to
sav I cannot come to Sheagaon to see you before
10th March. T have to go to Bombay and also [
have - fixed various other engagements of my tour .
but we can fix up a time and place that may suit
us both.

Yours sincerely,

M. A. Jinnah.

Sheogaon-Wardha,
" 'March 8, 1938,

Dear Mr: Jinnah; ;

I thank you for your letter. I hope you have
completely got over your indisposition. Your letter
revives, painful memorijes. I will not discuss, at this
stage at any rate, the various debatable points - raised
in your letter. Suffice it to - say. . thatlam _at your
disposal. . If you cannotcome. to Sheogaon, . and my
health should permit, I will gladly go to Bombay to meet
you when you are there. At present [ have to go to
Bengal and then for a while to  Orrissa.. This = will
take me through the whole of this month. The earliest,
therefore, we can meet will be in April®

Two questions arising from your letter demand a
reply. You 'ask me whether [ have now seen light.
Much - to my * regret 1 have,tosay “no’. It1 had,I
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would proclaim the news ‘r'\m the house top»-. But
that limitation does not debar me from taking advantage
of the slightest opp »rtunity of finding a way out of the
present difficulty.  You expect me to be able, to speak
on behalf of the “Congress.and-ather Hindus throughout
the country.” . Lam, afraid. [ cannot full rest. 1
cannot represent either the - Congress- ot

he-Hindus
in the sense you.mean, but [would exert. to sthe utmost
all the moralinfluence I could bave.with. them in order
tosecure a honoura“le seltlement

Yours sincerely
M. K. Gandhi

New Delhi,
March 17, 1938.
Dear Mr. Gandhi, ‘ ;

I am in reczipt of your letter of march 8 and I thank
you for it. As you do not wish to discuss the various
points ‘mentioned in my ‘letter and the two questions
that you have answered are far from hopeful, I am help-
less. However, as you say ‘ Suffice it to say I am at
your disposal ' I gather you would  nevertheless like to

take advantage ol the slightest opportunity of finding

a way out of the present difficulty. In these circum-

stances [ beg to inform you I shall be glad to see you at

Bombay some time in April as suggested by you.
Yours sincerely,

M. A. Jinnah.



Calcutta,
: Mazch 24, 19 8,
Dear Mr. Jinnah, : .
Many thanks for your ‘note.  As soon as I reach
Sheogaon, I shall seek the first opportunity of waiting on

you at Bombay ” '
Yours sincerely,

‘M. XK. Gandhi.

New. Delhi,
Mar, 26 1938.
Dear Mr. Gandhl
"I thank you for your letter of 2ith and I shall have
to see you-after my return from Calcutc; about 2)th of

Apnl at Bombdy. |
Yours sincerely,

M. A. Jinnah.

Telegram from Gandhiji to Mr. Jinnah.

‘ Delhi April 15,

“If on return Bombay you can break: journey War-
dha for one day yau will spare me strain undertaking
journey Bombay. I need some uninterrupted . physical
rest - if possible. Any event could Maulana Azad
accompany me interview. Please wire wardha which

reaching tomorrow.” ‘
: Calcutta April 16
My. Jinnah’s Reply '
Extremely sorry unable change programme now. Will
receive’ you Bombay 25th or thereafter as arranged.

Would ptefer see you alone.
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Gandhiji's telegram.
Wardha April 18,
“ Thanks 25th happe’ns Monday will reach Bombay
28th if not mconvemenc” .

Calcutta April 1)
Mr. Jinnah's telegram

Thanks will gladly receive you 28th my house.
Wire time care Isphani Calcutta.
. Wardha. April 20
Gandhiji’s telegram. » »
- “If wot inconvenient would like reach your house
eleven thirty a. m."”

Printed by Pt. Devi Prashad at Shukla Rajput Press
and published by Hero Publication Lowey - Mall Lakore.
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NEHRU JINNAH CORRESPONDENCE
/":wzf g
Dear Jinnah, ; f!g /‘“

[ have read the statement you  issited recently to
the press with care. I am afraid we approach the
question from different viewpoints and [ feel that your
approach is not very helpful. But [ entirely agree with
-you that an argument carried on through the medium of
#he press is not desirable. Indeed I had decided not to
issue press statements on the subjects, but after your
Calcutta speech in which you mentioned my name and
issued some kind of a ‘chalienge’ to me, I felt that a
public statement was unavoidable. Hence my state-
ment, in which I tried to avoid unnecessary controversy.

You know perhaps that for some months past I
‘have been in correspondence with Nawab Ismail Khan
on this subject and I have been anxious to find out what
the points of difference and.agreement were. I am
afraid I do not know this yet and your last statement..
does not help. I would feel grateful to you if you could
kindly throw some light on this and let me know what
. exactly are the points in dispute which require consider-
-ation. I think this will help us all and lead to an
avoidance of needless controversy. We can then come to.
grips with the subject. As I havesaid in my lacf state-
:ment, we are eager to do everything 1 our power to
put an end to every misapprehension and to endeavour




to solve every problem that comes in the way of our
developing our public life along right lines and promo-
ting the unity and progress of the Indian people.

I am leaving for Lahore to-da'y. From there I go
to the Frontier Province and return to Allahabad in:
about ten days' time. Kindly address your reply to
Allahabad.

- Yours sincerely,.
Jawaharlal Nehru.

Little Gibbs Road,
Malabar Hill,
Bombay, January 25, 1938.
Dear Pandit Jawaharlal Nebru,

I am in receipt of your letter of the 18th January,
1938.

I must say that it is very difficult for me t© under-
stand it. [ fail to see whit you are driving at. It does
not suggest any useful proposal of a concrete character
besides approaching me and informing me that “‘we
approach the question from different viewpoints,” and
you further say, ‘I feel that your approach is not very
helpful.”  You further refer to my Calcutta speech and:
say “in which you mention my name and issued some
kind of a challenge to me, I felt that a public statement
was unavoidable. Hence my statement.” But you do
not even now give me the purport of my speech and
what was the challenge which compelled you to say,.
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what you did, in your statement which you conslder
unavoidable.
-T'know nothing of your being in correspondence
with Nawab Ismail Khan referred to in your letter.
~ Finally I note your request that I should let you
know what exactly are the points in dispute which re-
quire consideration.”
I am glad that you agree with me that the argu~
" ments carried on ‘through the medium of the press are
not desirable. But do you think that this matter can ke
discussed, much less solved, by and through correspond-
ence ? I am afraid that is equally undesirable. ,
I may state for your information that I received =
letter from Mr. Gandhi dated the 19th October, 1937
and I replied to him on the 5th November, 1937 and I
am still waiting to hear from him.
I reciprocate the sentiments exriessed 1n the last
but one paragraph of your letter at end of ite
Yours smcerely,
M. A. Jinnah.

Wardha, Februa;y 4, 1938,
Dear Mr. Jinnah, '

Your letter of the 25th January reached Allahabad
on February Ist after I had left. - It has been forwarded
to me here and reached me yesterday.

I am sorry that my previous letter was difficult te
understand. My purpose in writing it was, as I stated,
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to find out what our points of difference and agreement
were. Presumably there are points of difference as you
have repeatedly criticised the Congress policy and prac-

tice. If these points of difference are noted down and-

‘our attention drawn to them, it would make their “con=
gideration easier. It is possible that some of them may
e due to misapprehension and this misapprehension
might be removed ; it is equally possible that some are
more fundamental and then we would try to find a way
out or, at any rate, know exactly how and where we
stand. When there is a conflict of opinion, a clarifi-
cation of the opposing opinions is an essential preliminary

to their consideration.
I might mention some relatively. minor matters

which have apparently led to misapprehension. In one
of your speeches you referred to being told by some one
that a cheque of rupzes five lakhs was recently given to
the Congress. [ am not aware of this and presumably I
ought to know. Indeed, to my knowledge, no on: has
glver-x even a cheque for Rs. 5,000 to the Congress for a
considerable time.

In tHe same, or possibly another speech you referred
to the non-co-operation days and stated that while the
Aligarh University was forced to close down and many
non co-operated fromit, not a single student non-co-
orerated from the Benares University. - As a matter of
fact a very large number of students did in fact non-co-
operate from the Benares University. As a result of
this a non-official university, the Kashi Vidyapitha, was

-
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established in Benares, as also the Gandhi Ashram. Both
of these still exist. In the same way the Jamia Millia

e T e N
came into existence in Aligarh and this now flourishes

You have referred in your speeches to the Congress
imposing Hindi-Hindustani and trying to crush Urdu{ I
presume you were misinformed for I am not aware ofany.
attempt on the part of the Congress to injure Urdu.

- Some time back I wrote an essay on ‘‘The Question of
Language” which represents, I believe, the Congress
view-point. It was approved by Mr. Gandhi and by
many people unconnected with the Congress and
interested in the advancement of Urdu  including
Moulvi Abdul Hug, ‘Secretary, Anjuman-e-Taragqgi-e~
Urdu of Hyderabad. I do not know if you have come
across this essay. Inanyeventl am asking my office.
in Allahabad to sernd you a copy. If you disagree with
the argument or conclusions of this- essay, I shall be
grateful to have your criticisms.

I might mention that the Congress Mlmstry in
Madras - is. endeavouring to introduce the study of
Hindustani in the State schools in- the Province, They
are having primers.and text-books prepared especially
for the purpose by the Jamia Millia These primers, etc.,
are to be in two scripts—Devanagri and Urdu ~but - in
identical language, the students baving the option of
script. v

I mention these instances to show how misappre-

5



hensionsarise. B it thz reil g 125tions at issue are more
important and it is in regard to these that clarification
i$ necessary. I presume vou are acquamted with the
Congress resolution anl statem:nt on ‘minority and
faadimsital rights'and regardmg communal questions.
If you1 so wish it, [ ¢an have these sent to you. Many
of thzsz wazre collected together in a comprehensive
gesolution pisse 1 by the Working Committee in Calcutta
towartds the end of Octob:r 1937. About tne Communal
Award the Congrass po:mon has been repeatedly made
clear,

The Congress policy as laid down in these resolut-
ions may bz incomolete or wrong. If so we shall gladly
consider suggestions to complete it or rectify it. Perso-
nally I do not see what more can be done by the
Congress regarding religious or cultural matters. As
for polizizal (communal) q 12stions, the CommunalAward
unsatlsfactory as 1t lS, holds the fleld for the present and

eill such time as 1t may be altered by mutual _agreement
of pxrtl on‘cerned ‘

* In conaldermg wider political questions, the Congress
has adhered to certain principles and policies for a
number of years, thqugh minor variations have taken

- place from time to time. Qur present policy in the
legislatures and outside was defined by a comprehensive -
resolution passed by the Working Committee at Wardha
last year. I was very glad to find from Nawab Ismail
Khan.and: Chowdhry Khalig-uz-Zaman that the . P.
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‘Muslim League, or the U. P. Muslim League Parliamen-
tary Board, accepted this programme. ~This included
our objective of independence, our demand for a con-
‘stituent assembly, our general attitude to the Constitu-
tion Act and the Federation, and our methods of work
inside and outside the legislatures. It referred also to
our agrarian and labour programmes. Thus there
appeared to be a very large measure of agreement
between us, not only in regard to fundamentals, but
even regardmg many details.

In view of this agreement it distressed and surpnsed
me to find that there was so much conflict. 1 have
‘tried therefore to find out what .this conflict is about.
1 do not see how I can make any propesal, concrete or
vague, when I do not know what the points in issue

_.are. It is true that reading your speeches I have come
across variousstatements to.the effect that the Congress

ing ' xt' If any Congress
"Ministries or the Congress orgamsatlon have made mis-
takes, these should be pointed out to us.

;&re ort of your Calcutta speech appeared in the .
mewspapers at the time and is no doubt available to you
and for me to give you a purport of it seemed -hardly
mécessary. ‘In this you state that you are fighting the
‘Congress leadership which is misleading the Hindus.
Further you have said that you want to bring the
Longress High Command to its senses. May I suggest
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- me.

that those who are privileged to advise or lead the
Congress have no desire to fight anybody except British
Imperialism ? In any event, if we mislead or misbehave
we have a right to inquire from our critics where and-
- how we have done so.

Further in your Calcutta speech you said : “I have
long long ago, months ago now, thrown out a challenge
o Pandit. ]awaharlal Nehru and I throw out a challenge
mowr—-lec him comz and sit with us and Iet us formulate"
a constructive programme whlch will give xmmedlate
relief to, the poor.” It was to this ‘challenge’ that [
referred in my last letter. I do not remember on which:
previous occasion you had issued a similar challenge to-

It is always helpful to discuss matters and problems:
face to face, and as I have said previously, we are always-
glad to doso. A short while ago you met Maulana
‘Abul Kalam Azad, one of our most respected leaders.
than whom there is no one better fitted to explain the:
Congress view-point in regard to the minorities-
problem or any other matter. Whenever = necessity
.arises every one of us will willingly welcome a talk..
But even such . talk is likely to be vague and in-
fructuous if some clarification of ideas does not take:
‘place previously. Correspondence helps in this process
and sometimes is even preferable as it is more precise:
than talk. T trust therefore you will help in clanifying:
the position by telling us where we differand how you
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would like this difference to end. You have also criticis~
" ed the Congressin vigorous language, as you were no-
doubt entitled to do. But are we not entitled to ask.
you to substantiate those criticisms in prlvate at least, if:
not in public ?

I have inquired from Mr. Gandhi about your letter-
to him dated the 5th November, 1937. He received it
in Calcutta when he was lying ill there and he felt that:
it needed no answer. Your letter had beenin answer to-
his and the matter seemed toend there for the time.
being. He was good enough to show me his letter and.
yours and it seemed to me that no particular reply was-
called for. T understand that he wrote to you yesterday..

I hope to be in  Allahabad by the 9th February.

Yours sincerely,.
-Jawaharlal Nehru..

8 -~ B, Harding Avenue,
New Delhi, February 17, 1938..
Dear Pandit ]awaharla]

Tam in receipt of your letter of the 4th February.-
You have now flung at me more complaints and griev~
ances of trifling character. - Evidently you rely on that:
section of the press which is bent on misrepresenting and..
vilifying me, but I am glad that yousay ‘I mention.
these instances to show how misapprehensions arise..
‘But the real question at issue. is more important and it
is in regard to this that clarification is necessary.”
Therefore I don’t think any useful purpose will be served!
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0 CATTy on correspondence with regard to the various
matters mentioned in your letter. You will please not
dintroduce mitters which you may have discussed with
‘Nawab Ismail Khan or  Chowdhry Khaliq-uz-Zaman or
anybody else.  These again will lead to reféerence and
-cross-references and the matter will never end. ,
As regards my Calcutta speech, the word, ‘challenge
‘is obviosu ly dua to the imagination of the reporter for
the very context shows clearly that it was an invitation.
However the discussion of all these mattets in corres-
-dencz will lead us. nowhere., I do not belizve in the
-doctrine which youlay down ‘but are we not entitled to
ask you to substantiate all these criticisms in private at
least if not in public’: Ifor my part make no such
distinction. I am prepared to substantiate anything that
T have said publicly, provided it is correctly reported.
“The crux of your letter on the real vital point of the
Hindu-Muslim unity is a repetition of what you said
‘in ‘your. previous letter, namely, that you want me to
note down ‘the points of difference’ and discuss them
‘through and by means of correspondence—a method
‘which I mide it clearin my last letter, is highly un-
-desirable and most inappropriate. [ welcome your
:suggestion when you say ‘whenever necessity arose every
one of us would willingly welcome a talk.” If you think
'that necessity has arisen and anyone of you is willing, 1
-shall be glad to see you. You prefer talking at each
-other whereas I prefer talking to each other. Surely you
know and you ought to know what are the fundamental
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points in dispute.

I have received a letter from Mr. Gandhi and I have
zeplied to him, a copy of which I am enclosing here-

wwith. o
Yours sincerely,

M. A. Jinnabh,

Gulshan Villa,
Oomer Part,
" Bombay, February 25, 1938.

DearMr. Jinnah,

Your letter of the 17th February reached me at
Haripura. I had no intention of flinging any comp-
laints and grievances at you. In my attempt to find out
what your complaints were I read your speechesas
geported in the newspapers (usually by a news agency)
and noted down some of the points on which you had
daid stress. I am glad to know that you have been
tisreported, but you have not pointed out where the
smisrepresentation comes in, nor, so far as I know, have
_ wyouissued any statement to the press correcting the
misrepresentation. May I suggest that it will = be
wworth- while to correct these errors so that the public
might not be misled ? A clear and authoritative
statement from you will help us also in understanding
what youstand fot and what you object to.

: & GRS



I note that you do not wish me to introduce in our
correspondence any matters which. we may have dis-
cussed with Nawab Ismail Khan or Chowdhry Khalig—
uz-Zaman. I did not know that they reprcsented any
different viewpoint from yours. Ithought it neces-
sary to draw your attenticn to the repeated attempts:
T bave been making to find out what. the political and
communal policy of the Muslim League is and wherein:
it differs from that of the Congress. You will remem-
ber saying last year that the Muslim League bad an
entirely different policy even on political matters-
from that of Congress. Since then the League has
changed its objective and its economxc outlook and.
has thus ‘approached neater to the Congress. lam
anxious to find out what the real meaning of these:
changes is. Waithout this clarification it is difficult
for us to understand the present position.

Yousay that you do not believe in the doctrine that L.
lay down, namely : 'but are we not entitled to ask yow
to substantiate all these criticisms in private at least:
if not in public.” Further you say that for your pars
you make no such distinction and are prepared to-
substantiate anything that you bave said publicly,
provided it is correctly reported. If you will read my.
sentence again you will no doubt observe that I have:
not laid down any such doctrine as you imagine. &
would indeed welcome a public treatment by you, of
‘the criticisms made by you. But if you yourself were:
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unwilling to write to the press on the subject, as yoy
indicated inyour letter, I put it to you that we were
at least entitled to request you to substantiate the cri¢-
Hcism in private.

If you have made no criticisms of the Congress, and
thz press reports are entirely wrong, then of donne
no question of substantiation arises. All that need b
done is to contradict the press reports. But if critic-
isms have bzen made, as presumably they have been,
then I would request you to justify them publicly or
‘privately as you might choose. Personally I would pre-
fer the former method.

I'am afraid [ must confess that I do not yet know
what the fundamezntal points of disput are.- It is for
<this reason that I have been requesting you to clarify
them. So far I have not receivedany help in this
idirection. Of course weshall willingly meet  you
W‘Pnever opportumty arises. Our presxdent Subhas
?ose; or Maulana Abul Kalam Azad or I r : /éther
member of the Working. ‘Committee can meet vou at
a uitable opportunity. , J

"But when we meet what are we to discuss? Respon-
sible people with organizations behind them can hardly
discuss anything in the air. Some clarification of the
clear statement of what is wanted and

issues, some
what is objected to, is always desirable otherwise we

may not come to grips with the subject. You will
gremember the argument about what transpired at
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Delhi in 1935 between you and Babu Ra]endra Prasad’
There has even been a difference of opinion about the
facts. Itwould be unfortunate if we repeated this
performance and then argued about it later.

It is thus highly desirable for us to define the issues
fl”i'“s?‘ This is also necessary as we. have always to
consult many colleagues ‘in regard to any matter
affecting Congress policy. There  is surely. nothing
undesirable or inappropriate. about. this defining of
issues by correspondence. It is the usual method
adopted between individuals and organisations. May L
therefore beg of you to enlighten me ?

- Yours sincerely,
Jawaharlal Nehru.

1, Hastings Road,

New Delhi, March 3, 1948,
Dear Pandit Jawaharlal,

I am in reeeipt of your letter of the 25th February.
I regret to find the same spirit running through of
making insinuations and innuendoes and raising all
sorts of matters of trifling 'character which are not
germane to our present subject with which you start-
ed, namely, how to find the basis of approach to the
most vital and prominent question of Hindu-Muslim:
unity. You wind up your letter by insisting upon
the course that I should formulate the points in dis—
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pirte and submit to. ycu for your consideration and:
then carry on correspondence with you. This method.
I bave already stated in my ccnsidered opinicn is un-
desirable and inappropriate, The method you insist
upon my be appropriate between two litigants and
that is followed by solicitors on bebalf of their clients-
but natmmal issues cannot be settled like that.
When you say ‘that I am afraid [ must confess that:
I do not knowwhat the fundamental pointsin dispute
are’ I am only amazed at your ignorance. This matter
& bhas been tackled since 1925 right upto 1935 by the:
most promment leaders in the country and so far no-
‘solution has been found. I would beg of you to
%study it and do not take upa seli-complacent attitude -
ii‘ﬁaﬁlﬂbf”you are earnest I don’t think you will find
‘much dlfﬂculty in reahzmg what the main peints in
disptte are, because they have been constantly men-
.tioned both in the press and on the public platform.

even very recently.

Yours sincerely,.

M. A. ]innah‘v

Allahabad, March 8, 193&

Dear Mr. Jinnah,

Thank you for your letter ef March 3td. 1 am
afraid our letters to each other repeat themselves. E
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go on requesting you to tell us what exactly are the
points in dispute which have to be discussed and you
.go on insisting that this should not be done by cor-
respondence. At the same time you have pointed out
that the main points in dispute have been constantly,
and very recently, discussed in the press and public
platform. I'have carefully followed press statements
and your public speeches. In my efforts to discover
those points: of dispute, I enumerated some of the
«criticisms which you were reported to have made in
public speeches. In your recly you stated that you
were misteported, but you did not say what the cor-
rect report should have been. Further you said that-
these were minor and trifling matters, but again you
did not point out what the major matters were. You
will perceive my difficulty. X hope I am not making
any insinuations or innuendoes, as you suggest in your
last letter. Certainly it is not my intention to do so,
not to raise trifling matters which are nof‘“géi:tﬁé{he to
the present subject. But what are these mattets
which are germane ? It may be that I am dense or
mnot sufficiently acquainted with the intricacies of the
problem. If so, I deserve to be enlightened. If you
will refer me to any recent statement made in the
press or platform which will help me in understand-
ing, | shall be grateful. '

It is not my desire, may I repeat, to carry on a con-
troversy by correspondence, but only to find out w hat
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¢the main points of discussion and dispute are. Itis
surely usual for national issues to be formulated and
«clarified in this way to facilitate discussion. Both in
national and international matters we are frequently
adoptmg this course.

You are perfectly rightin saying that this matter has
a‘beenjgyﬂaagklled‘_s_ggp;e./,19,,:2:§4 repeatedly. Do you not think
that this very hiscory warns us not to approach it in a
wague manner without clear ideas as to what we object
toand what we want? Apart from this, much has happen-
ed during these past few years which has altered the
position. For instance, the Communal Award. Do yo

- want this discussed with a view to some sett’lement
being arrived at on another basis? |

It is obviousthat the Congressis exceedingly anxzious
to tremove all causes of misunderstanding and friction.

e Apart from wider national issues, it would like todo so
because such misunderstanding comes inthe way ofits
work. It has frequently considered the problem and
passed such resolutions and put forward such proposals
as it considered right. I do not wish to discuss as to
whether these were right or not. That may be a matter
for argument. But according to our lights we tried to
do our best. If we did not succeed to the extent we
hoped to.do that is our misfortune and we shall gladly

consider suggestions which might lead to better
results, :

What are the various aspects of this matter’ May I

£numerate them?
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(1) The Communal Award, which includes séparate.-

electorates and reservation of seats.

(2) Religious guarantees.

(3) Cultural protection and guarantees, ;

Presumably these are the three main heads. There:
may be some minor matters but I do not refer to them.
as you wish to concentrate on the main issues.

As regards the Communal Award the position of the-
Congress has been clarified. Ifitis your desire to dlscuss
this matter, [ should like to know it.

As regards religious and cultural guarantees, the-
Congress has given as full assurances and guarantees.
as is possible. If, however, any other guarantees are
considered necessary, they should be mentioned.
About one of the questions which you have referred

to in your speeches, the Language question, 1 }zszve."w

written to you previously and sent you my brochure..
I trust that you agreed with its main conclusions.

Are we going to discuss these matters or some
others which T have not mentioned above ? Then
again the background of all such discussions must
necessarily be a certain political and economic one
~our struggle for independence, our anti-imperialism,.
our methods of direct action whenever necessary, our
anti-war policy, our attempt to remove the exploit~
ation of the m'asses, agrarian and labour problems,.
and the like. I take it that with the re‘orientation of
the Muslim League’s policy there will not be anwy
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great difference regarding this anti-imperialist back=-
- ground. ,
You will forgive me for repeatin g myself in these
letters and for saying the same things over and over
again. I do so because I am keenly desirous of your
appreciating my view-point, which I believe is aleo the
view-point of my celleagues in the Congtess. I haveno
desire to take up your time and to spend'ny time in
writing long letters.  PBut my mird demands clarity
before it can function effectively cr thirk in tetms of
any action. Vagueness or an avoiderce of ter! issve
cannot lead to satisfazctery results, It dces seem
strange to me that in spite of my rereated requests I
am not told what issues bave to be discussed.

I understand that Gardbiji bas alicecy written to
you expressing his readiness to bave a talk with ycu.
I am not now. the Corgre<s PIes:dert ard thus. bave
x%ct r}e ‘e repre‘el fatne CcrcC”V ht if I cep Le. .
ef ary kelp in this [I'wtff!' My se1vices ate st (l‘e dls-
rcsal of tte Ccngres ernd Tstell ng]y meet ycu ard
élscws these matters with you,

Yours sincerely,
Jawaharlal Nehru.

-1, Hastings Read,
New Delhi, March 17, 1938.
Dear Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru,

I have received your letter of the 8th Ma:ch 1938
19



Your first letter of the 18th of January conveyed to
me that you desire to know the points in dispute for
the purpose of promoting Hindu-Muslim unity. When
inteply I said that the subjec -matter cannot be solved
through correspondence and it was equally undesirable
as discussing matters in the Press, you in your reply of
the 4th February formulated a catalogue of grievances
with regard to my supposed criticism of the Congress
and utterances whichare hardly relevant to the question
for our immediate consideration. You went on persis~
ting on the samz line and you are still of opinion  that
those matters, although not germane to ‘the present
gubject, should be further discussed which I do not’

propose to do as I have already explamed to you in my
previous letter.

The question with which we started, as I understood,
is of safeguarding the rights and interests of the
Mussalmans with regard to their religion, culture,
language, personal laws and political rights in the
mational life, the government and the administration
‘of the country. Various suggestions have been made
which will satisfy the Mussalmans and create a sense
of security and confidence in the majority community.
I am surprised when you say in your letter under
reply, “But what are these matters which are germage?
It may be that I am dense or not sufficiently acquain-
ted with the intricacies of the problems. If so, I
deserve to be enlightened. If you will refer me to
any recent statement made in the press or platform
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which will help me in understanding, I shall be
grateful.” Perhaps ou h heard of th Fourteen

Points.

BT

Next, as you say, “‘Apart from this much has
happened during these past few years which has altered
the position.” Yes, I agree with you, and various
suggestions have appeared in the newspapers recently.

"For instance, if you will refer to the Stat esman, dated

the 12th of February, 1938, there appéars an article
under the heading, “Through Muslim Eyes” (copy

_enclosed for your convenience). Next, an article in

the New Times, dated the Ist of March, 19328, dealing
with your pronouncement recently made, I believe at
Haripura session of the Congress, where s;ou are report-
ed to have said:—

**T ' have examined this so-called communal question
through the telescope, and if there is nothing what cam
you see.”

This article in the News Time appeared onthe Ist of .
March, 1938, making numerous suggestions (copy enclos-
ed for convenience). Further, you may have seen Mr.
Aney’s interview where he warned the Congress
mentioning some ofthe points which the Muslim League
would demand. ,

Now, this is enough to show to you that various
suggestions that have been made, or are likely to be
made, or are expected to be made, will have to be
analysed and ultimately I consider itis theduty of every
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true nationalist, to whichever party or community he
may belong, to make it his business and examine the
situation and bring about a pact between the Mussalmans
and the Hindus and create a real united front; and it
gshould be as much your anxiety and duty as it is mine,
irrespective of the question of the party or the
community to which wz belong. Butif youdesire that
I should collect all these suggestions and submit to vou
as a petitioner for you and your colleagues to consider,
I am afraid I can’t do it for the purpose of carrying on
further correspondence with regard to these various
points with you. But if you still insist upon that, as
you seem to do so when you say in your letter, “My
mind demands clarity before it can function effectively
or think in terms of any action. Vagueness or an
avoidance of real issues could not lead to satisfactory
- results. It does seem strange to me that in spite of my
repeated requests I am not told what issues have to be
discussed.”” This 1s bardly a correct description or a
fair representation, but in that case I wouldrequestyou
to ask the Congress officially to communicate with me
to that effect and I shall place the matter before
the Council of the All-India Muslim League
as you yourself say that you are ‘‘ not the Cong-
ress President and thus have not the same repre-
gsentative capacity but if [ can %e of any help in
this matter my services are at the disposal of the
- Congress and I shall gladly meet you and discuss
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-these matters with you, As to meeting you and
discussing the matters with you, I need hardly say
-that I shall be pleased to do so.
Yours sincerely,
M. A. Jinnah,

Extract from the NEW TIMES, Lahore
dated the Ist March, 1938.
THE COMMUNAL QUESTION

In its last session at Harlpura the Indian _,Natlonal

Congress passed a resolutlon for assurmg
fof their tehglous and cultutal rights. The resolutlon
-was moved by Pandit Jawaharlal and was carried. The
-gpeech which Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru made on this
_occasion was as bad as any speech could be,  If the
-resolution has to be judged in the light of that speech,
.then it comes to this that the resolution has been
-passed not in any spirit of seriousness, but merely as a
-meaningless assurance to satisfy the foolish “minorities .
-who “are clammering “ for the satisfaction of the
.communal problem.”. Mr. Jawaharlal Nehru pro-
.ceeded on the basis that there was really no com-
‘munal ‘question.” We should like to reproduce the
-trenchant manner in which he put forward the pro-
position. He said: “I have examined the so-called
communal question through the telescope and, if there
sis nothing, what can you see.”” It appears to us that
it'is the height of dishonesty to move ‘a resolution
with these promises. - If there is no minority question
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why proceed to pass a resolution ? Why not state
that there is no minority question. This is n-t the
tirst time that Pandit Jawaharlal Nebru has ex~
pressed his complete inability to understand or see
the communal question. When replying to a state-
ment of Mr. Jinnah he re-iterated his conviction
that in spite of his best: endeavour to understand
. what Mr. Jinnah wanted he could not. get at what
he wanted.  He seems to think that with the
Communal Award which the Congress had opposed,.
the seats in the Legislature bave become assured and
now nothing remains to be done. He repeats the of-
fensive statement that the Communal Award is merely.
a problem created by the middle or upper classes for
the sake of a few seats in the Legislature or appoint-
ments in Government service or for Ministerial
positions. We should like to tell Pandit Jawaharlal
Nehru that he has completely misunderstood the
position of the Muslim minority and it is .a matter of
intense pain that the President of an All India Or-
ganisation which claims to represent the entirejj
population of India, should be so completely ‘ignorant
of the Muslim minority. We shall set forth below
some of the demands so that Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru
may not bave any occasion hereafter to say that he
does not know what more the Muslims want. The
Muslim. demands are : —

1. That the Congress shall henceforth w1thdrawr
all opposition to the Communal Award and should
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cease to prate about it as if it were a negation off
nationalism. It may be a negation of nationalism, but
if the Congress has announced in its statement that
it is not opposing the Communal Award, the Muslims
want that the Congress should at: least stop alb
agitation for the recession of the Communal Award.

2. The Communal Award merely settles the
question of the representation of the Muslims and of-
other minorities in the Legislatures of the country.
The further question of the representaticn of the
minorities 1n the services of the country remains.
Muslimé demand that they are as much entitled to be
represented in the services of their motherland as the
Hindus and since the Mnslims  have come to realise
by bitter experience that ‘it is impossible for any
protection to be extended to Muslim rights in the.
matter of their Arepr.esentation in the services, it is
necessary that the share of the Muslims in the services.
should be definitely fixed in the constitution and by
stautory enactment so that it may not be open to any.
Hindu head of any department to ride roughshod.
over Muslims in the name of ‘‘ Efficiency.” Pandit.
Jawaharial Nehru knows that in the name of effi-
ciency and merit, the right of Indians to man the.
services of their country was denied by the bureau--
cracy. To-day when Congress is in power in
7 Provinces, the Muslims have a right to demand of:
Congress leaders that they shall unequivocally ex-
press themselves in this regard.
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3. Muslims demand that the protection of their
“Personal Law and their culture shall be guaranteed
‘by the statute. And as an acid test'of the sincerity
of Pandit JTawaharlal Nehru and the Coungress in chis
regard, Muslims demand that the Congress should
‘take in hand the agitation in connection with the
‘Shahidganj Mosque and should use its moral pressure
to ensure that the Shahidganj Mosque is restored to
its original position and that the Sikhs desist from
‘profane uses and thereby injuring the religious
" .susceptibilities of the Muslims, |

4. Muslims demand that their right to call Azan
and perform their religious ceremonies shall not be
"fettered in any way. We sshsuld like to tell Pandit
Jawaharlal Nehru that in a village, in the Kasur
“Tehsil, of the Lahore Dirtrict, known as Raja_Jang,
-the Muslim inhabitants of that place are not allowed
by the Sikhs to call out their Azans loudly. With
-such neighbours, it is necessary to have a statutory
guatantee that the religious rights of the Muslims
.shall not be in any way interfered with and on the
:advent of Congress rule to demand of the Congress
that it shall use its powerful orgaaization for the
‘prevention of such an event. In this connection we
should like to tell Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru that the
Muslims claim cow slaughter as one of their religious
«rights and demand that so long as the Sikhs are per-
mmitted to carry on Jhatka and to live on Jhatka, the
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Muslims have every right to insist on their undoubted
sright to slaughter co ws. Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru is -
not a very great believer in-religious injunctions.
‘He claims to be living on the economic plane and
we should like Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru to know that
for-a Muslim the question of cow-slaughter is a mea-
sure of economic necessity and that therefore it does
not remain open to any Hindu to statutorily prohibit
the slaughter of cows. ‘

5. Muslims demand thac their ma]ormes in the
Provinces in which they are at present shall not be
affected by any territorial redistributions or adjust-
ments. The Muslims are at present in majority in
the provinces of Bangal, Punjab,  Sind, North-
Western Frontier Province and Baluchistan.  Let the
‘Congress hold out the guarantee and express its
readiness to the incorporation of this guarantee in the
Statute that the present distribution of the Muslim
population in the various previnces shall not bz inter-
fered with through the medium of any territorial
distribution or re-ad]ustment

6. The question of national anthem is another
iatter. Pandit Jawabarlal Nehru cannot be unaware
that Muslims all over have refused to accept the
Bande Matram or any expurgated addition of the

anti-Muslim song as a ' binding national anthem, If

Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru cannot succeed in inducing
ithe Hindu majority to drop the use of this song, then
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let him nct talk so tall, and let bhim realise that the
great Hindu mass dces nct take him seriously except
as a strong force to injure the cause ¢f Muslim
solidarity.

7. The question of language and script is an-
other demand of the Muslims. The Muslims insist
on Urdu being practically their national language ;
they want statutory guarantees that the use of the
Urdu tongue shall not in any manner be curtailed or
damaged.

8. The question of the representation of the
Muslims in the local bodies is another unsolved
question. Muﬁlims demand that the principle under-
lving tbte Ccmmunal Award, namely, separate
electorates and representation according to popula-
tion strength should apply uniformly in the various
local and other elected bodies from top to bottom.

‘ We can go on multiplying this list but for the
present we shoald liké to know the reply of the
Congress and Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru to the demands
that we have set forth above. We should like Pandit
Jawabarlal Nehru fully to understand that the
Muslims are more anxious than the Hindus to see
complete independence in the real sense of that term
established in India. They do not believe in any
Muslim Raj for India and will fight a Hindu Raj,
tooth and nail. They stand for the complete freedom

‘-T)f country and of all classes inhabiting this country
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but they shall oppose the establishment of any majority

Raj, of a kind that will make a clean swaep of the cul-
tural, religious and political guarantees of the various
minorities as set forth above. Pandit Jawaharlal
N:bra is under the comforting imodression that the
questions set forth are trivial questions but he should
reconsider his position in the light of the emphasis
aad importanee which ‘the minorities —which are
effacted by the programmz of the Congress place on
these matters. After all it is the minorities which
are to judge and not the majorities. It appears to us
that with the attitude of mind which Pandit Jawahar
Lal Nehru betrayed in his speech and which the
seeonder of that resolution equally exhibited in his
speech, namely, that the question of minorities and
majorities was an artificial one and created to suit
vested interests, it is obvious that nothing can come
out of the talks that Pandit .Jawaharlal Nehru re-
cently initiated between himself and Mr. Jinnah. If
the Congress is in the “belief that this reiteration of
its inane pledge to the minorities will satisfy them
and that thzy will b2 ‘taksn in by mare words, the
Congress is badly mistaken. ‘

29



Extract from the STATESMAN, New Delhi Edition.
dated the 12th February, 1938.

THROUGH MOSLEM EYES.
By Ain-el-Mulk.

Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru's Bombay statement of
January 2 on the Hindu-Moslem question has produc~
ed hopeful reactions and the stage has been set for a ‘
talk between the leaders of what, for the sake of
convenience, may be described as Hindu India and
Moslem India. Whether the Jinnah- Jawaharlal talks.
will produce in 1938 better results than the Jinnah-
Prasad talks did in 1935 is yet to be seen. Too much
optimism would not, however, be justitied. The
Pandit, by way of annotating his Bombay statement
while addressing the U. P. delegates for Haripura at-
Lucknow, at the end of January, emphatically assert-
ed that in no case would Congress ‘‘ give up its

principles.” That was not a hopeful statement,
because any acceptable formula or pact that may be

evolved by the leaders of the Congress and the
League would, one may guess, involve the acquies-
cence of the Congress in separate electorate (at least
for a certain period), coalition Ministries, recognition
of the League as the one authoritative and reptesenta--
tive organisation of Indian M'oslems, modification
of its attitude on the question of Hindi and its script,.
scraping of Bande Mataram altogether, and possibly
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a re-designing of the tri-colour flag or at least agreeing’

to give the flag of the League an equal importance.

It is possible that with a little statesmanship on both

sides agreement can be reached on all the points
without any infringement of the ‘principles of either,

but the greatest obstacle to. a satisfac:ory solution

would still‘remain-, in the shape of the communalists

of the Mahasabha. and the irreconcilables of Bengal,
all of whom are not of the Mahasabha alone. - The

right of the Congress to speak in the name of Hindus
has been openly challenged and even the Jinnah-Prasad

formula which did not satisfy the Moslems and

nothing on the lines of whichis now likely to satisfy

them—bas been vehemently dencunced by Bengal

Provincial Conference held at Vishnupur which recent~
ly passed an extremely communal resolution, and that

the latest utterances of the Congress President-elect
- on the communal situation generally and the Jinnah-
Prasad formula in particular show some restraint, The
only thing for Muslims to do in the circumstances is
to wait and hope for the best, without relaxing ‘their
efforts to add daily to the strength of the League for
it will not do to forget that it ts the growing power
and representative character of the Muslim League
which has compelled Congress leaders to recognize the
necessity for an understanding with the Moslem comm-~
unity.
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1, Woodburn Park,
Calcutta, April 6, 1938.
Dear Mr. Jinnah,

Your letter of the 17th March reached me in the
Kumaun ‘Hills where I had gone for a brief holiday.
From there I have come to Calcutta. I propose to
return to Allahabad to-day and I sball probably be
there for che greater part of April. If it is convenient
for vou to.come there we could meet. Or if 1t suits
you better to go to Lucknow I shall try to go there.

I am glad that you have indicated in" your last
Jetter a number of points which you have in -mind.
The enclosures you have sent mention these and I take
it that they represent your view-point. I was some-
what surprised to see this list as [ bad no idea that
you wanted to discuss many of these matters with us.
Some of these are wholly covered by previous decisions

.of the Congress, some others are hardly cipable of
discussion. .

As far as I can make out from your letter and the
«enclosures you have sent, you wish to discuss the
following matters :—

(1) The Fourteen Points  formulated by the
Muslim League in 1929.
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- The Congreés should withdraw all opposi-

_tion to the Communal Award and should

3

(4)

(5)

not describe it as 2 negation of national-
ism, ‘

The share of the Muslims in the State
services should be definitely fixed in the

_constitution by statutory enactment.

Muslim Personal Law and Culture should be
guaranteed by Stagute. . ; : ,

The Cangress should take in hand the agita-
tion  in conneéction with the ' Shahidganj

- Mosque and should use its moral pressure to

{6)

(9)

{10)

enable the Muslims to gain pessession of the
mosque..

The Muslims’ right te call Azan and pesform
their religious ceremonies should not  be

“ fettered in any way.

Muslims should have ffeedom to perform
cow-slaughter. ;

Muslim majorities in the Provinces; where .
auch majorities exist at present must not be

affected by any territorial redlsumbutmn ar
adjustmeénts.

The Bande Mataram-song should be given
up. .
Muslims want Urdu to be the national langu-
age of India and they desire to have statutory
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guarantees that the use of Urdu shall not “be
curtailed or damaged

(11) Mushm representationin local bodies shOUld
be governed by the principles underlying
the Communal ~Award, that is separate

- electorates and population strength.

(12) - The tri-colour tlag should be changed or,
alternatively, the flag of the Muslim - League
should be given equal importance.

(13) Recognition of the Muslim Lengue as the one
authoritative and representative organisation
of Indian Muslims. l

(14) Coalition mxmstrlee

It is further stated “that the formula evolved by you
and Babu Ra]endra Prasad in 1935 does not satisfy the
Muslims now and nothmg on those lmeq will satisfy
them. £ :

Itisadded that the list given above isnota complete
list and that it can be augmented by the addition of
further ‘demands.” Not knowing these possible and
wunlimited additions T can say nothing about them. But
Ishould like to deal with the various matters specifically .
mentioned and to indicate what the Congress attitude
has been in regard to them.

But before considering them, the political and econo-

‘mic background of the free India we are working
for has to be kept in mind for ultimately that is the
controlling factor. Some of these matters do notarise
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in considering an independent India or take a particular
shape or have little importance. We can discuss them
in terms of Indian independence or in terms of the
British dominance of India continuing. The Congress
naturally thinks in terms of independence. though i¢
adjusts itself occasxonally to the present transitional

" and temporary phases. It is thus not. mterested

in amendments to the present constitution, but~ aims
at its complete removal and its substitution by a
constrtutlon framed by the Indian people. througha

' Constltuent Assembly,

EY

Another matter has assumed an urgent and vital
significance and thisis the exceedingly critical inierna-
tional situation and the pyssibility of war. - This must
concern India greatly and affect her struggle for
freedom. This must, therefore, be considered the
governing factor of the situation and almost every-
thing else becomes of secondary importance, for all
our efforts and petty arguments will be of little
avail if the foundation is upset. The Congress bas
clearly and repeatedly laid down its policy in the event
of such a ¢erisis and stated tbat‘it will be no party to
imperialist war. Peace, therefore, and Indian
independence is its basic policy. The Congress will
very gladly and willingly co-operate with the Muslim
League and all other orgnnisations and individuals in
the furtheranqe of this policy. ‘

1 have carefully looked through the various matters
to which you have drawn attention in your letter and
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its enclosures and I find that there is nothing in them
which refers'to or touches the economic demands of
the masses or affects the all-important questions of
poverty and uremployment. For. all of us in India
these are the vital issues and unless some solution is
found fer them, we function in vain. The question
‘of State services, howsoever important and “worthy of
consideration it might be, affects a very small number
of people. The peasantry, industrial workers, artisans
and petty shopkeepers form the wvast majority of the -
population and they are not improved in any way by
any ofthe demands listed above. Theirinterestsshould
be paramount. o
Many ofthe ‘demands’ involve changes of the consti-
tution which we are not in a position to bring about.
Even'if some such changes are desirable in themselvas,
it is not our policy to press for minor constitutional
_changes.  We want to do away completely with the

present constitution and replace it by another for afree
India. .

In the same way the desire for statutory guarantees
involves constitutional changes which we cannot give
effect to. All we can isto state that ina future constitu-
tion for a free India we want certain guarantees to be
incorporated. We have done thisin regard to religious,
“cultural, linguistic and other rights of mincrities in the
Karachi resolution on Fundamental Rights. We wculd
like these fundamental rights to be made a part of the

#
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constitution.
I now deal with the various matters listed above.
1. The fourteen Points, Lhad.thought, were some-
what out_of date. Many of their provisions have,
been given effect to by the Communal Award and
in other ways; some others are entirely acceptable
to the Congress; yet others require constitutional
changes which, as I have mentioned above, are beyond
our present competence. Apart from the matters
covered by the Communal Award and those involv-
ing a change in the constitution, oneor two matters
remain which give rise to - difference of opinion
and which are still likely to lead to considerable
argument. ' ' ~ IR
2. The Congress has clearly stated its attitude to=
wards the Communal Award, and it comes to this that
it seeks alterations canly on the basis of mutual consent
of the parties concerned. 1do not understand how
any one can take objection to this attitude and policy.
1f we are asked to describe the Award as net being
anti-national, that would be patently false. Even
apart from what it gives to various groups, its whole
basis and structure are anti-national -and come in the
way of the development of national unity., As you
know it gives an overwhelming and wholly undeserving
: we:ghtage to the Eutopean elements in certain parts
- of India.” If we think in terms of an independent
India we cannot possibly fit in this Award with it.
It is true that under stress.of citcumstances we have
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someétimes to accept asa temporary maasute something
that is on the face of it anti-national. Itis also true
that in the matters governed by the Communal Award
we can only find a satisfactory and abiding solution by
the consent and goodwill of the parties concerned. That
is the Congress policy.

-3. The tixing of the Muslims’ share in the State
services by statutory enactment necessarily involves
the fixing of the shares of other groupsand communities
similatly. This would mean a rigid and compartmental
State structure which will impede progress and develop-
tributed and no community should bave cause to com-
ment. At the same time it is "generally admittd that
State appointments should be fairly and adeqﬁately dig=
ttibuted and no community shouid have cause to com- -
plain. It is far better to do this by convention and
agreement. The Congressis fully alive to this issue
and desites to meet the wishes of various groups in
the fullest measure, so as to give to all minority
communities, as stated in No. 11 of the Fourteen
Poiats, "an adequate share in all the services of the
State and in Jocal self-governing bodies having due
regard to the requirements of efficiency.” The State
to-day is becoming more and more technical and demands
expett knowledge in its various departments. It i3
right that, if a commuaity is backward in this technical
and expert knowledge, special efforts should be made
to give it this education to bring it up to a higher level.
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I understand that at the Unity Conference held
at Allababad in 1933 or thereabouts, a mutually
satistactory solutlon of this question of State services
was arrivedat.

4, As regards protectlon of culture the Congress
has declaredits wxlhngness to embody this in the fun-
damantal laws of the constitution. It has also declared
that it does not wish to interfere in any way with the ‘
personal law of any community. |

5. Iam considerably surprised atthe suggestion that
the Congress should take in hand the agitation in con-
nection whith the Shahidganj mosque: Thatisa matter.
to be decided either legally or by mutual agreement.
The Congress prefers in all such matters the way of
mutual agreementandits services can always be utilised
- for this purpose where there isan opening forthem and

.a desire to this effect onthe part of the parties concern-
ed I amglad that the Premier of the Punjab hassuggest-
ed that this is the only satxsfactory way to asoiutlon of
the problem.

6. The right to perform religious ceremonies
should certainly be guaranteed to ‘all communities,
The Congress resolution about this is quite clear.
I know nothing about the particular incident relating
to a Punjab village which has been referred to. No
doubt many instances can be gathered together from
various parts of India where petty ‘interferences ‘take
place with Hindu, Muslim or Sikh ceremonies. These
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have to be tactfully dealt whith wherever they arise.
But the principle is quite clear and shOuld be agreed to.

7. As regards cow-slaughter, there has. been a
great deal of entirely false and unfounded propaganda-
against the Congress suggeiting that the Congress
was going to stop it forcibly' by legislation. The -
Congress does not wish to undertake any legi.lative
action in this matter to restrict the established rights
of the Muslims.

8. The question of territorial redistribution has not
arisen in any way. If and when it arises, it must be ‘
dealt with on the basis of mutual agreement of the
parties concerned.,

9. Regarding the Bande Mataram song the Work-
ing Committee 1ssued a long statement in QOctober
last to which I would invite your attention. First of
all it has to be remembered that no formal national
anthem has been adopted by the Congress at any time.
It is true, however, that the Bande Mataram song has
been intimately associated with Indian natxonahsm for
more than thirty years and numerous associations of
sentiment and sacrifice bave gathered round it.
Popular songs are.not made to order, nor can they be
successfully imposed. They grow out Qf public
- sentiment. During all these thirty or more years “the
‘Bande Mataram song was never considered as having
any religious significance and was treated as a national
song in praise of In'ia. Nor,to my knowledge, was
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any objection taken to it except on political grounds
by the Government. When, however; some objections
were raised, the Workingzv(fommittee carefully consi-
-dered the matter and ultimately decided to recom-
mend that certain stanzas, which contained certain:
allegorical references ; might not be used on national
platforms or occasions. The two stanzas _that have
been recommended by the Workmg Commlttce for
‘ use as a natlonal song have not ord or a phrase
whlch can offend anybody from any point. of v1ew and
I am. surpnsed that .any-one can ob]ect to them They
may appeal to some more than to others, Some‘,mqy
prefer another national song ; they have full freedom
to do so. But to compel large numbers to give up what
they have long valued and grown attached to is to
cause needless hurt to them and injure the nationa!l
‘movement itself. It would be improper for a national _

organization to do this,

10. About Urdu and Hindi, I have previously
written to you and have also sent you my pamphlet on
“The Question of Language.”” The Congress has declar-
- ed in favour of guarantees for languages and culture. It
wants toencourage all the great provincial Ianguages of
India and at the same time to make Hindustani, as
written bothinthe Nagriand Urduscripts, thenational
language. "Both scripts should be officially recognised
and the choice should be left to the people concerned.

In fact this policy is béin% pursued by the Congress
= 1 ” - i



Ministries.

11. The Congress has long. béen of opmlon that
]a:m electorates.are prerena‘ole to separate electorates
from the pomtot viewof national unityand harmomous
co-operation between the different communities. But
" joint electorates, in order to have real value, must not
be imposed on unwilling groups. Hence the Congress
is quite clear that their introduction should depend on
their acceptance by the people concerned. Thisis the
policy that is being pursued by the Congress Ministries
in regard to local bodies. Recently in a bill dealing
with local bodies introduced in the Bombay Assembly,
separate electorates were maintained but an option
was given to the people concerned to adopt ijoint
‘electorate, if they so chose. This princip:e seems to be
in exact accordance with No. 5 of the Fourteen Points,
which lays down that ‘‘Representation of communal
groups shall contihue to be by means of separate
electorate as at present, provided that it shall be open
to any community, atany time, to abandon its separate
electorate in favour of joint electorate. It surprises me
that the Muslim League group in the Bombay Assembly
should have opposed the Bill with its optional clause

“although this carrled out the very policy of the Muslim
League.

May I also point out that in the resolution passed
by the Muslim League in 1929, at the time it adopted
the Fourteen Points, it was stated that“‘the Mussalmans
will not  consent to joint electoratcs unless Sind is
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actually constituted into a separate province and
reforms in fact are introduced in the N.W.F. Province
and Baluchistan om the same footing as in: other
Provinces.” Since then Sind has been separated and
the N. W. F. Province has been placed on a level with
other Provinces So far as Baluchistan is concerned, the
Congres is committed to a levelling up of this area in
the same way.
12. The National tri- colou: Flag .was . adopted
originally 1n 1920 by the Congtess after fulland careful
‘ consultatwn with eminent Muslim Sxkh and other -
leaders. Obvxously a country and a natlonal movement
must have a natlonal flag representing the nation and
all communities init. No communal flag can represent
the nation. If we did not possess a national flag now
we would have to evolve one.” The present National
Flag had its . colours -originally selected in_order to
represent the various communities, but we did not hike
to. lay stress on this communal aspect of the colours.
Axrtistically I think the combination of orange, white ‘
and green has resulted in a.flag which i s, ptobably the
most beautiful ofall national flags. For these many
years our flag has been used and it bas spread to the
remotest village and cottage and brought hope and a
sense of all India unity to our masses. It has been
associated with great sacrifices on the part of our
people, including Hindus, Muslims and Sikbs, and
many have suffered lathi blows and imtrisonment and -
even death in defending it from insult or injury. Thus
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~ a powerful sentiment bas grown up in its favour. On

innumerable occasions Maulana. Mohammad Ali,
Maulana Shaukat Ali and many leaders of the Mushm
League to-day. bave associated themselves, ith this
ﬂag and emphasised its virtues. and signifi
a symbol of Indian unity. It has spread outside
the Congress ranks and been generally recognised
as the flag of the pation.. It is difficuit to under-
stand how any-one can reasonably object to it now.

‘Communal flags cannot obviously take its
place for that can only mean a host of flags of
various communities being used together and thus
emphasifing our disunity and separateness. Com-
munal flags might be used for religious function
or aver any public building meant for various
communities. :

May I add that during the past few months, on
several occasions, the National Flag has been insulted
by some membess or volunteers of the Muslim League.
This has pained us greatly but we have delibrately
avoided anything in the nature of conflict in order
not to add to communal bitterness. We bhave also
issued strict orders, and they have been obeyed, that
no interference should take place with the Muslim
League Flag, even though it might be“mappropnately
displayed.

13. Ido not understand what. is meant. by our re- .

%cognmon of the

orgamsatxon of Indxan Mushms Obwoyusl
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League is an important communal organisation and we
deal with 1535 such; But we have to deal with all og-
ganisations and individuals that come within our ken,
We do not determine the measure of importance or
distinction they possess. There are- a large number,
about a hundred thousand, of Muslims on the Congress

‘rolls, many of whom have been our close companions,

in prigsons and outside, for many years and we value

. their comradeship highly.  There are many organisa-
tions which contain Muslims and non-Muslims alike,

" such as Trade Unions, Peasant Unions, Kisan Sabhas,
Debt Committees, Zamindar Associations, Chambers

of Commerce, Employees’ Associations; etc, and we

have contacts with them. There are speciz uslim

organisations such as the Jamiat-ul- Ulemaa,« the: Proja

Party, the Ahrars and others, whlch claim, attention.

IneVItably the more important the organisation the

more the attention paid to it, but ‘this importance

does not come from outside recognition but from
inherent strength. And the other organisations, even

though they might be younger and smaller, cannot  be

ignored.

14a 1 sbou‘d like' to know what is meant by

¢ ies. A winistry must have a definite
political and economic programme and policy. And
other kind of ministry would be a disjointed and
ineffective body, with no cleat mind or direction.
Given a common political and "economic programme
and policy co-operation is easy. You know probably
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that some such co-operation was .sought for and
obtained by the Congress in the Frontiet Province. “In
Bombay also, repeated attempts were made on behalt
of the Coﬁgress to obtain this co-operation on the basis
of a common programme. The Congresa has gone to
the Assemblies with a definite programme and in’
furtherance of a clean policy.. It will always gladly
co-operate with other groups, whether “it is in
majority or minority in an Assembly, in furtherance
of that programme and policy. On that basis I can
conceive of even -coalition ministries being formed.
Without that basis the Congress has no interest in a
Ministry or in an Assembly.

I have dealt, I am afraid at exceeding length, with
the various points raised in your letter and its en- »
closures. Iam glad that I have had a glimpse irto
your mind through this correspondence as this enables
me to understand a lictle better the problems that are
before you and perhaps others. I agree entirely that
it is the duty of every Indian to bring about harmon-
ious joint effort of all of us for the achievement of
India’s freedom and the ending of the poverty of her
‘ people. For me, and T take it for most of us, the
Congress, has been a means to that end and not an
end in itself. It has been a privilege.for .us. to work
through the Congress because it has drawn to itself
the love of millions of our. countrymen,. and through -
their sacrifice and united effort, taken us a long way to
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our goal. But much remains to be done and we have
all to pull together to that-end.

Personally the idea of pacts and the like does
not appeal to meé, though perbaps they might  be
necessary occasionally.,. What seems to be far more
important is a more basic uadarstanding of each other,
bringing with it the desire and ability to  co-operate
together. That larger co-operation, if it is to include
our milions, must necessarily be 1n the interests of
these mllhons My mind therefore s - contmually
gyoccupxed thb the pmb‘ems of these., ;mhappy -masses
:‘of thls cquntry and I v1e‘i all, other problemsw in this
hght )
also. in thzs perspectwe for otherwxse it has no. great
'sxgmfscance for me. ; '

You seem to imagine that I wanted you to put
forward. suggestions as a petitioner, and then you
propose that the Congress should officially  communi-
cate with you. Surely you have misunderstood me
-and done yourself and me an injustice. There is no
question of petitioning either by you or by me, but a
desire to understand each other and the problem that
we have been discussing. I do not understand the
. significance of your wanting an official intimation
from the Congress. T do notask you- for aa official
reply on behalf of the Muslim League. Organi ations
do not function in this way. ‘Itis not a question of
prestige for the Congress or for any of us, for we
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are keener on reaching the goal we have set before us,
than on small matters of prestige. The Congtess isa
great enough organisationtoignore such petty matters,
and if some of us have gained a measure of influence
and popularity, we have done so in the shadow of the
Congress.

You will remember that 1 took the initiative in
writing to you and requesting you to énlighten meag
to what your objections were tothe Congress policy
and what, according toyou, were the points in dispute.
I had read many of your speeches, as reported jn the
press and I found to my regret that they were full of
strong attacks on the Congress which. according to my
way ofthinking, were not justified. I wantedto remove
_ any misunderstanding, where such existed, and to clear
the air.

I have found, chiefly in the Urdu press, .the most
astounding. falsehoods about the Congress, I refer to
facts, not to opinions, ‘and to facts within my knowledge
Two days ago, here in Calcutta, [ saw a circular letter
or notice issued by a Secretary of a Muslim League.
This contained a list of the so-called misdeeds of the
U. P. Government. - I read this with amazement for
there was not an atom of truth in most of the charges.
I suppose they were garnered from Urdu press.
Through the press and the platform such charges
have been ‘tepeated on numercus occasions  and
communal passion have thus beenroused and bitterness
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created. - This has grieved me - and [ have sought by
writing to you and to Nawab Ismail Khan to find
a way of checking this deplorable deterioration” of
our public life, as well as surer basis for co-opera-
tion. That problem still faces us and I hope we shall
solve it, . : A e :

I have mentioned earlier in this letter the critical
International situation and the terrible sense of impend-
ing catastrophe that hangs over the worla. My mind
is obsessed with this and I want India to. realize it
and be ready for all consequences, good or ill, that
may f{low from it. In this period. of world crisis,

all of us, to whatever party or group we might belong
and whatever “our. differences might be, have the"
primary duty of holding together ‘to protect our
people from the perils that might encompass them.
Our differences and arguments seem trivial when the
future of the world and of India. hangsin the balance.
It is in the hope that all of us will succeed in building

~up this larger unity in our country that I have written
to you and others repeatedly and at Jength. ,

There is one small matter I should like to men-
tion. The report of my speech at Haripura, as given
in. your . letter and the newspaper article, is not
correct. | o

We have been corresponding for some time and
mwany vague rumours float about as to’ what we have
beensaying to each other. Anxious inquiries come to
meand I have. no doubt  that similar inquiries are
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addressed to you also. I  think that we might take
the public into our Qonfidence now for this is a public
matter in which many are interested. 1 suggest
therefore that our correspondence might. be released
ta the.press.. I presume you will have np. objection.
Yours sincerely,
Jawaharlal Nehru.
Little Gibbs Road,
Malabar Hill,
,_ ' Bombay, April 12, 1938.
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru,
Allababad, (UJ. P.)
Dear Pandit ]awaharla[

Iam in receipt of your letter of the 6th Apnl 2
, 1‘938.‘ I am extremely obliged to you for informing
me that you propose to return to Allahabad and shall
“probably be there tor the greater part of April and
suggesting that, if it would be convenient for me to:

come there, we could meet, or, if it suits me better to

"~ go to Lucknow you will try togo there. I am afraid
that it is not possible for me owing to my other engage-
ments, but I shall be in Bombay about the end of April
and if itis conven“i“ent to you, I shall be very glad to
meet you.

As to the rest of your letter, it has, been to me ‘a
most painful reading,.. It seems to me that you cannot
. even ac‘curately interpret my letter, as you very honest-
Iy say that your “mind is obsessed with the Inter-
nationgl situation and the terrible sense of impending
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catastrophe that bangs over the world,” so you are
thinking in terms entirely divorced from realities
which face us in India. I canonly express my great
regret at your turning and twisting what I wrote to
youand putting entirely a wrong complezion upon
the position I have p_laced'before you at your .reqliesta
You have formulated ‘certain points in your letter
which you father “upon me to begin with as m‘y‘
proposals.. I sent you extracts from the press ‘which
had recently appeared simply because I believed you
when you repeatedly asserted and appealed to me that
you would be grateful if [ would refer you to any
recent statements made in the press or platform which
would help you in understanding matters.  These are
' some of the matters which are undoubtedly agitating:
Muslim India, but the guestion how to meet them and
to what extent and by what means and methods, is the
business; as I have said before, of every true national-
ist to solve. Whether constitutional changes are
necessary, whether we should do it by agreemerit or
conventions and so forth, are matters, I thought, were
for discussio1, but I am extremely sorry to find that
you have in your letter already pronounced your judg-
ment and given your decisions on a good many of
them with a preamble which negatives any suggestion
of discussion which may lead to a settlement, as yc)u'v
start by saying, “I was so much surprised to see this
list as [ have no idea that you wanted to discuss many
" of these matters with us; some of these are wholly
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covered by previous decisions of the ‘Congress, ‘some -
others are hardvly capable -of discussion,” and then
you proceed to your conclusions having formulated
the points according to your own notionsg.- Your tone
and language again display the same arrogance and
militant - spirit as if the Congressis the sovereign
power, and, as an indication, you extend your - patron-
age by saying that ** obviously the Muslim League -is
an important communal organisation and we deal with
it as such, as we have to deal with all organisations
and individuals that come within .our ken. We do
not determine the measure of importance or distinc-
tion ‘they 'possess” and then you mention 'vatious
other organisations. Here [ mayadd tbatin my opinion,
as T have publicly stated. so. often, . that, Janless the
Congress recognises the Muslim League ona footing of
complete equahty and is prepared as such to negotiate
_fora Hmdu-Mushm settlement, we shall have to wait
and depend upon our inherent. strength which  will
- “determine the measure of importance o: distinction
it possesses.”” Having regard to ycur mentality it is
really difficult for me to make you understand the
position any further. Of course, as I have said before)
I-do not propose: to discuss the various matters, referr-
ed to by you,. by means of or through correspond‘ence.
as, in my opinion, that is not the way to tackle this
matter.. ,

With regard to your reference to ceatrin false-'
‘boods that have appeared about thz Congress in the
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Urdu press, which, you say, have astounded you, and
with regard to the circular letter referred to about
the misdeeds of the U.P. Government, I can express
no opinion without investigation but I can give you
-any number of-instances of falsechoods that have
appeared in the Congress press and in statements . of
Congressmen with regard to the All-India Muslim
League, some of the leaders and those who are connect-
ed with it. Similarly I can give you instances or
reports appearing in the Congress press and -speeches
of Congressmen which are daily deliberately mis-
representing and villifying the Muslim composition of
‘the Bengal, Punjab, Sind and Assam Governments
*with a view t> break those Governments, but that is
not the subject-matter of ‘our correspondence and

“besides no useful purpose will be served in doing so.
With regard to your request that our correspon-
 wence should be released-to the press, I have n ¢ objec-
~tion provided the correspondence between me and
Mr. Gandhi is also published simultaneously, as we
both have referred to him and his correspondence
with me in ours. You will please therefore obtain
;he"permissi‘on of Mr. Gandhi to that effect or,if
you wish, I will write to him, informing him ‘that you
desire to release the correspondence between us to
-the press and 1 am willing to agree to it provided he’
agrees that the correspondence between him and my-

self is also released. - Yours sincerely,
‘ M. ‘A. Jinpab,
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“~Anand Bhawan,
Allahabad Apnl 16, 1938.
M. A. Jinnah, Esq.,
Little Gibbs Road,
Bombay.
Dear Mr. Ji;inah,

Your letter of April 12th has just reached me.

I am exceedingly sorry that anything that I have
written to you should bave caused you pain. It seems
to be true that we approach public problems from
dlffetent standpomts and inevitably I try to place my
viewpoint bzfore vou and seek to gain your apprecia-
tion of it. To say anvthing that might pain you would'
defeat my own purpose, even apart from its impro-

priety. At the same time L owe it to you and to
" myself to endeavour to place frankly before you how
my mind works and what my views are on the subject-
matter under discussion. Our view-points might
_ differ, but I do believe that the margin of difference
can be lessened by a frank approach on -either side.
I have sought to make this approach inall singerity and
with every desire on'my part not to say anything that
might come in the way. -
In my last letter I dealt with the various points
mentioned in the extracts you had sent me asI pre-
“sumed that, as you bad drawn my attention' to them,
~ they might, to a large extent, represent what you had
in mind.  As you know [ have been: trying to. get at
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these points of diﬁérence and when I “saw something
concrete I wanted to give my reaction to it. I tried
to state what the Congress opinion has-beenin regard
to them. - There is no finality in déy‘-to—day; politics
although certain ptinciples are supposed to govern
politics. It is for the Congress, if it so chooses,to
vary any policy. "All'I'can dois to state Wbat the past
and present policy is. S _
I regret that you think that [ write in an arrogant
and militant spirit and as if [ considered the Congress
as the sovereign power. I am painfully conscious of
the fact that the Coagress is not a sovereign power and
that it i® limited .and circumscribed in a hundred
ways and further that it may have to go through the
wilderness. many a time again before it achieves its
“objective. You have referred to my obsession with
the International situation and the sense of impending
catastrophe that possesses me, If I feel that way, as
" Ido, Ican hardly grow complacent or imagine that
the: Congress is sovereign. - But when [ discuss Con-
gress pohcxes, as a Congressman I canonly repeat
what these are and not bring in my own particular
views on the subject, if these haj pen to be at variance
with Congress resolutions. -

You point out to me that the Congress press has
contained numerous falsehoods in regard to the Muslim
League and some of its leaders, as well as the provin-
cial governments of Bengal, Punjab, Sind and  Assam.
I entirely agree with you that falsehoods; misre presen-
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tations and insinuations are to be deprecated and
countered wherever they might occur, in the Utrdu,
Hindi or English press, or whatever the pohtlcal
complexion of the newspaper. There is no such thing.
as the Congress Press ‘over which the Congress has
control, but it is true that many newspapers generally
support the Congress. But whether we can influenc?
them or not, we certainly want to stop all such -false
and misleading statements and to ~express ~our disap
prval of them. In’ this matter I can oniy beg of you to
point out specific instances so that we might take
necessary action. :

I note what you say about the pubhcatlom of ‘our
correspondence. I have not got with me copies of
your correspondence - with Mahatma Gandhi. I am
therefore writing to him to seek hispermission as sug-
gested by you.

[am afraid- it will hardly be possible for me to
'visit Bombay in April or May. ' Early in June I intend
sailing for Europe. In'case I go to Bombay eatlier I
shall inform you so that we might have the opportuni-
ty of ‘meeting. ‘I understand that you will be meetmg
Mahatma Gandhi in the near future.

Yours sincerely,
Jawaharlal Nehru.
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JINNAH-BOSE Talks
‘ (1938)

In the course of the - talks between the: Congreés
President and Mr. Jianah, President of the All-India
Muslim -League, Mr. Jinnah suggested any agreement
that might be arnved at should be based on a clear .
understaneing -of the  position .of the Congress and of
the Muslim League. He proposed that the conversa-
tions should proceed on the following lines =— ‘

- ““The All-India Muslim League, as the authoritative
and representauve orgamsatmn of the Ind1an Mushms
and the Congress, as the authotitative and repre-
- sentative organisation of the solid body of Hindu
opinion; have hercby agrecd to the  following terms
by way of ‘a pact between the two major communities
and as a settlement of the Hinu-Muslim" question.”

"After further consideration ' a somewhat different
wording was suggested by him as follows :—

““ The Congress and the All-India Muslim League,
as the authoritative and representative organisation
of the Mussalmans of India, have heréby adreed to the
following terms of a Hindu-Muslim settlement by way
of a pact.”

This second statement, though shorter, apparently
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embodies the same idea which is given in the first,

that is that the Congress should represent the
Hindus and the Muslim Leage, the Mussalmans.

Congress Attitude

The Congress cannot .possibly consider itself
“or function as if it represenited  one community
only even though that might be the majority
community in India. Its doors .must. inevitably be
open to all communities and it must welcome
Indians who’ agree thh its ggneral pohcy and
methods, It cannot accept the posmon of representing
one community and thus itself becoming a communal
orgapisation. At the same time the Congress is
perfectly willing to confer and co-operate with
other organisations which represent minority interests.

It is obvious that the Mussalmans of India,
although a minority in the whole country, form a
very considerable part of the population and their
desires must be considered in any scheme affecting
India. It is also true that the All-India Muslim
League is an organisation representing a large body
of Muslim opinion which must carry weight, Itis
for this reason the Congress has endeavoured to
understand the viewpoint of the League and to come
to an understanding with it. The Congress, however,
would be bound to consult other existing Muslim
organisations '/h_ have  co- opergtg ]
Congress in th‘ past Further in the event of other
group or minority mterests being involved, it will
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be necessary to consult the representatives’ of’ such
interests.

On Moy 15, Mr. Bose addressed the followmg letter
~to My, Jinnah. ; 7

26, Marine Drive, Bombay.
Dear Mr. Jinnah,

Last night I gave you a note explaining our position..
You asked me what constructive proposals we had
to make. T think the note is self-explanatory. Having
made known the Congress reaction to your suggestion,
according to us it remains now to proceed to the
next stage, namely, appointment of respective commit-
tees  which will: jointly settle the terms of under-
standing.

Yours sincerely,
Subhas C. Bose

On May 16, Mr. Jinnah, wrote to Mr. Bose. as
follows : ‘ ‘

Little Gibbs Road,
Malabar Hill, Bombay.

7

Dear Mr.  Bose,

I acknowledge the receipt of a note you handed
over to me:. on behalf of  the .Congress on the
14th and also. I beg to acknowledge the receipt of
_your letter, dated the 15th of May, 1938. The
matter will be placed before the Executive Council
and the Working Committee of the All-India Muslim
League at a meceting to be called inthe firot week
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of June and I will communicate to you. ‘the dec151on
as soon as possible.
Yours sincerely,
M. A. Jinnah.
On June €, Mr. Jinnah wrote to Mr. Bose +—
Dear Mr. Bose, -
. I am enclosing herewith the unanimous opinion of
the Executive Council of the All-India: Muslim League
as promised by the note given to me by you on
behalf of the Congress on the 15th May, 1938.
Yours sincerely,
M. A. Jinnah.

Resolution No. 1

The Executive Council of the All-India Muslim
League has considered the note handed by the
Presidett Mr. Subhas C. Bose, on behalf of the
Congress to Mr. Jinnah, the President of the All-
India Muslim League, on the 14th May and his
letter of the 15th May, 1938, and find that it is
not possible for the All-India Muslim Legue to
treat or negotlate w1th the Congress th, question
;o of Hindu-Muslim settlement _except on the basis

" that the Mushm League 1s ‘ the author1tat1ve and

representatlve orgamsatmn of the Mussalmans of
India.

Resolution No. 2

The Council have also considered the letter
of Mr. Gandhi, dated the 22nd May, 1938, and
are of opinion - that it is not  desirable to include
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any. Muslim in the personnel of - the proposed
committee that may. be appomed by the Congress

Resolutlon No.

The Executive Council wish to make it clear that
it is the declared policy of the All-India Muslim League
that all other minorities should have their rights and’
interests . safeguarded . so -as to createa sense of security
amongst them and win their ‘confidence and- the: All-
India Muslim ILeague will -consult the representatives
of such minorities and any other interest as may be
involved. when necessary. :

The following telegram was sent by the Preszdent
to Mr. Jinnah on June 21.

Returned = vesterday. Received Letter, Thanks.
Regret delay acknowledgement. Subhas Bose.

On June 27 Mr. Subhash Chandra Bose addressed
the following letter to Mr. Jinnah — .

- 38/2 Elgin Road, Ca]cutta
Dear Mr. Jinnah,

Your letter of the 6th instant forwarding the
resolutions of 'the Executive Council of the Muslim
. League reached Calcutta duly, but as I was on tour,
I did not get them -till my return on the 20tk
‘instant. I telegraphed to you the next day, acknowle—
dging the receipt of your letter.

The Working Commlttee of  the Congress will
meet at Wardha on the Sth July. Your letter and the
resolutions of the Muslim League will  be placed
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before the Committee and I shall acquaint you with
its decision as soon as possible thereafter. I had been
to Wardha and have just returned from there.

With best regards,

Yours Sincerely,
Subhas C. Bose.

The following telegram was sent by the President
to My. Jinnah on June 24.

Papers report you intend publishing notes of your
conversation with Gandhiji and myself. Hope you will
not publish without obtaining approval first. Subhas -
Chandra Bose.

Mr. Jinnah replied to the above telegmm‘ on June 25
as follows :—
Subhas Bose
Wardha

Your telegram -
Newspapers referred absolutely untrue.
‘ Jinnah.
" Working Committee's decision
- Mr. Bose addressed the following letter to  My. Jinnah
from Wardha :—
Dear Mr. Jinnah,

The Working Committee has given - all ‘the
.attention it- was possible for it to give to the
resolutions of the Council of the Muslim League
which you were good enough to enclose with your
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letter of the 6th June 1938, ‘The. first . resolution

of the League Council defines the status of the
League. . If it means that before we proceed to
‘set up a’ machinery for considering the terms of
settlement of the cor’nmunal question, the . Congress
should ..recognise - the  status as defined in that resolu-
tion, there “is an. obvious difficulty. ,._Thgqgh the
kresolunon does ot use the adjective - “ only ™ the
language of the resolutlon means that “the ad]ectwe
is understood. Already ‘the Working Committee has
recewed warmngs agamst recogmsmg the excluswe

*whlch bave . been ;..\,‘funcpc;‘qpmg, mdepgndently of
“the Muslim_League. Some " of . them -are staunch
‘supporters of the Congress Moreover; ‘there -are
individual Muslims who are Congressmen, some  of
“whom exercise no inconsiderable - influence in  the
country. Then there is ‘the Frontier Province which
-is overwhelmingly Muslim .and is solidly with the
' Congress. you will see that in the face of these
known facts, it -is not only: impossible but improper
for the: Congress to make the admission, which the
first resolution -of the Leauge Council' apparéntly
“desires the Congress to make. It is suggested that
status of organisations does not - accrue - -to = them
by any defining of it. It comes through the service
to. which ‘a particular “organisation has dedicated
“itself.  The “Working ~ Committée, therefore. “hobes
“that the League Council will not ask the Congress
to ~do the impossible. - Is it' not -enough::that the
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Congress is not only willing but eager to establish
the friendliest relations with the League and to
come to an honourable understanding over the
much-vexed Hindu-Muslim question ? At -this...stage
it may perhaps be as well to state the..Congress
clalm. Though it is admitted that the largest
number of persons to be found on the numerous
~~Congress registers are -Hindus, the . Congress...has a
" fairly large number of Muslims and members of
other communities professing . different faiths. It has
been an unbroken tradition with the Congress to
represent all communities, all races. and all classes
to whom India is their home. From .its inception
it has often had distinguished Muslims as presi-
dents and as general secretaries who enjoyed the
confidene of the Congress and of the country. The
Congress tradition is that although a Congressman
does not cease to belong to faith in which he is
born and bred up, no one comes to the Congress
by virtue of his faith: He is in and out of the
Congress by vitrue of his endorsement of the political
principles and policy of the Congress. The.Congress
therefore, is in. no sense a communal organisation.
In fact, it bhas always {ought the communal spirit
because it is detrimental to the growth of pure
and undefined nationalism.

‘But Whilst the Congress makes this claim, and
has sought, with more or less success, to live' up
to the claim, the Working Committee would be
glad if your Council would come to an wunder
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standing with the Congress in order that we might
achieve national solidarity and wholeheartedly work
for realising our “common destiny. ‘

As to the second = resolution of . the Council,
I am afraid that it is not possible for . Working
Committee to conform to ' the desire. expressed
therein. :

The third resolution, ' the - Working Committee
is unable to understand. So far as the Working
Committee is concerned, the Muslim League is a
purely communal organistion, in the sense that it
seems to serve Muslim interest only and its member-
ship too is open only to Muslims. The Working
Committe also has all along understood that so
far as the League is concerned, it desires and
rightly, .a - settlement with the Congress on the:
Hindu-Muslim * question and not on questions
affecting all ‘minorities.: . So far as' the Congress 'is -
concerned, if the other minorities have a grievance
against the Congress, it is always ready to - deal
with them as it is its bounden duty to  do- so,
being - by “its - very  constitution an . organisation
representative  of All-India without distinction of caste
or cread. ‘ : ‘

In view of the foregoing I hope that it  will
be possible for us to take up the next stage in
our negotiations for reaching a settlement.

It is suggested that as the previous correspon-

dence has already been published, it would be
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wise ‘to: take the public into. confidence -and pub~
lish the subsequent  correspondence between us.
If you are agreeable, “these documents ‘will be
1mmed1ate1y released for publication. ,
; : ‘ Yours smcerely, L
S. ¢ BOSE
On August 2. Mr. dinnah addressed the followmg,
letter to My. Bose : e

Malabar Hill, Bombay Aug 2,
Dear Mr. Bose, :
I placed your letter dated the 25th of July, 19.58

before the meeting ‘of the Executive Council of the
All-India Muslim League

The Executlve Counc11 gave its earnest aftentlon
and careful consideration .to the arguments which
were urged in your letter for persuading it not to
claim the status it has done in its resolution number 1
already communicated to you.

I am desired to. state that in defining the status,

the Council was not actuated by any motive of securing
an admission, but had merely stated. an accepted fact,

‘The Council is, fully convinced that the Muslim
League is the only ,authoritative and representative
polltlcal orgamsatlon f
posmon was’ accepted when the Congress-League
" Pact was arnved at in 1916 at Luc ver since
till 1935 when ]mnab—Ra]endra Prasa conversation
took place, it has not "been q_uestmned The..All-India
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sion--or recogmtlon from the Congress nor d1d the’
resolutlon of the Executive Council at Bombay But
in view of the fact that the position—in fact the very
exlstence—of the League bad beon questloned by Pandlt‘
Jawahar lal Nehru, the then - president of the Congnss'
in one of his - statements, wherem he asserted that
there were only two partles in the country viz., the
British Governmment and the ‘Congress, it was
cons1dered necessary by the Executive Council ‘to
inform the Congress of the basis on ’WhICh the negotia-
tions between the two organisations could proceed.

Besides the very fact that the Congress approached
the Muslim ' Leaglie to enter into negOtiation‘s for a
settlement of the Hindu Muslim question; it presupposed
the ~ authoritaive and representative character of the
League and as such. its right to .come to -an agreement
on behalf of the Mussalmans of India. :

The Council ate aware of the fact that there isa
Congress Coalition Goverment in N.'W. F, P. ‘and
also that there are some Muslims in “the Congress
organisations, in other provinces. But..Council is of
opinion that these Mushms in the Congress do not and
cannot. _Iepresent the Mussaffnéns of Incha1 ,for the
81mp1e reason that thelr number is very insignificant
and that as members of the Congress, they have disabled
‘themselves from representing or to speak on behalf of
the Muslim community. Were it not so the whole
claim of the Congress allegsed in your letter regarding

13
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its national character would falt to the ground.

As regards “the other Mushm orgamsatmns, to
which reference has been made in your letter, but
whom you have not even named, the Council considers
that it would have been more properif no reference
had been made to them. If they collectively or indivi-
dually had been in a position to speak on behalf of
the Mussalmans of India, the negotiations with the
Muslim League, for a settlement of the Hindu-Muslim
question would not . have been initiated by the Presi-
. dent of the Congress and Mr. Gandhi.

So far as the Muslim League is concerned, it is
not awate that any Muslim political organisation has
ever made a claim that it can speak or negotiate
on behalt of the Muslims of India. It.is therefore very
much to be regretted that you should have .referred
to “ other Muslim organisations ™ in this connection.

The Council 1s equally anxious to “bring about a
settlement of “the much vexed Hindu-Muslim
question "', and thus hasten the realisation of the
common goal, but it is painful to find that suitable

arguments are being introduced to cloud the issue and
~ retard the progress of the negotiations.

In view of the facts stated above, the Council
wishes to point out that it considered undesirable the
inclusion of Mussalmans in  the Committee that might
be appoxnted by the Congress, “because it would meet
to solve and. settle the Hindu-Muslim “question and
s0 in the very nature of the issues involved, they
would not command the confidence of ecither Hindus
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or the Mussalmans and their position indeed would
be most embarrassing. The Council, therefore, request
you to consider the question in the light of the above

negotiations.
With reference to the third resolutlon, it ‘was the

memorendum of the Conference referred to in your
letter dated the 15th of May, 1938, in- which mention
-of other minorities was. made and the Muslim League
expressed its willingness to consult them if and when
it was necessary in consonance with its declared

policy:
As regards your desire for the release of the

correspondence, including this letter, for publication,
the Council has no - objection to your doing so.

Yours sincerely,
M. A. Jinnah.

On - August 16, Mr. Bose addressed the followmg
letter to Mr. J innah :— ;
38/2 Elgin Road, Calcutta.
: August 16, 1928,
Dear Mr. Jinnah,

Many thanks for your letter of the 2nd August
1938. I regret the delay in replying to it. As the
issue is a very important one, I desire to place your
letters before the Congress Working Committee at
_its next meeting in September. - Thereafter you will
hear from me again.

With kind regards,
Yours sincerely,

(8d.) {Subhas Bose)

B



orkmg C omm1ttee s Resulutmr
Dear Mr, Jmnah ‘

The workmg committee have conmdexed your
letter- of October 10, 1938 and regret the  decisions
contamed therein. Since the committee..da, not find
it possible to: agree. with the council of Muslim
League. as. to the basis ij;h@ negotiation angd since
council insist “that an agreement as to the bagis isa
sine ¢ua non-of any negotiations between the Congress
and the League, the wokag committee regret- that
_they are not in a position to do anything further in
‘the direction of starting negotiations with the League
with a view to arriving at a ‘settlement of the- Hmdu
Muslim question.

I am sorry for the delay in replying to “your letter
‘but I did not want to say-anything till the working
committee met and considered the matter. .

~Since the = previous correspondence has been
published already, I am taking the leberty of issuing .
‘thzs to the press,

Yours sincercly
‘Subhas C. Bose
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NEHRU-JINNAH TALKS
19391940
‘ . Bombay, Jan. 7.

Mr. M. A. Jinnab, President of the All-India
Muslim League, has released the correspondence bet-
tween hims2lf and Pandit Jawahar lal Nehru. While
releasing the correspondence Mr. Jinnah says*

“1 regret to find that Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru
during his recent tour in the Punjab and else-
where has thought it fit to attack me in a manner
unworthy of any reponsible leader. He accuses me
of being bent wupon the preservation of British
domination over India which I can only characterise
as not only unwarranted but mean. The teisons
for his refusing to continue his talks with me,
as given by him, are far from correct, are mis
leading and unfair.

“1 would not further comment upon his reckless
and irresponsible pronouncements, but I shall rest
content with releasine the correspondene between
us on the subject. This will show the treasons for
his refusing to proceed further in the matter and I
leave it to the public to judge the impossible attitude
that is being taken up by him and the Congress.”

The following is the full text of the corres-
pondence : '
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Copy of the letter from Pt. Nehru to Mr. M. A.
Jinnah daied- December 1, 1939, from Allahabad.

“ My dear Mr. Jinnah,

When we met last in Delhi, it was agreed that
we should meet again to discuss various aspects of
the communal problem. You told me that on
your . return to Bombay vou would write to me,
suggesting some date for such a meeting. 1 have been
looking forward  to: your  letter since then. I hope
that whenever it is convenient for you to fix a date,
you will kindly let me know. ‘

* Sir-Stafford Cripps is coming to India soon
and - is likely to spend two or three weeks - in
this. country.  He is on his way to China. [ do
not yet exactly know whea he will reach here, but
probably he will comz in about a week's time.
During his brief stay ‘in India he would like to
mieet “you if ‘that is possible, ‘I "do not  know ' his
programmez  at all; nor “do I know what . cities he
intends visiting. But I take it that he will go to
Bombay. Could you kindly let me: know if you
are -likely to be in Bombay about the  third week
of this:month or later 7~ This - information might
help “him to arrange his programme. He is coming
by ait and will land in~ Allahabad.

Your sincerely, Jawaharlal Nehru.

Cory of the letter from Mr., M. A. dJinnah to
Pandit Jaaharlal Nehru dated Dec. 4, 1939 from Bombay.
My ‘dear . Jawahar, ,

I am in reeeipt of your letter of the 1st
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December and 1 thank you for it. As st present
advised I hope to be in Bombay for the nexttwo
or three weeks, and if it Is convenient “to you T
shall be very glad to see you and fix up any date
that may suit you. Please, therefore, let me know
what date and time will suit you.

“ As regards Sir Stafford Cripps I received a
letter from him and I have already 1eplied to him
care of your address, as directed by him, and as I have
already stated I shall be here in Bombay and he
is arriving at Allahabad on the 8th, as I under-
stand from his letter, I shall be very glad to see
him when he is in Bombay. On hearing from him
I shail fix up also the date and time that may suit him.

Yours Sincerely,
(Sd.) M. A. Jinnah.

Copy of the leater from Pandit Nehru to Mr.

Jinnah daied December ¢, 1939.

My dear Jinnah,

"~ Two days ago I sent you a letter informing
you that I  intended going to Bombay socon and
hoped to meet you there. = Yesterday morning I
read - in the newspapers your statement fixing
December 22 as a D;ly of Dehvelance and thanks-
giving as' a mark of relief tht n
Governments have at 1ast ceased to functlon. I bave
read this statement very carefullj ‘more than once
and have given 24 hours' thought to gfg& matter.
It is not for me in this letter to enter into any
controversy about facts: or impressicn§ or conclusions.
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You know my views about these, formed, I hope,
in all earnestness and with all desire to find the
truth, It may be that I am mistaken, but I have
sought more light and that light has not come,
But-what  has oppressed me. tertibly .since yesterday
Js the reahsatlon that .our _ sense ~of values and
ob]ectwes in | nd.. fer very greatly.
I bad hoped after out. conver:atlons that this - was
not so great.  But now the gulf appears to be
wider than ever. ~ Under these circumstances I
wonder what purpose will: be scrved by our  dis-
cussing with each other the problems that confront
us. There must be some common ground for dis
cussicn to yield  fruit. I think I.owe it to you as
well as to myself to put this difficulty before you.

You. were good. enough to show me in- Delhia
letter you - had- received @ from Bijnor. I enquired
into “this matter and I am informed that the version
of facts  given to you is not correct and is wholly
misleading.. I you.would care” to ‘have an expla-
nation- of what  happened I could obtain
it for you from- Bjinor. . For this purpose I would like
to have a copy of the letter you showed me in Delhi.

Yours sincerely, (Sd.) Jawahar lal Nehru.

Cory of letter from Mr. M. A. Jinnah to Pandit .
Nehr : dated Dec, 13, 7' rom Bombay

* Dear Jawahar lal,

I am in recept of your letter of the vth December.
I did not know where to address my reply to you as
your movements were reported in the press  to be
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uncertain, The latest announcemeat that you are
arriving in Bombay on the 14th of December and I am,
therefore, sending this letter to “your Bombay - address.
I quite agree with you that ° there must b: some
¢ mmon ground for discussion, some common objective
aimed at for that discussion to yield fruit ' That is
thea very reason why I made it clear in our conversation
at Delhiin October last to Mr. Ganilhi and yourseif,
first, that so..long..as.the.Congress.is. .not.prepared to
treat the Muahm League as the authoritative and
representauw orgdmsatlon of the Mussalmmans of
India, it was not poss1b1e to carry on. talk; regar:hng
the Hindu-Muslim sattlement, as. that was the basis
laid  down- by the workmg Comrmctee of the All-
Indla Muslim League, and second, ’chat we cannot
endorse the Congress demand for the declaration, as
laid down in the resolution of the Working Committee
confirmed by the All-India Congress Committee on
10th October, 1959, apart frm the nebulous and
impracticable charcter of it, till. we. reach.an. agreement
with regard to the minority problem. The Muslim
Teague was also not satisfied with the declaration
made by the Viceroy. If happily we could sette the
Hindu-Muslim question, then we would b: in a
position to evolve an agreed formula for a declaration
by His Majesty’s Government that would satisfy us.
Neither the first nor the second suggestion of mine
was acceptable to Mr. Gandhi or to yourslf at
Dclhi, but you were good enough to. express your
~wish that you would like to meet me again and [



said that T would be always glad to see you in
reply to your letter of the 1st December, expressing
your wish ‘to sed me in Bombay. T informed you that
I shall be in Bombay till the third weck of December
and I shall be g'ad to see you, and [ can only say
that if you desire to discuss the matter further, I am
at your disposal. : ‘

“ As regards your reference to that Bijnor
incident ‘I am. sure that -you will agree with * me
that it requires a thorough judicial examination and
enquiry - before any conclusion can ~he atrived = at,
and it -is hardly worth our while to deal with one
instance, for 1n my. ]udgment the whole _wworkmg

. Your smcerely, (Sd)M A, Jmnah
- Copy of the letter from Pandit Nehru to
Mr. dinnah dated Dec. 14, 1939 from Bombay.

“My dear Jinnah.—Thank you ‘for your = letter
of the 13th Decemcer which was delivered to me
in the forenoon to-day on my arrival here, T sent
you my last letter from Allahabad after reading
and - giving full thought to your statement about
the . celebration . of ‘a.. day of deliverance and
thanksgiving .. by . the Muslims. This statement
had . distressed me greatly, as it A,made me. reahse
that the gulf that separated us in .our. approach to.4
public  problems. is. very . great. In view of this
fundamental difference, I wondered what common
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ground there was for discussion and I put. my
difficulty  before you.- That...difficulty.. rerplans. - In
your letter you have emphasized two other prelimi-
nary conditions before any common ground for
discussion can arise, The first is that the. Congress
must treat the Muslim League as the authoritative
and representative organisation of the 1\/Iussalnfl~':lr1s
of India. The Congress has always cons1dered the
L?,ague as a very. important and influential
organisation of the Muslims and it is because of
this that. ‘we  have 'been eager to settle any
differences that may exist between us. But pre-
sumably what you suggest is something more and
involves some kind of repudiation by wus of our
dissociation from other Muslims who are not in the
League. There are, as you know, a large number
of Muslims in the Congress, who have been and
are our closest colleagues. There are Muslim
organisations like the Jamiat-Ul-Ullema, the All-India
Shia Conference, the Majlis-i-Ahrar the All-India Momin
Conference  etc. apart from trade unions and
peasant unions which have manv Muslims as their
members.. As a general rule, many of these organisa-
tions and individuals  have adopted the same political
platform as we have done in the Congress. Wecannot
possibly dissociate ourselves from them or disown them
in any way.

“You have rightly pointed out on many
occasmns that the Congress does not  repr _every-
bp\dy in India. Of course not. It does not represent
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~those. who ~disagreer with it, whether -they are
Muslims or Hindus. In . the ultimate analysis it
represents its members and ~sympathisers. So-also
the Muslims League. But there is this vital difference
that while the Congress by its constitution has its
membership open to all who subscribe to its objective
and methods, the Muslim League is only open to
‘< Muyslims. - Thus-the Congress constitutionally..has a
aational ..basis. and it .cannot..give . it, up..without
putting. an end to its existence. There are many
Hindus; as -you know,  in. the Hinda Mahasabha
who oppose the idea of the Congress representing the
Hindus as such. Then there are the Sikhs and
others who claim that they should be heird when
communal matters are considered, '

“I am afraid, therefore, that if your desire is
that ‘we should consider the League as the sole
organisation representing the ‘Muslims to the exclusion
of. .all - others, - we -are- wholly--unable . to .accede  to
it.. Tt would be equally at variance with facts if we
made -2 _similar claim for the Congress, in  spite of
the -vastness -of the .Congress  organisation,  But I
would venture to say that such . questions do not
arise when two organisations deal with each other
and consider problems of mutual interest.

Your second point is that the Muslim League
cannot endorse the Congress demand fora declaration
from the British Government. I regret to learn this,
for this means that, apart from communal questions,
we differ entirely on purely political - grounds. The
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Congress demand is essentially for a declaration of war
aims and more especially for a declarati Indian
mdependepce and the right of the Indlan p ople to
frame their own constitution without  external
: Q:jterference If the Muslim League does.not agree to

his, this means that.. our. political. ob’jectiygs are
holly. dissimilar. The Cogress demand is. not'new. It is
inherent in article 1 of the Congress and alllbou;;pqllgcy
for many years past has been based on it. It is
inconceivable to me how the Congress can give it up
_or even vary it.. Personally  I.would be entirely opposed
to any attempt at variation. But thisis not a personal
matter. There is a resolution of the All-India Congress
Committee, endorsed by a thousand meetings all over
India, and I am powerless to ignoreit.

** It.thus seems that politically we have no-common
ground and that our objectives are different. That in
itself makes discussion difficult and fruitless. What
led me to write my last letter to you also remains—
the prospect of a celebration of a Day of Deliverance
by the Muslims, as suggested by you. That raises very
vital and far-reaching issues,. in..which I need not
go now, but which must influence all of us. That
approach to the communal problem cannot be reconciled
with an attempt to solve it.

“ I feel, therefore, that it will serve little purpose
for us to meet at this stage and - under these- conditions
with this back ground. I should like to-assure you,
however, that we are always prepared to have free and

- frank _discussions of the communal or other problems
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as between  the Congress and the League. I note
what you say about the Bijnor incident. It has been
our misfortune that charges are made in a one-sided way
and they are never inquiredinto or disposed of. - You
will appreciate that it is very easy to make complamts
and very unsafe to rely upon them without due inquiry.

Yours sincerely, (Sd.) Jawaharlal Nehrn,

Cory of the lezcar from Mr. M. A. Jinnah to Pandit
Nehru 15th December, 1939, Bambay.

Dear Jawaharlal,

I am in receipt of your letter of the 14th December,
1939, and I sorry to say that you have not appreciated
my position with regard to the second point. I did not
say that the Muslim League cannot endorse the
- Congress demand for a declaration from British Govern-
ment. What I have said was that we cannot endorse
the Congress demand for declaration, as laid down .in
the resolution of the Working Committee and: confirm-
ed by the: All-India Congress Committee of the 10th
October, 1939, for the reasons I have already specified
i my letter.

“ If this resolution of the Congress cannot be modi-
fied in any way, and as you say that personally you
would be entirely opposed to any attempt at variation
of it'and as you make it clear that you are wholly
unable to treat with the Muslim League as the authori-
tative ~ ‘and’ ° tépresentative - organisation - of - the
Mussalmans of India, may I know in these circumstances
what do you expect or wish me to do ? ‘

Your sincerely, (Sd.) M. A. Jinnah,”
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Letier from Pt. Nehru to Mr. Jinnah dated 1éth
December, 1939. ‘

My Dear Jinnah, :

Thank you for your letter of December 15th. I
realise the difference you have,pomted out. Of course
the Muslim League cannot oppose the idea of any
declaration. ' What the Congress had asked for was an
enuaciation of war aims and a recognition of India’s
independence and the right of her people to frame their
constitution, a right that must necessarily be inherent
in independence. All thase are basic principles which
flow from our ob]ecuw of independence, and as the
Muslim League has xhe same declared ObJGC.th, there
should be no difference of opinion about them. In the
application - of these principles many important matters
will no doubt have to be considered. But sofar as the
basic demands are concerned, they are of the very
essence of Indian nationalism: ~To give up or to vary
them materially is to knock down our case for
independence. :

In regard to the war also  the Congress has
repeatedly declared its policy during. the last eleven
years. The present declaration is a logical outccme of
that policy. I have personally. had some share in shap-
ing this policy and I have attached importance to it.
You will appreciate that it is exceedingly difficult,
apart from the question of desirability, to vary such
long-established and fundamental policies. These
policies are political in their essence and, I would
venture to say, are the only policies which flow from
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a demand for Indian freedom. Details may be consider*
ed and discussed, their applicatiori should be worked
out in mutual co-operation and, in particular,. the
interests of various groups and minorities should be
considered carefully and ptotected. But challenge the
very basis of that declaration is to demonstrate that here
is a great difference in  political ' outlook and policies.
This, as such, has nothing to do with the Hindu-Muslim
problem. Itis because of this that I feel that there is
little in common in our political objectives.

““May I say again that no one on our behalf, so far
as I know, -challenges or minimises the authority,
influence and importance of the Muslim League. It is
for this reason that we ‘have been eager to discuss
matters with it and to arrive at a satisfactory solution
of the problems that confront us, Unfortunately we
never seem to'reach even the proper discussion of these
problems as various hurdles and obstructions, in the
shape of conditions precedent, come in our way. These
conditions precedent, as I have ventured to point out
to-you, have far-teaching significance. "I do not know
why they should be allowed to obstruct all progress
or prevent- ‘us from- considering these problems. It
. should not be difficult to remove these hurdles and
come to grips with the subject itself.  But as these
hurdles continue and -others are added to them, Iam
‘compelled to think that the real difficulty is the differ-
ence in political outlook and objectives.

‘“ At the present moment, the decision to have
am India wide demonstration on Dzcember 22 has added
a,_psychological barrier which effectively ~prevents
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mutual approach and.discussion. I regret this exceed-
ingly and have earnestly wished that you would see
your way to remove this barrier which is leading and
can only lead to illwill. I still hope that you may be
able to do so.

want to leav\, ,any,st:oneu,un1:,umeﬁd,‘M wmah ~,13C;a;\1,‘,,\1€@d. ‘to
mutual - understanding . and. settlement, But you will
not have me, as I do not wunt to have you, leave
integrity of mind and purpose in pursuit of anything.
Nothing worthwhile can be gained that way. 1.have
deep political convictions and I have Iaboured in accord-
ance with them these many years, . I cannot leave them
" at any time, much less now when the world is "in " the
throes of a terrific crisis.

Yours sincerely,
(Sd.) Jawaharlal Nehru.

JINNWAH-RAJENDRA PRASAD TALKS
1939
Birla House, New Delhi,
October 5, 1939,
Dear Mr. Jinnah,

In the resolution of the Working Commlttee of the
All-india Muslim League, passed recently in Delhi,
reference has been made to Provincial Governments.
It is stated that provincial autonomy. inseveral provinces
has resulted in the dormnatxon of the . Hmdus over the .
Muslim Jminorities _whose
and honour are in dangex, at
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rights-and - culture -are_being assailed and.annihilated
every day under the Cohgress Governments in various
provinces. Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru has also informed
me that you mentioned this matter to him in the course
of recent conversation.

We feel that these charges are wholly unfounded
and are based on misapprehension and one-sided reports
that might- have reached you and the League. The
Governments concerned have inquired into the matter
whenever such charges have.  been made and has
denied them. On a previous ‘occasion we expressed
our willingness to have any specific instances investi-
gated by an impartial authority.  We feel strongly,
and am sure you will ‘agree with us that such charges,
when seriously made, should be inquired into and either
substantiated or disproved. We would like this course
to be adopted in regard to any specific instances that
are put forward. If you agree we ' could request the
highest judicial authority in India, Sir Maurice Gwyer,
Chief Justice.of the Federal Court, to. inquire into this
matter. In the event of his not being available some

other person of a  similar status and  Judicial
might be approached.
I shall gladly place this matter before the Working

Committee of the Congress- and get them to pass a
formal resoluition to this effect.

I am leaving for Wardha to~day and shall be obliged
to you if you will send an early reply. I shall be in
Woardha for about a week.

Your sincerely,
(Sd.) Rajendra Prasad.

15




8-B, Hardinge Avenue,
New Delhi.
~Oct. 10, 1939
Dear Dr. Rajendra Prasad, : ,

I am in receipt of your letter dated ’Sth of October
1939, I'beg to inform youthat I have already placed
the whole case before the Viceroy and Governor-
General and have requested him to take up the matter
without delay as he and the Governors of the provinces
have been expressly authorised under the constitution
and are entrusted with the responsibility to protect the
rights and interests of the minorities.

The matter is now under His Excellency's
consideration and he is the proper authority to take
such action and adopt such measures as would meet our
requirements and would restore complate sense of
security and satisfaction amongst the Mussalmans in
those provinces where the Congress Ministries are in
charge of the administration.

In these circumstances I-do not wish to discuss
further the wvatious statements made in your letter as
it is unnecessary to do so, but I must say that some of
them are wholly inaccurate,

Yours sincerely,
(8d.) - M. A. Imnah
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: APPENDIX L
Aweal For the observance.of Deliverance Day, issued from
Bombay, 2rnd December, 1939.

© . L wish-the ‘Musalmans  all over. India.to.observe
Friday the 22nd December as the “Day of Deliverance”
and thanksgiving as a mark of relief that the Congress
regime has at last ceasad to. function. I hope that the
Provincial, District and Primary Muslim Leaguesall over
. India will hold public meetings and pass the following
- resolution with such modifications ‘as they may be
advised, and after Juma prayers offer prayers by way
of thanksgiving for being delivered from the . ‘unjust
Congress regime. I trust that “all public - meetings .
Wﬂl be -conducted "in an -orderly ~manner  ahd with -
all due sense of humility, and nothing should be
done which will cause offence to any other comm-
unity, because it is the High Command of ' the
Congress that is primarily responsible for the wrongs
that have been done to the Musalmans and other
minorities.

RESOLUTION: 'This public meeting of the
Musalmans of (nare of the place) tecords its opinion
that. the Congress Ministry has conclusively demon-
strated and proved the falsehood of . the Congress
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claim that it represents all .intrests.justly.and fairly,
by its decidely, anti-Muslim.policy.... he considered
opinion ,of this meeting that the( Congress Ministry
has failed to safeguard the rights and interests of the
Mussalmans and other minorities and interests.

- “That the Congress Ministry both in the dis-
charge of their duties of the administration dnd in the
Legislature have done their best to flout the.Muslim
opinion, to destroy Muslim culture, and -have-interfered
with their religious and social life, and. trampled upon
their economic and  political rights, that in- matters
of : -diferences and disputes the  Congress :Ministry
invariably have sided with, supported and advanced
the cause of the Hindus in total disregard and to
pre]uchce of the Muslim interests.

“The Congress Government constantly interfered
cwith the legitimate and routine ~duties of = District
officers even in petty matters to the serious detriment
of the Mussalmans, and thereby created an atmosphere
which spread the belief- amongst the Hindu public
that there was established a Hindu Raj, and
emboldened the Hindus, mostly . Congressmen, to
ill-treat Muslims at various places and interfere with
their ~elementary  rights of freedom. This mecting,
therefore, -expresses its deep sense. of relief at the
termination of the Congress ‘regime in various
provinces and re]on:es in observing . this.day.as the
4 | Day of Deliverance.” from tyrann ression and

Just1ce during the last two and_a half years. and
prays to God to grant such strength dlsc1p11ne and
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orga:}isation to Muslim India as to successfully prevent
" the advent of such a ministry again and to establish a
truly popular ministry which would do even justice
to all communities and interests.
“ This meeting urges upon His Excellency the
Governor of (nama of the place) and Council of
-~ Advisers to . enquire into the legitimate  grievances- of
~the Musalmans and the wrongs done to them by the
' outgoing Congress Ministry, and redressthe same at
the earliest moment in accordance with' the
announcements that have been made by the Governors
in taking over the Governments of various provinces
under Section 93 of th: Government of India Act
of 1935 and thus assure people that the new regime
stands for even justice to all communities and
interests concerned.”

i’( Statement to the Press on ** Deliverance Day ™'

A great deal of - unnecessary controversy has
arisen over my - appeal to Muslims to celebrate
December 22 as a day of deliverance from oppression
and since the guilty do not admit their guilt and public
memory is short, I consider it advisable to briefly trace
the events that led to the reasons that prompted this
appeal. :

To commence with, the suggested resolution says
nothing more or less than has been said on many
previous occasions. The very first complaint, against
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Congress rule was made . by.me.. very. .shoztly. after
they took . office and,in -my.spaech-at the Lucknow
session .of .the . Muslim._ Leagye...1937,..1..complained
agamst the compulsory singing ' of. BandkgwMaxtaram
the question of the Congress Flag and the supplanting
of Urdu by Hindi and even then T calle:l upon the
Governors to exercise their specias powers. - ‘

From then onwards the Congress caucus, like the
proverbial steam-roller, gathered speei and complaints
of oppréssion began to pour into the central office.
These become so numerous that the Council decided
to appoint, in March 1928, the Pirpur Comunittee
which, after an elaborate and painstaking invetigation
over all the Congress provinces, submitted  its report
at the Patna session. in December 1938, . ‘

The following resolution was there passed at a
full session :— :

“ That having regard to the atrocities that have
been committed and that elementary rights of the
Muslims have been trampled upon ‘In a systematic
manner in Bihar, U. P, and C. P. and that Governménts
of these provinces bave  failed to redress their
grievances ot protect even the elementary rights of
the Musalmans in  these . provifces. in. spite. of all
constitutional methods adopted so far by the Muslims,
this session of ‘the All-India Muslim League is.
therefore, of opinion that the time has now come to
authorise the working Committee of the All-India
Muslim League to decide and resort to “ Direct
Action " if and when necessary.” o
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During this time, in otder to  prevent direct action
being resorted to, I was repeatedly wurging both
Governors and the Governor-General, in person and
by cotrespondence, to exercise their special powersand -
to take executive action :to saféguard.‘the rights and
“interests of the minorities-:placed by the Constitution
under their protection, and it was only on the"17th
Aprill 1939 that the: Viceroy intimated that he would
take up the matter. '

As regards the Congress Minis’tries’, our 'complaints
were dismissed as false, frivolous and vexatious, and
even Mr. Gandhi, before whom I placed our charges
asfar back as May 1933, side-tracked the question by
writing “ I believe Congress Committees have been
advised to -avoid as far as possible all occasions of
friction over Bande Mataram and the Flag...coisuinee
The first two demands have come upon an unexpecting
public. Nevertheless they undoubtedly have to be
examined on their merits, but it does ot appear to me
to be fair to anticipate the result of the joint
committees which I hope will - come into being
without any hitch.... ‘

With no redress, Muslims - in. certain - provinces
grew restive and in the C. P. ignoring the Working
Committee altogether, resorted to direct action over

the Vidya Mandir Scheme. -

' , I may State here that at no stage did the Working

Committee favour or encourage direct action andon

request being received from Bihar in July 1919, for

permission: to "launch . direct - action, the "Working
37
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Committee instructed the Bibar Muslim League to
place the whole case before the Governor-General,
 the Governor and the Prime Minister and to report
later the result of their representation. Similar advice
" was given to the other Muslm Leagues who contem-
plated similar meisures.

Complaints, however, continued to pour inand ©n
the 27th-August 1939, the Council of the League at
Delhi passed the following resolution :—

(@) Resolved that this Councill, while deploring
the policy of the British Government towards the
Mustims of India by attempting to force upon them
against their will a constitucion and in particular the
Federal Scheme, as embodied in the Government of
India Act 1935, which allows a permanent hostile
communal majority to trample upon their religous,
pohtxcal social and economic rights, and utter neglect
and indifference shown by the Viceroy and the
Governors in the Congress-governed Provinces in
exercising their special powers to protect and secure
justice to the minorities.c..eeusnins” :

In September, war was declared and on the 17¢h
of that month, the Working Committee reaffirmed
the above resolution as one of the fundamental
conditions of Muslim support an | the Viceroy, Tealising
the gravity of the situation, pressel Mr. Gandhi and
the Congress leaders to come to an ageement with
the Muslim League in the provincial sphere on a
coalition basis for at least the duration of the war.

. Conesequently  Babu Rajendra . Prasad wrote
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on the 5th October that the Congress was. p;;e&m;ed to
request Sir Maurice Gwyer or sc other. suitable
person to mvemgate only any spec1f1c charges which
the Muslim league  might formulate against the
Ministries of the Congress-governed provinces.
I considered this proposal unsound ani unptactical
- for the following reasons. First, legally and
constitutionally, the Congress Workihg Committee has
no place or power in -the constitution, Secondly. the
complaints of the Muslims and other minoritics were
directed against the governments of certain provinces
who  were respon51ble to the legislatures and the
electorates and not to 'the Working Committee.
Thirdly, the proposed resolution of the Working
Committee could not confer upon the contemplated
tribunal the necessry power to summon witnesses and
administer oaths. Nor could the tribunal compel the
production of documents that might be required and
- finally I wished to know to whom the  tribunal was to
report and who would be the final authority to take
action, if any, against the ministries. :
If this final aurhority was the Working Commlttee,
I pointed out that, in my opinion, 1t was the Working
Committee itself that was primarily responsible for the
injustices and the wrong committed and I also could
not believe- that any adequate action would bz taken
against the ministries in view of the fact that the
Working Committee bad already decided that the
Muslim League’s charges were false and unfounded.
 Talso informed Babu Rajendra Prasad that I had
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already placed the whole matter before the Governot-
General and had requested him to take executive -
action without delay to safeguard and to secme
justice for the minoricies.

I must explain, at this stage, thar I have never
asked either the deernor-General or the Governors
toact as a judicial tribunal as-.is suggested in Mr,
Gandhi’s appeal to me. What T asked them to do
was to take executive action. to redress our grievancas
and, by intervention, to secure justice and fair-play

Mr. Gandhi'sappeal to me  to await the Viceroy's
opinion is;, therefore based on a wrong assumption
and even intervention is not possible now that the
Congress ministries have resigned. ]*or what then
should T wait?

However, just after my letter to Babu Rajendra
Prasad the Congress ministries resigned to the very
natural rclief of Muslims and other minorities, and I
" immediately decided to appeal for the observance of a
day to epress our reliet and to show its intensity in a
manner that would force ears that had hitherto been
deaf to listen to us. I might point out that if our
appeals hed been heard at the proper tzme, no such:
action on our part would now be necessary.

This appeal has been V.arxously described as ill-
timed, ptovocative and anti-national and that the
Muslims are asked to gloat over the departure of an
elected government and  to welcqme an  official |
" administration. L :

‘ Iglad y deal with these poings. " As regards the
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time, my appeal could not app:ar before it did for
reasons already made public, and its connection or
sffect on Pandit Jawahar lal Nehrus visit is dealt wzth
Yy me at the end of my statement. -
As regards provocation, let me point out the words
of my arpeal: ‘I trust that all public meetings will be
conducted in an orderly manner, with due- sense of
numility and nothing should be done which will cause
offence to-any community- ™ "However, to
make quite clear my insistence that the day is observed
" in such spirit, I again state that I look to all District
and Primary Leagues to ensure that the meetings ate
“held “in that spirit. - Let there be no hartals, processions
or any such demonstrations, but - let a spirit ‘of
humility ‘and 'a mood of reflection prevail, There is
relief and gratitude in our hearts ; not joy or triumph,
Thirdly, it is extremely unfair and unjust to
,contend that the  Muslims . welcome the  present
administration. It is true that we urge upon them
to icquire into our gricvances and to redress them,
but this is only because it is in. their power to do
so. On the other hand, 'my appeal emphasises that
prayers should be offered {1 the establishmént of
" truly. popular ministries which would do even Justxce to
all communities and interests.
But there is one statement on my appeal that
I cannot let pass coming as it does from such an
authoritative source as the Chairman of the Congress
Parliamentary Committee. I am told that all our
charges ar® tatally false and unwarranted,and that
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was to be expected. but T must take motice of his
declaration — ‘

“ Furthermore, every Premier at my instance had
invited his Governor unhesitatingly to intervene in
matters affecting the rights and the interests of the
minorities whenever the Governor felt that the
action of the Ministry was not correct. When Mr.
Jinnah recently made the charges, I again instructed
every Premier to invite his Governor's attention to
them as they also affected him and I was informed
that the Governors considered the charges un-
warranted. * ‘

The above statement raises a very grave issue,
for it makes the Governors accessories after the
fact. Let me inform Mr. Vallabhai Patel that we
bhave overwhelming evidence in support of our case
and, far from shirking an inquiry, as is suggested,
I insist that a thorough i-quiry should now be made
by a propetly constitutel tribunal invested with
all necessary powers, and I now ask that a Royal
Commission be appointed by the British Government,
ofa purely julicial personnel and composed of judges
of His Majesty’s High Court and under the chairmanship
of one of the Law Lords of the Privy Council.

I cannot conceive any objections to this demand
from the Congtess or any other quarter and call upon
to support my request.

Before concluding, I must deal with Mr. Gandhi's
appeal and Pandit Jawaharlal's visit. I would bave
been inclined to respond to Mr. Gandhi’s appeal had
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ae and other Congress leaders practised what they
preached about the necessity for a cordial atmosphere
in which a2 communal agreement might be atrived at.
May I remind them -that a regular crusade, beginning
with Mr. Gandhi: himself, is. being carried on_against
the Lzague since the Delhi conversations took place.

Mr. Gandhi himself, since my conversation with

him in Delhi in October, has, in the . Harijan,  described &

the Muslim League as. an .agent. of Imperialism ; as. an
obstacle and an obstruction in the way of India’s
freedom and progress, and has stated that the Muslim
League is insatiable in its demands since it can always
look to the British Government to fulfil them. He
even threatens the Muslims that ‘though they may
be holding up the country at present, they cannot
do 'so for long.

Further the Congress press .and organisations are
"carrying on propaganda - all over India and abroad,
discrediting the Leagne and attempting to divide the
ranks of the Muslims. Let me give one out of many
examples in my possession.

Mr. Gandhi is, perhaps, not aware that a secret
letter from-the Bihar Provincial:Congress Committee,
the present Congress President’s own province, issued
from - the Sadagat Ashram, P. O. Dighaghat, Patna,
and addressed to the President of the District’ Congress
Committee, ‘Gaya, vrhich was = published -in the
Star of India on the 4th December - and which remains
uncontradicted, says :

“Youare, I hope, convinced by this time that
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the one outstanding 'question before wus, awaiting
solution and thus "prepalring the pattern for our forward
move towards our goal of self-government, is the
attainment of 3Hindu-Muslim unity. To achieve this
end it is essential that Congress minded and truly
nationalist - Mussalmans of Hindustan have got to
become vocal so that stopper’ to all progress apphed
by the League should disappear.”

it is hardly necessary for me to point out that
daily propaganda on these lines has the exact result
that Mr. Gandhi's fears will ensue from my single appeal.

Now to deal with the chief objection raised
against my appeal that it will prejudice the communal
talks taking place between Pandit Nehru and myself.
Let me inform the public that rather than approaching
a settlement, as has been so readily and widely
assumed, such discussions have yet to commence. The
discussions between him and other Congress leaders
and myself were of a purely political nature and
related to the political demands-made by the Congress at

that time. This has been stated by the Congress leaders
""g& that time, Iinformed them at Delhi. that I could

not‘ associate the Muslim ILeague with any joint
demand to the Britsh Govemment till -a . .Congress- \
League agreement  had first 'been.. arrived at. I also
mformed them that no such agreement was possible
ﬂ*lll the Muslim League was recogmsed as the authorita-
tive and the representative organisation of the Mussal—

. mans. of India, and, as this position was not acceptable to

them, talks ended on this point, and on Pandit Nehru
expessing a desire to see me again, I gladly agreed and
I look forward to his visit,



APPENDIX I

Letter to Myr. Gandhi

Mount Pleasant Road,
Malabar Hill,
Bombay,
o anuami‘vl,.w;l%lo.
Dear. Mr.. Gandhi, Tao s :

[ am in-receipt  of your. letter and the advance
copy - of the article.you have sent to the Harijan.
I not only thank you for yout 'courtesy but also
for your anxiety to further the end you have been
reading in my messages and actions. I, however,
_regret to have to say that your premises are wrong

/a§ you. start, with the theory. of an. Indlan,—Natlon::kg
that does not exist, and naturally, therefore, your conc-
lusions are wrong. I should have thought, - how-

“ever, that you at least would not. be led away by
one-sided newspaper. reports and. canards. There is
s0 much in your article which is the result of
imagination.. It is due partly to the fact that you
are living a secluded life at Segaon, and partly
bzcause all your thoughts and actions are  guided
by “inner wvoice.”  You have very little concern
with realities, or what might be termed by an ordinary
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mortal “practical politics.” I sometimes wonder what
can be common between practical politics and your-
self, between democracy and the dictator of a
political organisation of which he is not even a
four-anpa member. But that is, I suppose, because
you do not consider the Congress worthy of - your
membership,

I am glad to learn that you were. not ruffled
by the ‘Deliverance Day” greetings sent to you from
Gulburga. . It was indeed noble of you to join in
the silent prayer ' Long live Qaid-i-Azam Jinnah !”
Altimough these are trivial matters, ' I nevertheless
appreciite -that you have realised the . true inward
meaning and. significance of the ‘“Deliverance Day.”

It is trve that many non-Congress Hindus ex-
pressed their sympathy with -the Deliverance = Day
in justice to our cause, so also the leaders of the
Justice Party and the Scheduled- Castes, and ' the
Parsis who had suffered. But I am afraid that the
meaning which you have tried to ®*give to this
alignment shows that you have not appreciated-the
true significance of it. It was partly a case of
‘“adversity bringing strange bed-fellows together,”
and “partly because .common interest may lead Mus-
..lims and minorities to combine. I have no illusions
%in the matter, and let me say again that India is
nbt, a_nation, nor' a .cquntry, Jt isa v
pcompoSed of natxonalmes "Hindus and Mushms bemg
the two ma]or nations, To- day you . deny tbat
rellglon can be a mam factor ln determmlga na
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but you yourself when asked what your motive in-
life was, '“the thing that leads us to do what we
do,” whether it was religious, or social, or political,
said :—" Purely religious..  This was the question
asked me by the late Mr. Montagug when I
accompanied a deputation which was purely political.
'How you, a social reformer,’ he exclaimed, ©have
found your way into this crowd ? °~ My reply was
that it was only an extension of my social activity.
I could not be leading a religious life unless I
identified myself with the whole of mankind, and
that I could not do unless I took patt in politics.
The gamut of man’s activities to-day constxtutes an
indivisible whole. You cannot divide social, economic,
political and purely religious work into watertight
compartments. I do not know any religion apart
from human activity. It provides a moral basis to
all other activities which they would otherwise lack,
reducing life to a maze of ‘sound and fury signi-

: :fyi‘ng nothing".”

More than anyone else, you happ:n. to be ‘the man
to=day’ who- commands the confidence of Hindu
India-and.are in a position to. dcliver the gopds on
their _behalf. Is it too' much to hope and expect
that you mxght play your legitimate role and abandon
your. chase -after a mirage ? Events are moving fast ;
a campaign of polemics, or your weekly discourse
in the Harijan on metaphysics, philosophy and
ethics;, or your peculiar doctrines. regarding
bhaddar, ahimsa and spinning are not going to win
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India’s freedom. Action and statesmanship alone
will help us in our forward march. I believe that you
might still rise 6 your stature in the service of
our country 'and make your - proper  contribution
towards leading India to contentment and happiness. -
Lastly, I thank you for your anxziety to respect
my wishes in the matter of the prefix you shall
use with my name, what is in a prefix ? = After
all, a rose called by any other name smells just
as sweet! So I leave the matter entirely to you,
and have no particular. wish in ‘the master. T
really 20 - not know .why you are woried os
much about it. I, however, notice that the present
prefis you are using is according to .the usage
taught to you by the late Hakim Sahib. But
sarprisingly enough  during -his lifetime and till
long after his death, you addressd me as “ Mr™
then quite recently you addressed me as * Shree,”
and in between as “friend,” but please do not bother
about this matter. :
' Yours sincerely,
M. K. Gandhi, Esq., M. A. JINNAH.

Segaon.
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BEGINNING OF NEGOTIATIONS

Mr. Jinnah had interviews with Lord Linlithgow

~on November 4 and November 7 1939 and then wrote
a letter to His Excellency stressing upon him, “That no
declaration shall, in ptinciple or otherwise be made ot
any constitution be made by His Majesty’s- Government
or Parliament without the approval and the consent
of the two major communties in India viz ; the Mussal-

~mans and the Hindus”
Lord Linlithgow in his letter of 23rd” December 1929

gave him the assurance that :—

" “His Majesty’s government are not under any mis-
' _aporehension as to the importance “of the contentment
of the Muslim community to the stability and success
of any -constitutional development in India. You need
therefore have no fear that the weight which your
community’s position in India .necessarily gives their:
views will be underrated.” ' ;
‘ INTERVIEW

Mzr. Jinnah had an interview wilh his Exeellency
Lord Linlithgow on february 6, 1940.. A communique
issued immediately after the meeting stated.

“In response to-an  invitation from His Excellency
MrJinnah today came to see the!Viceroy.The conversaticn
which lasted for over an hour, ranged over the whole
position. Mr. Jinnah urged on His Excellency the

’
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great importance attatched by the Muslem and other
minorities to the safeguarding of their position in any
settlement or discussions that might take place. His
Excellency assured Mr. Jinnah that His majesty’s govern-
ment were fully alive to the necessity for safeguarding
“the legituate interests of the minorities, and that he need
under no apprehension that the importance of those
subjects would be lost sight of."
JINNAH-VICEROY
Letter from Mr. Jinnah dated New Delhi February
6, 1940.
- Dear Lotd Linlithgow: ~
I am herewith sending a copy of the Working
Committe's resolution passed on the 3rd February, 1940,
regarding the correspondence that “has passed between
Your Excellency and myself for your consideration.
The Working Committee of the All India Muslim
league considered the correspondence that has passed
between Mr. Jinnah, the president, and His Excellency
the Vicetoy, ending wich his final reply dated December
23, 1939. The Committee is of the opinion that the
reply of His Excellency is not satisfactory as certain
in;portant points still require further clasification and
elucidation. The Committee therefére, empowers the
president to place the views of the Working Committee
before His Excellency and request him to raconsider
the matter regarding the assurances asked forin the
resolution of the Working Committe dated Sepsember 8
and October 22,1939, and thereby remove all doubts
and apprehension from the mind of Mushim India.
)
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Letter from Mr. Jinnah, dated, New Delhi,
_ February 23, 1940, : -

Dear Lord Linlithgow.

I placed the whole correspondence that had passed . .
between Your Excellency gnd myself, ending with your
fetter dated the 23rd of Decembor, 1939, before the
meeting of the Working Committee of the All-India
Muslim League on the 3rd of February, 1940.

The Working Committee, after very careful consider~
ation, passed a resolution, a<copy of the text of which
I have already sent to Your Exceliency with a covering
letter -dated the 6th of February. As was desired by
Your Excellency in our eonversation on the 6th instant
I now beg to state briefly the wviews of the Working
Committee which are as follows :—

The Working Commitree appreciate the clarification
made by Your Excellency regarding the {first point and
are and are glad to nete that the declaration made by
Your Excellencs, with  the approval of His Majesty's
Governument, on the 18th of October, 1939 does not -
exclude the examination of any part either of the
Act of 1935 or of the policy 'and planson which it is
based. _ ' B ‘

As regards the second point, the Working Committes
do not feel satisfied as the request made for a definite
assurance has not been met, viz that no declaration
should, either in principle or otherwise, be made or any

3



constitution be enforced by His Majesty’s Government
~or enacted by Parliament without the approval and
cansent of the Mussalmans of - India.” We recognise
Your Excellency’s assurance when you state that “‘His
Majesty’s Government ‘are not under ary misappreben-
sion as to the importance of the conntentment of the

Muslim community to the stability and success of any

constitutional development in India.- You need, there-

fore, have no fear that the ~weight which ycur comm-
unity’s position in India necessarily gives, will be under-
rated.” But, I regret to say, this does not meet the

point raised by the Muslim League, because it still leaves
the position of the 90 million Mussalmans of India only
in the region of consultation and colinsel, and veits the

final decision in the hands of Great Britain tod ter-
mine the fate and future of Muslim India. We regret
that we cannot accept this position.

As to the policy for Palestine, the Working Com-
mittee of the All-India Mushm League, wish to impress
upon His Majesty's Government that a solution should
be found to the satisfaction of the Arabs. The Com-
mittee are glad to note, as Your Excellency states that
His Majesty’s Government have endeavoured to meetall
reasonable Arab demands, and they continue to be fully
alive to that issue. But the eyes of the Muslim,w.orld are
watching the situation keenly and definite solution sheuld
be found without delay.-

‘With regard to the use of Indian troops against any
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_ Muslim Power or country, the Committee feel that His
Excellency has misunderstood the position. When we
‘asked for an assurance that Indian troors will not be
used outside India against any Muslim Power or country,
it was not intended that they shall not be used for the
defence of the country in case of an attack on or aggres-
sion against India. - While we thank Your Excellency
for informing us that every precaution has been taken
by His Majesty's Goverrment, at the instance of .the
Government of India, to insure that Muslim feeling in
India on this matter is fully respected we feel that

further clarification on the position is necessary.

" It is required of the Muslim League to give assurance
of whole-hearted co-operation and active support on.
behalf of the Mussalmans of India teo the British Gevern-
ment for the purpcse of prosecution of the war. The
Committee are of opinion that before doing that they
must feel confident that the future of the Mussalmans
of India is not left in the region of uncertainty or
doubtful .possibility.  Consequently, we do not consider
it unreasonable onour part to ask for a definite assurance
that no commitments will bc made with regard to the
future consticurion of India or any interim settlement
with‘ any other party, without our approval and consent.
If His Majesty’s Government are prepared to treat with
the leadership of the Mussalmans asa responsible. body,
then they must be trusted, especially where the question
of determining their own future is concerned.
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' ~ We are constrained tn state that Your Excellency is
unnecessarily over-anxious about the interests of other
countries, It has never been our desire te unjustly harm
any community. The msues that have been raised by
us are due to apprehensions that the British Government
may be stampaded by other powesful organisations inm
the country into adopting a course or agreeing to a
settlement in the matter of India’s constitution which
may prove not only highly detrimental to the intere,ts
of the Mussalmans but miay be disastrous for them.

As regards Palestline and the use of Indian troops,

our demands as explained by me above, cannet in any
way prejudice the interests of any other community. It
is not possible in a letter of this kind to state fully the
various reasons and.details but, if your Excellency so desi-
res Ishall be vey glad to place the views of the Committes
before youin fuller detals at an early date, whenever
Your Exce lency finds it c¢onvenient.”

H. E. the Viceroy's letter. Mew Delhi 28th

February. 1940.

Dear Mr. Jinnah,

1 write to acknowledge with many thanks yous
letter of the 24th February, in which you have been

good enough to inform me of the views of the Working'

Committee of the All-India Muslim League. "It shall,
I need notsay, have my carefull attentien.

Letter from Mr. Jinnah, dated New Delhi, April
8,1940¢



Dear Lord Linl‘ithgov&'r :
This is just to inform Yoeur Excellency that I am
leaving for Bombay to morrow by the Frontier Mail.
After Your Excellency’s letter of 28th February,
acknowledging my letter of the 24th February in which
the views of the Werking Committee of the All-India
Muslim League were placed for your censideration.
Your- Excellency was 'good enough to grant me an
interview on the 13th of March. Inthe course of the
interview Your Excellency intimated to me that you
were in communication with His Majesty's Government
with regard to the subject matter of the letters. I was
expecting to get an early reply from Your Excellency.
I hope that you will now communicate - to me your
final auswet as soon as possible to my Bombay address,
Mount Pleasant Road, Malabar Hill, Bombay.”
H. E.  the Viceroy’s letter, dated, New Delhi,
10th April, 1940 :
‘Dear Mr. Jinnah, :
" 1 am much obliged for yeur letter of the 8th April.
I am not yet in a position to let you have a final
answer to your letter of the 24th February, but I hope
to do so before very lor}g." .
H. E. the Viceroy’s letter to Mr Jinnah, dated
Banbassa, 1940 :
. Dear Mr. Jinnah,
- I was glad to gather from your letter of 24th
February that my letter to you of 23rd Decmber had
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removed some of the doubts which had been felt by the
AlrrIndia Muslim League. I do not read your letter as
indicating that the Working Committee of the League
expects anything further from me in regard to the first
and the third of your points—the scope of the re-
examination of the constitutional position to follow
the war and policy in Palestine.

You ask; however, for further clarification of the
position in regard to the use of -Indian troops against
Muslim Powers or countries, while explaining, as I note

" and appreciate, that you had no intention of sttempting
to circumscribe their use in defending India against
attack or aggression. [ presume that you do not
expect a guarantee, which it would obviously be
impossible to give binding us in future contingencies
- which no one can foree. But you need have no fear
that if at any time such a contingency arose, the con-'
sideration underlying your. suggestion would be over-
looked. Fortunately, however so far as the 'present
situation is concerned His Majesty's  Goverment are in
friendly and sympathetic relations with all Muslim
Po wers, to some of whom indeed they are bound by
alliance, while with the rest they are on terms of most :
cordial friendship.

You represent that your second point was not felt
by the Working Committee to be adequately met by the
terms of my letter. You have no doubt noticed the
passage in the Secretary of State's speech in the House
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of Lords on April'18 in which he used these wordS:

“But that does not mean that the future constitation
of India is to be a constitucion dictated by the Govern-
ment and Parliament of this country against the wishes
of the Indian pzople. The undertaking given by His
Majesty’s Government to examine the constitutional
field in sonsultation representatives of all parties and in-
terestsin India connotes not  dictation but negotiation.
Admnitteily a substantial measure of ‘agreement amongst
the communities in India is essential if the vision of a
united India which has inspired the labours of so many
Indians and Englishmen is to become a reality, for I can-
not believe that any Government or Parliament in this
country would attempt to impose by force upon fqr
example, 8) million Muslim subjects of His Majesty
in India a form of constitution under which they would
not live pzacefully and contentedly.” :

This statement, [ am sure you will agrez, has removed
any possible doubts on this point.”

Mr. Jinnah’s letter dated, Matheran May 18,
1940 : ]

 Dear Lord Linlithgow. -

I am in receipt of your letter of the 19th April, 1940.
And [ thank you for it. I hope you will excuse me for
the delay in repl ying to it before now as I was uncertain
as to what course I should adopt in the matter espzcially
as the appointment of the ‘personnel of the Working
Comumittee was pending. But I now beg to inform you
that I propose to place the matter before the Working
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Commiittee constituted for the ensuing year for their
consideration and will communicate their views to Your
Excellenr‘y as scon as possible.”

H. E the Viceroy's letter, dated S:mla, 22nd
May, 1940: ;

Dear Mr. Jinnah,

Thank you very much for your letter of the 18th
May. I note your intention to place my letter of the
19th April before the Werking Committee for their
consideration,and to let me have their views as soon
as possible,”

Mr. Jinnah’s letter dated Bombay 17th June, 1940

Dear Lord Linlithgow.

ITam enclosmg ‘herewith a copy of the resolution
passed by the Working Committee on the 16th June at
its sitting in Bombay and if you disire to discuss it fur-
ther or require my presence I shall be glad to meet you."”
"~ Proceedings of the meeting of the Working Com-
mittee of the All-India Muslim League held on 15th,
16th and 17th of June 1940 at Bombay. ' | .

Resolution, The Working Committee of the All-
India Muslim League, while being of the opinion that -
further clarification contained in the letter of His

Excellency the Vieroy, dated the 19th of April, 1940,
~ with regard to the assuramces asked for by the All-
India Muslim League is not satisfactory, endorses
the following from the statement issued by the Presi-
dent, Mr. M. A. Jinnah to the press on the 27th of
May, 1640 : «
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“Up to the present moment, we have not created
any difficulty nor hHave we embarrassed the British
Government in the prosecution of the war.

“The provinces where the Muslim League has a
dominant voice have been left free to co-operate with
the British Government pending their consideration
with regard to the assurances we have asked for. and
in particular that the Britsh Government should make
no declaration regarding the future constitutional
probléms of India and the vital issues that have been
raised in that connection without our approval ~and
consent. ’ '

“Nevertheless, without prejudice to the adjustment
of the larger issues later on, we were even willing as far
back as November last, to consider the proposal of the
Viceroy to bring about .an honourable and . workable
adjustment in the provincial field, which would have

been followed up with our representatives being appoint-
ed to the Executive Council of the central Government
to the extent permissible within the framework of the
present constitution and existing law.

“But this proposal was summarily re}ected by Mr.

Gandhi and the Congress.

“A similar attempt was again made by HIS Excellency
early in February, which met the same fate. Since then
it seems that the Viceroy has been waiting for the Con-
gress to pass its word.” )

- “With regard to Mr, Amery’s statement and the
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broadcast appeal of His . Excellency - the
Viceroy, may I say that it is up . to the British
.Government to show trust in. Muslim leadership. There
are many ways. of doing so ard as confident friends seek
our whole hearted co operation, and we shall not fail. "

“The Working Committee looks with alarm at the
growing menace offNazi aggression which has been most
ruthlessly depriving one nation after another of its
liberty and freedom and regards the unprovoked attack
by the Italian Government against the Allies as most
unwarrarted and immoral at a time when France was
engaged in a bravestruggle against very heavy odds,

“The grave world situation demands serious efforts
on the part of every Indian for the defence of his
country and the Working Committee calls upon the
Government of India to prepare the ' country in an
organised manner 10 meet every eventuality, The
Committee is constrained te state that the propusals for
the defence of India indicated in the statements of
their Excellencies the Viceroy and the Commander-
in Chief as well as the statements of some Provincial
Governors are wholly inadequate to meet the urgent
requirements of the situation. The Comittee there-
fore authorises its president to enter into communi-
cation with His Excellency the Viceroy with a view
to explore the possibility of devising prompt and. effec-
tive measures to mobilise the country’s resources for
the purpose of intensifying war efforts.and the defghce
of India. : -
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The Committee is of the view that unless a satis-
factory basis fr close co-opzration is agreed upon on an
all India basis and not province-wise between ‘the
Government and the Muslim League aad such other -
parties as are willing to undertake the responsibility
for the defence of the country in the face of imminent
danger the real purpose and ebjective will not be served .
and achieved. The Working Committee is of the
opinion that in view of th: imm:diate grave danger
thatis facing the country real purpose will not be
served by th> Mussalmans and others merely by jdirl-
ing the proposad provincial and district war committees
with their present scope and functions.

Viceroy’s Ietter to Mr. Jinnah, dated, Simla
June 20, 1940,

Dear Mr. Jinnah, ) 5

Many thanks for your letter of June 17th and for
the resolution enclosed passed by the Working Com-
mittee of the All-India Muslim Teague on 16th June.
I shall be very glad t> have a talk with you and I°
suggest, if that is convenient for you, we might do so
on the morning of Thursady, 27th June. P¢rhaps you
would be kind enough to let mz know whether the
date suits you.  Then [ will suggest a time. ;

Mr. Jinnal's fetter, dated, Bombay, June 22

1940 ; ' ’

Dear Lord Linlithgow,

Tam in receipt of your letter of -the 20th June,
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1940, and I shall be arriving at Simla on the morning
of Thursday, June 27, as desired by Your Excellency..

1 may suggest that any time in the afternoon may be
fixed provided it is convenient to you.

Letter to Mr. Jinnah, dated, Simla; June 30, 1940

Dear Mr. Jinnah,

H. E. mentioned that "in your recent conversation
with him you had touched on the possibility of a War
Advisory Committee at the Centre in connection with
any expansion of the Governor-General’s Council but
he did not discuss this in any detail with you. He asks
" me to say that if there are any further details which
you would like to let him have as to what you have
in mind he would be very glad to have them;

Youts Sincerely
(8d.) '‘G.]. Laithwaite.

Mr. Jinnah's letter, dated. Simla first July, 1940.

Dear Mr. Laithwaite. 3

As desired by H. E. I am enclosing herewith a
tough note of the points I discussed with him on the
27th June, 1940 in the course of my interview.

Note: That no pronouncement or statement should
be made by His Majesty’s G:vernment which would,
in any way, milftate against the basic.and fundamental
principles laid down by ‘the Lahore resolution about
division of India and creating Muslim States in the
northwest and eastern zones. And it may be stated .
that that ideal now has become the universal faith’ of
Muslim India.’
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That His Majesty’s Govesnment must give definite
and categorical ‘assurance to.the Mussalmans of India
that no interim or final scheme of constitution would
be adopted by the British Government whithout the
previous approval and consent of Muslim India.

In view of the rapid developments in Europe and
grave danger that is facing India, it is fully realised
that everything should be done that is possible to
intensify war efforts and mobilize all  the rescurces
~of India for her defence for the purpose of maintain-
ing internal security, peace and tranquillity and to
ward off external aggression. But this can only be
achieved provided the British Government are ready
and willing to associate the Muslim leadership as equal
partners in thé Government both at the centre and. in
all the provinces. In other words, Muslim India
leadership must be fully trusted as equals, and have
equal share in the authority and control of the Govern-
ments, Central and Provincial. '

Provisionally, and during the period of the war,
the following steps should be taken to comply with the
formula, namely Co-operation with the Government
with equal share in the authority of the government :—

(a) That the Executive Council of the Viceroy
should be enlarged, within the framework of the
present constitutional existing law, the additional
number to be settled by further discussions but it
* being understood that the Musiim representation must
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be equal to that of the Hindus if the Congress comes
in, otherwise they should have the majority of the
additional members as it is obvious that the main. bur-
den and the responsibility wzH be borne by the - Mussal-
mans in that case. :

(b) In the provinces where Sectlon 93 has to oper-
~ ate, non-official advisers should be appointed, number
to be fixed after further discussion and the majority of
the non-official advisers should be the representatives
of Mussala ans and where the provinces can be run by
combination of parties or coalition naturally it would
be for the parties concerned to adjust matters by
~agreement ameng themselves.

(¢} There should be a war council consisting of
not less that 15 memters including the president to te
presided over by His Excellency the Viceroy. I do
not like the expression War Consultative.Committee,
This Council should regularly meet to deal with and
review, the general situation as it may develop from
time to time and advise the Government with regard to
matters in connection with the prosecutmn of the
~war generally and, in particular, fullest development
of the defence possible, and finance, and to make a
through economic and industrial drive. In ithis body
it will not be ditficult to secure the representition and
full co-operation of the Indian Princes, and as far as.
Ican judge they would have no difficulty in joining
it. It is through this body that the association of
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the princes can be secured. - Heune agaxm the repre~ -
sentation of Muslim India must be equal to that of
the Hindus if the Congress t‘omes in, otherwxse thev
~ should have the majority.

Finally the representatives of the Mussalmans on
the proposed. war council and the Exzecutive Council
of the Governor-General and the additional non-
- official advisers of the Governors should be chosen
by the Muslim League. ‘ )

Viceroy’s letter to Mr. }’mnah, dated Simla

July 6.
D:ar Mr. Jinnah.

I am much “obliged for the private and personai
memorandum headed ‘Proposal’ which you were kind
enough  to send me in your letter to my Private
Secretary of lst July. I note the points takem in
paragraph one of that memorandum and in the first
sentence of paragraph 2, both of which you emphasised
'in our recent conversation.” ‘I welcome aiso the ampli-
fication, as putting me in fuller possession of your
“mind, of that conversation represented by the balance
of your letter. But certain of the points taken suge
gest that there may be some slight mis-apprehension,
which you will, I think. agree that it would be de~
desirable that I should clear without delay:

As regards the expansion of the Executive Council,
this would, as you rightly observe in your memoran~
dum be within the exjsting constitutional scheme. In
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other words any Council so expanded would work
as a wholeand as a single Government of India. It
is not a case of striking a balance between the different
interests or of preserving the proportions between the
important parties. As you yourself indicated in the
course of our conversation, there are parties other
“than either Congress ot the Muslim League who may
fairly claim to be counsidered for ‘inclusion and there
jsa very definite .limit of numbers to any possible
expansion. = At the same time [ readily accept  the
importance, in the event of any expansion,-of securing
adequate representation of Muslim interests and that
is a point which 1 would bear in mind. There is how-
‘ever as you will see from my explanation, 10 guestion
of responsibility falling in greater or less degree on
any particilar section. Responsibility ‘will be that
of the Governor-General-in-Council as a whole. Again
it will be clear that under the existing law-and practice
. it must remain with the Secretary of State, in consult-
ation with the Governor-General, to decide upon
such names as we may submit to His Majesty - the King
for inclusion in the "Governor-General's Executive
Counsil, and stch persons cannot be the nominees of
political parties, however 1mportant though it may
‘of cours+ be assumed that both - the Secretary of state
and the Governor-General would in all cases;, do" their
utmost toselect persons from th@ various sections of

the community. \
I need not remind you that underthe law the whole
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responsibilty{for Governmentin section 93 provinces vests
exclusively in the Governer although 2 Governor can,
of ‘course, take advantage of the assistance of any advi~
ser he may appoint. Whether, »and‘ if so-at what point
and in what strength non-official advisers from politi-
cal parties should be appointed in provinces undet
section 93 administration, in the event of an- expansion
of the Governor-General’'s Council; would clearly call
for- consideration ‘in the light of circumstances of -
each province. You will, I think, agree with me alsg
that the importance of the kcommun‘ity from which
advisers are drawn in a_particular province has a direct
bearing. P 1 ‘
Your idea for a war council is in my view well worth
while considering, though details would have to be
worked out. Here again there are, of course, many
parties to be considered other than the Muslim League
or Congress. ' o5
As regards section 111 of your memorandum, T
“ought I think to make it clear that it would be consti-
tutionally impossible for the choice of Muslim gentle-
“men to be appointed to any expanded . Executive
Council oras non-official advisers to rest with the
Mushm League. Bur in the contingency envisaged
youy need not fear that any suggestions you may put
forward would not receive full consideration,

Let me in conclusion  thank you again: for your
very clear and valuable memorandum. [ .realise, of
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course, fully that it is not merely private and personal,
but that in your own words it embodies a tentative

“proposal. I am sure that you will agree with me that
it is well that there should be no misunderstanding
on the important points on which I have touched
above,

Mr. Jianahk's letter, dated, Bombay, July 17."
«~ Dear Lord Linlithgow,

T am in receipt of your letter of the 6th ]uly, 1940
and thank you for it.

I am glad that you have neted the points contained
in paragraph one of my memorandum, and also the
first sentence in paragraph two. I may point. out that
after the first sentence in paragraph two the second:
sentence begnining “In view of the 'rapid -deve
lopments” should have been marked paragraph three

- and paragraph three should have been marked
paragraph four.

As regards the constitutional and - legal posmon
‘that you have been good enough to point out to me in
cohnection with the ‘expansion of the Executive
Council and also with regard to the appointment of
advisers to the Gevernors and the position of the
Governors, working under seation 93 administration,
T fully appreciate it. I am glad that the idea of
constituting a war council, in your opinion, is well
worth while considering. - No doubt the details would
have to be worked out. BwtI do not think there is
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anything in my memorandum, which cannot be given
etfect to by way of convention and if the Secretary
of Scate and yourself meet us in a spirit of ‘trust and
co-operation, the legal and 'constitutional formalities
can be met and complied with. What is required is
the spirit of complete understanding:

I am, however, grateful to you for your assurance_
in paragraph five of your letter with regard to the
choice of Muslim gentlemen to be appointed to the
Executive Council or as non-official advisers, which

“runs as follows: “But in the contingency - envisaged
you need not fear that any suggestion you may put
forward would not receive tull consideration.” On

my part [ hope that I shall meet youin every feason.able
way possible.

In conclusion I should like to imptress upon you
that the Muslim public is very anxious to know what
has- been the result. The Congress  propaganda is
going on vigorously with its work whereas I have nat
yet given any idea of negotiations or the talk I had
with you to the public. I wonder whether you will
agree that [ should place before the public at least
my memorandum which I had sent you, with the
corrections that I have already pointed out which
pointed out whichare merely a matter of ‘arrangement
of paragraphs. :

Viceroy’s letter to Mr. Jinnah, dated Simla, July
24:— '
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Deat Mt. Jinnah. ,

Thank you very much for your letber.of the 17th
July in reply to mine of the 6th July. I note and have
read with interest what you say in it. ‘

I apprecxate the importance to you of the pomt
taken in the last paragraph of your letter. I should
of course, see no objection whatever to your inform-

Nng your Committee confidentially of what passed

between us at our conversation (I may, incidentally,
remark that I asked Mr. Gandhi, after my talk with
him, to regard our cbniiersatio,n as confidential, but
told him that I had no objection to his informing the
Congress Working Committee in confidence of what
bad passed during it—a course which he bas, I gatheér,
adopted). I cannot help feeling though that it must
be a point for your consideration in the first instance
that to give publicity to your private and personal
memorandum of your “tentative proposal” might give
rise to some misunderstanding as to the position in
relation to the considerations mentioned in my letter
to you of the 6th ‘July. But I am naturally anxious
to give you any assistance I can though I venture to
think that the suggestion I bave made might prove
the most convenient method of dealing with‘\the
posmon. '

Mr. Jinnah's letter to the Vlceroy dated, Bombay,
Aug. 2, 1940.

Dear-Lord Llﬁhthgow, -
Tam in receipt of your letter of rhe 24th July,
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“ 1940, ‘reg'érding the publication of my tentative proposals
placed before you- QObviously I am . awaiting your
© reply. ,
S> far as the Workxng Committee is concerned
they have already got a fairly good idea of: the points.
that were discussed between us. But the importance .of
the point is, as, I am glad, you appreciate it, . that how
long do you expect me <o wait and not give any ldea
to the geneéral Muslim public as. to what are these
proposals.

My stating to the press as to what were the
suggestions that were made on behalf of the Muslim
League to you and through Your Excellency to His
Majesty’s Gavernment cannot prejudice anybedy - or
give rise to any mzsunderstandmg with regard to your

position.
Letter to Mr Ilnnah dated en route to Poona.

August 5, 1940.

Dear Mr. Jinnah, :

I have had the advantage of recent dlscussmn with
you in regard to the general political situaiion in India
and I have reported our conversations on that matter
to His Majesty’s Government, with whom- also I have
been  in consultition as to the desirability of some
further statement designed to remove misunderstand-
ings and further to clarify their intentions in the consti-
tutional field. I am glad to say that I have now been
authorised to make the statement of which I enclose a
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copy, It will be published in the mammg papers of .
T hursday, August 8, and I would ask you to treat it as
entirely secret and for your personal information until
then o l ”

As you will see His Maxestys Government have
authorised m2 to invite a certain number of representa-
tive Indians to join my Exacutive Council and they
wave authorised me further to establish a War Advisory
Council which wpuld meet at regular intervals and
which would centain representatives of the Indian
States and of other interests in the national life of  India
as a whole. [ trust sincerely that you and the organisa-
tion of which you are the President, will be prepared.
to join with me in the Central Government and in the
War Advisory Council and I would greatly appreciate
it if you are able to let me have a reply by the 21st of
August at the latest. I would hope to have an
epportunity of co “versation with you in Bombay on
August 13 and I suggest chat this ‘would be a con-
venient opportunity to clear the ground for your formal
reply. I would only add that ‘I am anxious that the
names of the members of the expanded Executive
Council should appear not later than the end of “August
and those of the War Advisory Council by ‘the middle
of September at the latest, and if possible earlier than
that dote. S '

Letter from H.E. the Vlceroy to Mr. Jmnah dated
August 14, 1940.
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Dear Mr. Jinnah, _ , Ty i

I think it my be convenient for you to have in
writing the information on the points below whichI
gave you indur conversation ‘today. Iinformed you
in that conversation, first that my statement clearly
saf:guarded the Muslim ' position in relation to future
constitutional development, secondly. that' it equally
provided a basis on which the Muslims could, if they
so desire?, co-operate at the Centre. Asl explair;ed
to you in our -earlier co’nversatign I cannot -yet take
up the issue of the provinces but I do not contemplate
non-official advisers; at any rate at this stage:

(2). You asked me the probable strength of the
expanded Executive Council. - [ cannot, for reasons
which you will appreciate yet-indicate a precise figure
but the total strength of the Conuncil will be likely
to be in the neighbour-of 11. If, asI trust, the Mus-
" limm League are prepared to ‘accept my ‘invitation 1,
would like you to let. me have a paael of names, say
4, with a view to-'my selecting 2 from it for appoint-
ment to my Council. - As I have already made clgar
to. -you, - Sir Zafrulla ~Xban, ifhe remains in my.
Council, . will ~"not count against this - figure. [t is
clearly 1mpossible until the discussions on which I
am  at present engaged are complete, to indicate
precisely what would be the parties represented in
“the expanded Council. |

(3) The strength and composition of the War
Advisory Council can clearly only be fixed after
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the expansion of the Executive Council is &omplete;
Here, too, I should be grateful if you would be
good enough to let me have a panel of names for
my consideration on the assumption that there
would probably be, say, five Muslim League represen-
tatives out of a total of something in the neighbour-
bood of 20. ‘

(4) As you will appreciate, I am very anxious
to take very early decision in these matters  and to
reach finality as regards the personnel of the expand-
ed Executive Council and of the Advisory Council
at as early a date as possible, and I "hope - tbat ~you
will be able to assist ~ me- by letting me have a very
early reply. ‘ . :

(3) There is of course. no objection whatever to
your communicating the information above to your
colleagues confidentially but: I should be gratetul if
any publicity could be avoided for the present.

Mr. Jinnah's letter, dated, Mount Pleasent Road,
Malabar Hills, Bombay, 24th, August 1940,

Dear Lord Linlithgow.

I am-in receipt of your letter of the 14th -August
1940 and beg to inform Your Excellency that I will
place the whole matter before the Working Com-
mittee of the 'All-India Muslim League which has
been called to meet at Bombay on the 3lst August
and will communicate their views to you as soon .as
possible. "
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M¢. Jinnah's letter dated, Bombay 5th- September
1940. ;

Dear Lord Linlitbgow, : ,
“In continuation of my letter of the 24th of August
1940, I beg to enclose herewith the resolutions -of the
Working Committee of 2nd ‘of September in reply

to your letter of the 14th of August 1940-
Hoping that they will receive Your Excellencyg,
most careful consideration.

H. E. the Viceroy’s letter, dated Simla, Septem-

ber 23 1940.

Dear Mt. Jinnah,

I duly received the resolutions of the Working
Committee of the Muslim League passed at their
meetings in Bombay on 2nd September which you
were good enough to send me in your letter of 5th
September, and I have now had the advantage of a
full and free discussion of the points arising out of
those resolutions with you. :

I have I think made the general position perfectly

" clear in the course of our conversation, and it is
unnecessary for me to enter into further details about
it bere. As regards certain specific matters I would
however, put on,  record that I explamed to - you
the constitutional reasons which make it essential

* that the choice of members of the Governor-General's

Executive Council must rest exclusively with the"
Governor-General and the Secretary of State, with
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whom it mnst rest to tender advice in thls ratter to
His Majesty. I appreciate, hewever, the dfficulti-
eswhich you made it clear to me confronted you in
connectlon with the formulation of the panel which
I had earlier suggested to you and in the light of our
discussion I am content that the selection of represen-
tatives, while resting with the Governor-General,
should be based in the case of the Muslim League
(and should they so desire of the other parties to be
represented in my Council) ‘not on a panel formally
submitted but on confidential discussion between the
" leader of the party concerned and myself.

I bave also indicated the impracticability of a_ final
decision as to the total strength of the expanded
Council or as the allocation  of - prottolios (a- matter
which must of course rest entirely with the Governor-
General) until the replies of all those ‘who may be
invited to serve have ‘been received, but I have
made clear to you (as' 1 have also to the leaders of
the other parties whom I have recently seen) my
attitude on both those issues. ,

The general position of His Majesty’s Govem-
- ment had been made clear in my statement of 8th
August and in the Secretary of State’s speech in the
House of Commons on 15th August. It is that His
Majesty’s Government regard the expansion of my
Council and the constitution of a War Advisory Council
as steps of the first importance in terms of the asso-
ciatlon of Indxan public opinion with the conduct
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of the war by the Central Government and of the con-
stitutional machinery-of the Government of India pend-
ing- the post-war . investigétions the ‘machinery feor
which has been indicated in my statement and in Mr.
Amery’s speech. His Majesty’s Government sincere~
“ly trust that the Muslim League, like the other parties
and interests which they have invited to join the
expanded Council and to participate in the War
Advisory Council’ will respond to  that inVitat;g;m.
Their collaborationin both those bodies will of coursé
be entirely without ~prejudice to the consideration
and decision after the ‘conclusion of the war, and on
the basis‘already indicated in my statement,of the main
constitutional issue.. But Hisa Majesty's Government
trust and anticipate that they and the other parties
whoe are represented in the expanded Council and
the War Advisory Council will welcome the opportu-
nity offered tothem of influencing the cause of publc
affairs, in the immensely important period which lies
ahead, and, kin, so doing, will in the working throughout
the period of war of those bodies, find - a basis ~ for
that - general co-operation with full regard to the
interests of all concerned, on wHich the post-war
constitution foreshadowed in my statement and in
the Secretary of State’s speech can be built. '
Mr. Jinnah's letter dated New Dethi. September
26, 1940.
Dear Lord Linlithgow,
I am in receipt of your letter of the 25th September.
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1940 in reply to the resolution of the Working Com- =
mittee of the All-India Muslim League of the 2nd

September which was despatched to .you w1th my

covering letter of the 5th Saptember.

I shall place the matter before the Comm!ttee on
the 28th September and let you have the reply as soon
as possible.

May [ now inform you that I propose to release to .
th;.press thz correspondence and the memorandum
submitted by me to Your Excellency on. the 1st of

July. and I hope you will have no objection to my
doing so as I think the public are entitled to know and
understand the matcter in its perspective. ,

H. E. the Viceroy’'s letter dated, Simla. 25th
September, 1940.

Dear Mr. Jinnsh,

. You saked me yesterday to let you have-a formal
reply before you left for Delhi to-the resolution which
vou were kind enough to send' me eatlier thisimonth,
and I accordingly send you a formal letter herewith. I
have given the’most careful consideration since we
parted last night as to whether 1 could devise any
from of words such'as you. mentioned to ‘'me which
would megt the purpcse which you bad in view. I
warned you.as you will remember that I anticipated
the greatest difficulty in doingso andI am bound to
confess with regret that [ have in, fact after the ‘most
careful thought found it impracticable.  But, knowing
your mind‘as I do. I have endeavoured in the last -
paragraph of my formal letter sent herewith to do
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~what I could to make the general position clear and [

hope that that may be of assistance to you 1 trust that

irithe light of our talks you will now be. able to let

me have a definite decision once your meeting at Delhi

‘isaver, and I trust that that decision may be a favour-:
" able one for matters have now reached a stage at

which is essential that a definite conclusion should

he reached,”

Mr. Jinnah's letter -dated, New Delhi Septemba‘
26, 1940.

Dear Lord Lmhthgow,

I thank you for yonr letter of the 25th of September
and.I extremely regfet that ‘vou are unable to meet
me on the point which I raised during the course of
our conversarion on the 24th, though in the discussions
you -appreciated and-recognised that it ‘was a wvital
point so far as the Muslim League; was: concerned,
namely, that in the event of any other party deciding
later on to be associated with your Executive Counéjl
to assist in the prosecution of the war it should be "
allowed to do'so on terms that may be approved of and
consented ‘to by the Mushm Lieague party, as we were
entering”inco. so to say, a '‘war contract”

I thank you for your endeavour in the Iast
parag:aphof your fornal letter to-do what you could
to make the general position clear but I am afraid it
does not meet the point raised by me and Icannot
derive much assistance from it
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SIR TE] BAHADUR SAPRU & JINNAH.

Letter from Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru to Mr ]mnah
_dated, Allahabad 6th Febtuary, 1941:—

“My dear Jinnah Since we met last in Bombay a
few montns ago I have several times thought of writing
=g you but [ have never been able upto the moment
to mike up my mind. Even now when I have decided
to write to you [ am writing this letter with considerable
hesitation as if I cannot make things better than they
are. At present [ certainly do not in all conscience
want to make them worse. But I believe that since
1916 when wecame together in the old India Legislation

Council *you have known my views on the Hindu- -

Mohammedan question and I am, therfore, venturing to
hopz that yoa will oot mlsunderstand my pomt of
view. :

~ Although I have not been taking active part in
politics of the country for the last few years the old
interest still survives and I follow fairly closely the
trend of recent events. These have only tended to
confirm me in my belief that the supreme necessity. of
the hour is a settlement between the Hindus and
the Muslims - or to put it in terms of party politics
between the'Congress and the Hindu Sabha and the
Muslim League. It is my misfortune that owing to
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some very strong convictions, I have found it im-
possible to join either of thelfirst two and for obvious
reasoas [ could not b2 a member of the ’orga‘nisation
of which vou are the president and yet I fezl that so
fong as the three big organised bodies of public opinion
in India re nain in their present state of relationship
o each other the future of this country can’t be by
any mzans bright. It is not my purpose to discussés?
+this letter which of the three parties is to blame. I
+hink that a discussion of this character can never
lead to any goad; indeed I think instead of doing
good it may do positive harm. You will remember
#hat in August last when we met at Bombay T told you
that if the Congress and the Hindu Sabha would not
or were not prepared to cail a conference for the pur-
pose of settling differences there was no reason why
wyou as the President of a great and influential League
should not take the step forward. Since then I have
teen giving this matter my constant attention and
at last I bave made up my mind to make a personal
appeal to you. I do not, however, pretend to sail
ainder false colours. 1 represent neither theone party
mor the other. I can neither offer nor accept terms.
1 can only appzal to you in mv individual capacity—in
the capacity of one who strongly and’ genuinely holds
¢hat the Muslims are an integral part of India and
that their willing co-operation with other communities
must necessarily show the condition, the nature, extent

N
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and speed of the progress of the couatry. I am deli-
berately avoiding all reference to the controversial
issues that divide the one from the other as it |is. not
for me to settle them but for you and leaders of other
Tparties who can influence opinion and speak for others
to raise their issues and to come to a settlement in
regard to them. As a realist I feel that not only you
But Mr. Gandhiand the leaders of the Hindu Sabha
particularly Dr. Savarkar are the men on whom the
primary responsibility for a settlement of those issues
lies.

Neither speeches on public platforms nor state-
ments and interviews given by leaders can really help
the situation, 'I think conversations or if I may use
a hackneyed phrase heart to heart conversations, may
possibly lead to some satisfactory results. In any case
even if they donot we shall have the satisfaction of
knowing that everything has been ‘done which could
be done to bring about a better ‘state of feeling and
understanding. I am, therefore, venturing to suggest
on my own account without committing any other
patty to my views or suggestions that(l) you should
agree first to meet Mr. Gandhi and then the process
of private talks could be extended to: others. (2) If
you and other leaders then think that it would serve
the best interests of the country to invite a joint
" conference then you all could take the necessiry step.
1 can assure you of my personal support and co-opera-.
. tion in this matter. If your reply to my suggestion is
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that you will be prepared to see Mr. Ghandhi and
talk over matters with him, I shall write to him and
press it on him that he must see you at Bombay or any
other place that may suit your convenience. I hope
very strongly that he wili be quite willing to see you
in Bombay or any ather convenient place and discuss
things with you. I think you two should meet 5,
for if the country is dear to bim [ believe it 13 no Jless
dear toyou. You may be at present identified with
the Muslim League ; it may be necessary. of the situa-
tion that vou should be .leading the Muslim League,

I have no kind of prejudice against the League or any

connection withit and so far as you are concerned

I'still prefer to look upon youas I used to in the days

gone by when other people also looked up to you for

guidance and advocacy of the cause of India, irrespec- '
tive of caste, colour or creed.

If you are willing to see Mr. Gandhi and to discuss
things, I hope you will permit me to take him into
confidence about what you write to me. With kind
regards.

Yours sincely,
TEJ BAHADUR SAPRU

Letter from Mr. Jinnah to Sir Tej Bahadur Saprm
dated Bombay, 12th February, 1941

“My dear Sapry,

I am in receipt of your letter of the 6th instant and
thank you for it [ have given to it myJclosest attention
and consideration, coming as it does form you.
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The wain purpose on which you concentrated is.

directed towards trying to induce me to agree to see
Mr. Gandhi. Iam sorry to find that you are under
the impression that I am reluctant and opposed to
seeing Mr. Gandhi or any other Hindu leader on behalf
of the Hindu community, for, you say in your letter
tMI should agree first to see Mre. Gandhi,  Then you
proceed to say further, “If your reply to my suggestion
is that you will be prepared to see Mr. Gandhi and
talk over matters with] him'l shall write to himand press
it upon him tbat he must see youz at Bombay or any
other place that may suit your convenience.” Please
remove this erroneous impression from your mind. I
have always been ready and willing to see Mr. Gandhi
or any other Hindu leader on behalf of the Hindu com-
munity and do all I can vo help the solution of
Hindu-Muslim proble.m

As regards other matters referred to in your letter,
I cannot do better than to send you a press cutting,
giving the full text of my speech that I made in the
course of the debate in the Assembly on the Supplemet-
ary Finance Bill last November, as I :fear that your at-
tention, if at all, could have been drawn only to the
summary that appeared in' most of rhe papers at the
time.

This will give you some idea of the position and
the point of view of the Muslim League.

I thank you for your personal reference to me which
I need not say I appeciate very much.
Yours sincerely,
M, A. Jinnah.
36
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- Letter frcm SirT. B.  Sgru to Mr. Jinnah, dated
Allahabad 19th February, 1941:
My dear Jinnah,

Thank vou ever so much for your kind letter of 10th
February. I regret to say that I have been having high
fever for the last five or six days and am, therefoie,
unable to attend to any political correspendence. s
soon as I get better, I shall write to you again
about the matter about which I wrote to you on the
sixth of February.: I appreciate very much the prom-
. ptness with which you have so kindly replied to me.

’ Yours sincerely,
Tej Bahadur Sapru.
GANDHI SIR TE] BAHADUR

“Letter frcm Mabatamra Garndhi, Sevagram, Wardha,
25th January, 1941. ‘
Dear Sir Tej Babadur,

I have just finished reading your article in the
““Twentieth Century.”” 1 quite agree with 1t that we
have to settle our domestsic troubles cutselves and it is
without thinking whether the others will accept our.
joint demands or not.  Having that belief, you should
know that Ispecially went to Mr. Jinnah in Bombay
and had several talks and then Subhas Babu went, but
we could make no headway. You perhaps know .
why. -

Then again, determined not to go to the Viceroy
as strangers, 1 invited myself to his house in Delhi, and
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from there we went together in his car, but’ only to
show our differences to the Viceroy. I wouldjgo again
and again if [ had not the knowledge that my going.
would cause irritation to him. I cannot erack a joke
without exposing myself to being misunderstood.. My
impression is that he does not want a settlement till he
has so consolidated the League position that he can
di®mte his terms to all the parties concerned, including
the rulers. I do not blame him for having taken up
that position, if he has. But with this impression, it
is useless for me to approach him. I often feel like
writing to him, but lose courage when it comes to the
point of taking up my pen. But if you have ,faith, why
don’t you see him without being asked by anybody ?
I hope you are keeping very good health.
Yours Sincerely,”
(Sd. M. K. Gandhi).

Letter from Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru dated Allahabad
28th January, 1941 to Mahatma Gandhi.

Dear Mabatmayji, ‘

I thank you for your letter of the 25th of January,
which I received yestérday. I am glad to know that
my article in the “Twentieth 'Century” had attracted
your notice.

I read in the papers chat you had gone to Bombay to
see Mr. Jinnah,but I do not know what exactly passed
between you and him, there. I met Mr. Jinnah by the
merest accident at Dr. Berger’s Clinic in Bombay on the
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Gth or the 7th of August last. He came upto me and
asked me to have tea with him. Accordingly, T went
#0 him the next day, and T had a conversation with
‘hin lasting for about one hour and a half.  He told
qme what had transpired between you and him at Delhi,
and of the differences- which arose between you and
himin the presence of the Viceroy. My impression,
was that, though there was a general conversation be-
tween you and him on some of the political demands
of the Congress, the communal question did not speci-
fically form the subject of discussion. j

You are, if [ may say so, quite right in saying that’
~ we have to settle our domestic troubles. ourselves and
that without thinking whether the British will accept
.our joint demands or not. That has always been my
view. I am afraid the communal situation has been
allowed too long to deteriorate from bad to worse, and
T very strongly feel that that is “‘the one ques.ion” to
which every one of us, (and particularly you with your
~influence), havé to address ourselves. For, so long as
these differences last among ourselves, I am afraid real self
government is difficut to achieve and still more difficult
ito maintain. :

During the Christmas week, Nawab Mohammad
Ismail and Nawabzada Liagat Ali Khan ware here in
connection with the session of the Provincial Muslim
League. - The former, who is an old friend of mine,
«came to see me and I met the latter at the house of a
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common friend. We talked freely and pleasantly and the
impression left on my mind was that. though the task of
settlement would present great difficulties, it.-was by ne
means hopeless.

I had no talk with Mr. Jinnah on the question of
JPakistan. I believe the word ‘Pakistan’ isa convenient:
pTxrase which has been adopted by the Muslim League
to cover a multitude of political and constitutional:
ideas. If it means a partition of India, then I do not
mi nd saying that I am very strongly opposed to it. If
it means a teconsideration of certain political idess and
readjustment of some constitutional provisions, then E
should not rule out their discussion. In any case, how-
ever, for the purpose of conversations ~intended to-
achieve a communal settlement, it would not be right.
for any party to impose on the other any kind of con-
ditions precedent.. I can not reason why Mr. Jinnah
should decline to meet you. Not only would it be
rude on his part to decline to meet you, but it would:
also put him positively in the wrong if he were to adopt
that sort of attitude.

You say in your letter that “he does not want a-
settlement till he has so consolidated the League-
position that he can dictate his terms to all the parties.
concerned including the rulers,” and that you “‘often:
feel like writing to him, but lose courage when it
comes to the point of taking up my pen.” You are,
bowever, a man of infinite courage and yo u are big:
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enough to rise superior to pretty considerations of m
conventional character./ I see no reason why you
should not write to him a perfectly courteous letter
—3as you always do—telling him that in the interest
of the country, you should like to have an opportunity
of meeting him and discussing the whole situation so-
asto see whether an honourable settlement whish
will be satisfactory to all the parties concerned, is
possible. If he makes a satisfactory response, then
you should take the step forward. That will heighten:
and strengthen your position and the position of the
Congress, and of the Hindus at large. If he makes no
response to ~your request or adopts a truculent
attitude, that is bound to recoil on kis head and on
the rarty which be represents. My own belief is that
the farther away the parties can be from each other..
the greater is the misurderstanding land' the mcre
difficult the task of reconciliation.

You then say in your letter, “but if you have
faith’ why don’t you see him without being asked by
anybody?” As a private individual, I should have no-
objection at all to meeting him or anybody else but
the real difficulty that I feel about my position is that
I cannot pretend to represent the Congress or the
Hindus. I can write to him, (and am - quite willing to
do so}, suggesting that he should meet you, or that if
you write to him saying that you want to meet him,

41



‘he should receive you and talk to you. I should not,
however write to him without your permission. If
you will permit me, I can also write to Nawab
‘Mohammed Ismail, who, I know, is a very good man
‘and who, I feel, will sincerely welcome peace and
‘harmony.  You may be sure that whether I write to
Mr. Jinnah or to Nawab Ismail or to any one I am
not going to commit you or any one to .any position.
T can only throw out a suggestinn for the initiation of
conversation.. Hitherto, I have written no kind of
Tetter on the subjzct to Mrc. Jinnah. or any. other
Muslim friend, and I have scrupulously avoided, dur-
ing the last one year and a half, writing: to the
Viceroy or any Britleh official at Delhi or Simla.
The last time that I saw the Viceroy. was in Septem-
ber, 1939. Holding the views that I do, I feel very
strongly that it i$ no use my seeing him, or writing to
thim in the midst of these differences, which divide
.one party from another and one set of politicians
from another.

Itis because of this feeliné that, both in the
statement that I issued last month to the Press, and
in my article in the “Twentieth Century’: I have laid
emphasis on the desirability of a communal settle-
ment and of your meeting Mr. Jinnah, Speaking for
myself, I do not attach much importance to the
general criticism of British policy that the Secretary
of State and the Viceroy have given a veto to the
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minorities. Whether they have doae so or not, it is
up to us to set our house in order and once we shall

have gained the strength which it will be impossible
on political grouads for any one ac Delhi, Simla or

"Whitehall to resist. :

It is my misfortune that on some political ques-
tions, I differ from many of my countrymen and have
wery strong convictions. But [ should do everything e ®
that lay in my power to pave the way for the
communal settlement to which I attach far greater
importance than I do to mere academic discussions
of this political theory or that. In short if you per-
mit me, I am quite willing to write to Mr. Jinnah and
gome other Muslim friends. I would much rather
like that you took thz lead at a suitable opportunity
of calling a conference than that any outsider or
<>mmon friends, howsoever well-intentioned, assumed
responsibility for such a conference. Some friends
‘have written to me absut it, but [ am not yet con-
winced that it would do any good for a private indi-
widual to call such a conference or to wait on the
Niceroy. This must bz left to you and Mr. Jinnah,
and I feel very strongly that if you take the lead in
this matter, good may result.

With my best regards,

®

Yours Sincerely,
Sd. Tej Bahadur Sapru.
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Letter from Mahatma Gandhi, dated Wardha
February 1st, 1941 to Sir Tej Pahadur Sapru.

Dear Sir Tej Bahadur,

I thank you for your kind letter. Mr. M, A.
Jinnah says, I can only talk to bim as a Hindu for
Hindus. I cannot do'it. 1f I write to him tbat T
“ewant to meet him, he won’t ~de- cline
to meet me. But I krcw thke 1esult. He will
immediately distort cur meeting. He thinks that,
I am the greatest stumbling bleck. I am therefore,
biding my time. As soon as I see my way, I would
certainly se.k an interview with him and e\jreriyboﬂdy'
else. You may have'seen bow he bas distorted the
‘present C. D. as anti-Muslim, but of course, youw
should pursue the subject after your own style with
whom so ever you may think fit.—

Yours Sincerely,
Sd. M. K. Gandhi..
Letter from Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru, dated
February 6th, 1941 to Mahatma Gandhi.

My dear Mahatmaji,

Many tbanks for your letter. I appreciate your
point of view. After careful consideration, I have
decided to write a. letter to Mr. Jinnabh, and I am
sending it to-day. I have taken good care not to
commit yeu or any one Or any party to any parti-
cular position on apy question. I have simply sug-
'gested to him that he should ke prepared to meet
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you to have a talk with vou if you should write
to him to see him at Bombay or elsewhere. He
can then see other leaders and, if you all then
think that it will be useful to have a conference
ito settle the differences, thea such a conference
may be invited. I have expressly stated that Ido
not propose to express any opinion on any one of
the outstanding questions as it will be for you and. ®
him -and other leéaders to discuss those issues and
te come to a settlement. If and when I hear from

“him, [ shall let you know. I have also sent a

message to the same effect to another influential
Muslim friend. I may also write to another” ;friend,.

With kindest ragards, — ,

Yours Sincerely,

Sd. Tej Bahadur Sapru.

Letter from Mahatma Gahdhi dated Feb. 9,

+ 1941 to Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru:

Dear Sir Tej Babadur,

Your letter has just reached me. It disconcerts
‘me somewhat, I think I have told you thatI am
not going to write to him unlessI know that he
wants to come to some settlement. What I do
know is all to the contrary. I wish I had a copy
of your letter to M.A. Jinnah. Of course, I do
not want you to do anything further so as to re-
anove m:sunderstandmg, if thete is any.

Yours Smcerely,
Sd. M. K. Gandhi.
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Letter from Si\r Tej Bahadur to Mahatma Gandhi,
dated Allahabad, 12th Feb. 1941

Dear Mahatmaji,

I received your letter of the 9th of February
yesterday. I was, however, surprised to know from.
you that my - last letter of the 6th of February
Jad somewhat disconcerted you.” I see no reason
why it should have.

In your last letter, you say:

“That [ am not going to write to him (Jinnah)
unless I know that he wants to come to somwe settle~
ment.”” Pérmit me to point out that you never wrote
to me like this in any of your letters. For your
sa'tisfaction, I am enclosing copies of your previous
letters of the 25th of January, 1941, of the lst of
February, 1941, and also of your last letter.

In your first letter, you said:

“My impression is that he does not wan‘t a settle-
ment till he has so consolidated the League position:
that he can dictate his terms to all the parties con-
cerned inc¢luding the rulers” and then you added that
“T often feel like writing to him, but lose courage
when it comes to the point of taking up my pen.”
Finally, you said to me: “But if you have faith, why
don't you see him without being asked by anybody?'”
In my letter to you of the 28th of January, 1941,
which I dare say is Wit‘h you, I said, among other
things, "I see no teason__th‘y you should not write to:
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'him a perfectly courteous letter—as you always do
—telling him that, in the interest of the country, youw
should like to have an opp,ortunify of meeting him
and discussing the whole situaticn so astosee whether
an honcurable settlement, which will be satisfactory
to all the parties. Asto why, I'de not see Jinnah
without being asked by anybody. I wrote as,
follows:— ‘ K

“As a private individual, I should have no objec-
tion at all to meeting him or anybody else, but the
real difficulty that I feel about my position is that
J cannot pretend to represent the Congress or the
Hindus. I can write to him (and am quite willing to
do sc), suggesting that be should meet youor thatif
you write to him saying that you want to meet him, he
should receive you and. talk to you.. I should not,
however, write to him without your permission.” In’

".your letter cf the 1st of February, yousay: “M. A.
. Jinnab says, I.can only talk to him as a Hindu for
Hindus, I cannot do it. 1f I write to him that I want
to meet him, he won’t decline to meet me. But I
know the result.” Inthe present state of feeling,I
admit that it is quite understandable that he should
think that you are the greatest stumbling block. To-
wards the end of that letter, you wrote to me. “‘But
of course, you should pursue the subject after your
own style with whomsoever you may think fic. This
sentence led me to believe that I was at liberty te
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“write to Imnah in my own style, ‘and: to sugdest o
him that he should meet you,

[ am herewith enclosing a copy of my letter to
Jinnah.  You will find from it that, among other
thing. I have written to him as follows: “(a) I re-
‘present neither the one party nor the other. I can
neither offer nor accept terms. [ can only appeal to
*you in mv individual capacity ~in the capacity of one
who strongly and ¢z1uinzly halds thit the Muslims
are an integral part of India and that their willing
co-opzration with other communities must necessari-
1ycondition the nature, extent andspeed of the progress
of the cauntey.” Then I weote to him (b) *‘I think
.conversations or if I may use a hackneyed phrase heart-
ty-heart conversation may possibly lead to some
-satisfactory results.””

My suggestions to him are contamed in the
followmg sentences :—-

“1 am, therefore, venturing to suggest, on my

own account, without committing any . otherS
‘person or any other party, to my views or suggestion

that—(1) You should agree first to mzet Mr. Gandhi
and then, the process of private talks could ~ be ex-
tended to others (2) If you and other leaders then
think that it would serve the bast interests of the
couatry toinvitea joint conference, then you all
«<uld take the necessary steps. I[f your reply to my
suggestion is thatyou ~will bz peepiced  td se Mr.
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Gandhi and talk over matters with him, I shall write
to him and press it on him that he must see you 2t
Bombay, or-any other place that may suit your coi-
venience. - I hope very strongly, that he will be
quite willing to see you in Bombay or any other con-
venient place, and discuss things with you.”

After careful consideration on the whole position,
I do not see any reason to regret .the letter that 1,
have written to Jinnah. I coeuld not reasonably ask
him to give me the undertaking that he would  cer- -
tainly come to a settlement with you when you meet.
The basis of a settlement is for you and him and others
to decide, but, in my opinion, it would not  be right
for an party to impose any kind of ‘conditions -prece-
dent on the other or to have any such assurances.

I do not wish my letter to him at all to interfere
with any other line of action that may possibly be
under contemplation of in progress, and I have, there-
fore, decided to drop the mattetr. 'altogether.  [If Mr.
Jinnah writes to me any letter and if it is of a satis-
factory character, I shall communicate the: same to
vou. and: leave it to you to come to your own decision
But,in view of your [ast letter to me, I shall not. as
I.have'said'abeve, pursue the matter any further.

With . kind regards,

Yours Sincerely,
: Sd. Tej Bahadur Sapru
Letter from Sir Tej Bahadur to Mahatma Gandhi’

dated Allababad February 14, 1941,
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Dear Mahatmajt.

I sent you a registered letter yesterday morning.

Last evening, I received aletter from Mr. Jinnah
a copy of which I enclose herewith. I have not yet
written to him, It is now for'you to take your decis-
ion. : , e
In view of your last letter to me I do not, propose
«Q take any further action.

With kind regards,
Yours Sincerely,

(Sd.) Tej Babadur Sapru.

Letter from Mahatma Gandbhi to Sir Te] Bahadur
dated Savagram, February 16,

Dear Sir Tej Bahadur Sapruy,

I thank you for two letters, I need not now di:cuss
the points raised by you. M.A: Jinnah's letter con-

firms my fear. He would see meif I go “on behalf
of the Hindu community.”

This I cannot do. I do not represent the Hindu
community, Il am not even member of the Hindu
Mahasabha. : '

But. you may not now get out of the situation.
You must not mind my warnings. Issuggest you
your writing to Q. A. Jinnah that bis position is un-
sound, if you agree with me. If you do not, you
should strive with me and persuade me that
I should go on behalf of the Hindu community.

Yours Sincerely,
(Sd.) M. K. Gandhi,
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Letter from Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru to Mahatma
Gandhi,, dated Allahabad, February ’19, 1941.

Dear Mahatmaji, . , s -

‘I thank you very much for your letter of the 16th
instant, which was  brought to me. yesterday by
Mr. Shiva Nath Katju. I regret tosay that from the
15th of Februarty, I have been down ‘with high fevera
though to-day it is less. I am not attending to ahy

~work at present, and shall not be able to ‘do so for
another week or so. - ‘

I have just written a letter to Mr. Jinpah simply
acknowledging his letter and saying that when I am
better I shall write to him. s

Personally, I am not at all hopeful of success. I
do not think I can persuade you to see him on  behalf
of theHindu community, nor do I ‘think I can
persuade him to give up his point of view. Still, I
shall think over the matter "and, if anything occurs
to me which may be of any use, Iishall actaccordingly.
Meanwhile, I am taking no action. ' ‘

With kind regards.
v " Yours Sincerely.
, (8d.) Tej Bahadur Sapru.
 Letter from Sir- Tej to Mahatma Gandhi dated
Allahabad March 2, 41, :
My Dear Mahatmaji, ;

To-day. Iam from free from fever, butl am
not sure whether I will continue todo so throughout
the day. Anyhow, I am better. It was - a great
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pleasue to meet you and £o have kad an opportunity
of talking to you. I have been thinking a great deal
about the matters about which I talked to you.

There is one idea which I am: putting before you
and 'I should like to know wour reaction. I should
take no step to give effect to that idea unless it ap-
Jpealed to you. It is this: supposing some of us, who
arte meeting in Bombay on the 13th of March, decide
to invite you and Mr. Jinnah and just a  few other
leaders at a conference to be held later on some suit-
able date .and at a convenient place to talk over
matters of difference, how will vou 'view it?If you
approve ofit. I can then go, if necessary to Jinnah
and discuss the matter with him and try to get his
agreement< This avoids your writing to him or
taking the initiative in the ~matter.  If this attempt
fails, it will be one more failure and “will = not make
the position worse. Qur conscience will be - clear that
we have done the best that we could to bring about
a reconciliation, and it will be abundantly plain to
every one in the world that you have held out the
hand. of fellowship. This is only a tentative
suggestion, Please do not think that I am committed
to it or that I shall act on it necessarily, I should

like you to tell me what you think of it, The res-
ponsibility will not be yours at all. It will be thatof
others. 3 ; . )

Hoping you are well and had a comfortable journey

‘back, and with kind regards. . Yours Sincerely
‘ k (Sd.) . TEJ Tej Bhadur Spr:.
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GANDHI - JINNAH
CORRESPONDENGCE

1844
I il |
Mz Jinnah to Gandhiji

September 10, 1944

Déar Mr. Gandhi,
With reference to our talk yesterday (September 9),

- T understood from you that you had come to discuss the

Hindu-Muslim sectlement with me in your individual. capa-
city, ‘'and not in any representative character or capacity, on
behalf of the Hindus or the Congress ; nor had you  any
authority to do so. I naturally pointed out to you that
there must be some one on the other side with authority
holding a representative status with. whom I can negotiate
and, if possible, come to a settlement of ,the Hindu-Muslim
questioxi, and that for the position you had adopted there
was no precedent, and chat this raises great difficulties in
my way. » ' ,

As you know, I can only speak on behalf of Muslim
India and the All-India Muslim Léague, as the Pres,‘ivde,‘nt of
the organization which I represent, and as such I am -subject
to and governed by its constitution, rules and regulations.
I think you realize and will admit that a settlement of the
Hindu-Muslim question is the foremost and major hurdle,
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and unless the representatives of these two nations put their
heads together, how is one to make any headway with it ?

Nevertheless, I explained to you the Lahore resolution
of March, 1940, and tried to persuade you to accept the
basic and fundamental principles ambodied in it, but you
not only refused to consider it but emphasized your opposi-
tiop to the basis indicated in that resolution, and remarked
that there was ““ an ocean between you and me,” and when
I asked you what is then the alternative you suggest, you
put forward a formula of Mr. Rajagopalachari approved by
you. We discussed it, and as various matters were vague
and nebulous, and some required claiification, I wanted to
have a clear idea of what it really meantand what were its
implications, and asked you for explanations and clarification
regarding the proposals embodied in that formula.

After some discussion, you requested me to formulate
in wriing my points that I thought required or called for
explanation and clarification, and to communicate with you
and that you would reply in writing before our next meecing
on Monday, September 11, at 530 p.m- I am, therefore,
submitting to you the followmg points which require
clarification :

(1) With regard to the preamble: In what capacity -

will you be a consenting party if any agreement is reached
between you and me ?

(2) Clause 1: With regard to *““the constitution: for -

a free India ™ referred to in this clause, I would like to know
first, what constitution do you refer to, who will ftame i
and when will it come into being ?

<+

Syl
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Next, it'is stated in the formula that “the Muslim
league endorses the Indian demand for Independence.”
Does it mean the Congress demand for Independence as
formulated in the August resolution of 1942 by the All-India
Congress Committee in Bombay or, if not, what is the
sighificance of ‘this term, for you ‘know the Muslim League
has made it clear nb‘t only by its resolutions but by its creed,
which is embodied in its constitution, that we stand for
freedom and independence of the whole of ‘this sub-
continent, and applies to Pakistan and Hindustan.

Next it is stated that the Muslim League * will
co-operate with the Congress in the formation of a pro-
visional interim government for the transitional period.” -
I would like to know thz basis or the lines on which such
a goverment is to be set up or constituted. If you have a
complete and definite scheme please let me have it,

‘ . .(3) Clause 2: . Who will appoint the commission
referred to in this clause and who will give effect  to their
findings? What is' the meaning of ‘“absolute: majority ?

. referred to in it 7 Will the contemplated plebiscite be taken
districtwise ot, if not, on what basis? Who will determine
and decide whether such a plebiscite should be based on
adult franchise or other practicable franchise 2 Who will
give effect to the decision or verdict of the above-mentioned
plebiscite 7 Would only the districts on the border, which
are taken out from the boundaries of the present provinces
by delimitation, be entitled to choose to join either State,

*or would also those outside the present boundaries have . the

right to choose to join either State ? ’
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(4) Clause 3: Who are meant by *“all parties™ in
this clause ? , ‘

(5) Clause 4: I would like to know between whom
and through what machinery and agency will the “mutual
agreemgnts Y referred to in this clause be entered into?
What is meant by ‘‘ safeguarding defence, commerce and
tommunications and for other essential purposes ! - Safe-
guarding against whom 7

(6, Clause 6:  *‘ These terms shall be binding only in
case of transfer by Britain of full power and responsibility 4
for the governance of India.” I would like to know to whom
is this power to be transferred, through what machinery and

" agency, and when ?

These are some of the important points that occur to
me for the moment, which require explanation and clarifi-
cation, and I hope that you will let me have full details about
the various points that I have raised, in order that [ may be
better able to' understand and judge your proposals before
1 can deal with them satisfactorily.

Yours sincerely,s.
M. A. Jinnah.
1I

Gandhiji to Mr, Jinnah
, September 11, 1944.
Dear Qaid-i-Azam ; o
[ received your letter yesterday at 3-30 p.m. 1 was in
the midst of appointments. 1 hasten to teply at the earliest”
opportunity,
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have said in my letter to you, it is implied in the
Rajaji- formula and 1 have stated publicly that ‘I have
approached you as an individual. - My life mission has been
Hindu-Muslim unity  which I want for its own sake but
which is ‘not to be-achieved without the foreign ruling
Power being ousted.  Hence the first condition of the
exareise of the right of self-determination is. achievins
Independence by the joint action ‘of all the  parties and
groups composing India. If such joint action is unfortunately
¢ impossible; then too' 1 must fight with the assistanice of such
elements as can be brought together.

I'am glad, therefore, that you did not break off our
talks when I refused to assume or accept representative
capacity. Of course, I am pledged to use all the influence I
may have with the Congress to ratify my agreement with
yvou,  May I remind you that the Rajaji formula was designed
‘in the first instance for your acceptance and submission
thereafter to the League ?

"It is true that I said an ocean separated you and me in
#-outlook. But had no reference to the Lahore resolution of
the -League. The Lahore resolution is indefinite. Rajaji
has taken from it the substance and given it a shape.

Now for the points raised by you.

1. 1 have already answered this in the foregoing.

2. The constiturion will be framed by provisional
governmeént contemplated in the formula or an authority
specially set ‘up by it after the British power is withdrawn.
~The ndependence contemplated is of the whole of India

as it stands. The basis for the formation of the provisional
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interim government will have to be agreed to between the
League and the Congress.

3. The commission will be appomted by the .pro-
visional government. “Absolute majority’ means a “clear
majority over non-Muslim elements-as in - Sind, Baluchistan
or the Frontier Province. The form of plebiscite and the
frangchise must be a matter for discussion: :

4 “All parties” means parties. nterested.

3. “Mutual agreement” means agréement between
contracting parties. * Safeguarding defence, etc.” means for
me a Central or joint board of control, * Safeguarding”
means safeguarding against all who may put the common
interests in jeopardy.

6. The powér is to be transferred to the nation, that is,
to the provisional government. The formula ‘contemplates
peaceful transfer by the British Government. So far as I
am concerned I would like the transfer to take place as early

as posstble
Yours sincerely,

M. K. Gandhi.

I

Mr. Jinnah to Gandhijj

Septémber 11, 1944,
Dear Mr. Gandhx]x,

~Treceived your letter of September 11 at 5 p.m. today.
1 note thgt you have approached me as an individual, and
1 have already expressed my views about it. . Please do not

take it that I acquiesce in the position that you. have
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adopted, for which there is no precedent.® Nevertheless,
Ipréceeded to discuss matters with you naturally because
1 am anxious to convert you to my point of view if possible,
I urged on you that the only solution of India’s problem is
to accept the division of India as Pakistan and Hindustan,
as briefly laid down in the Lahore resolution of March 1940,
and proceed to settle the details forthwith. You say etfie.
Lahore resolution is indefinite.- You never asked me for
any clarificaiton or explanation of . the resolution, but you.
really indicated your emphatic opposition to the very basis
and the fundamental principles embodied in it. I would,
therefore, like to know in what way or respect the Lahore
resoultion is indifinite. 1 cannot agree that Rajaji has taken
from it its substance and given it shape. On the contrary,
he has not only put it out of shape but mutilated it, as I
~explained in my speech which I delivered at the meeting
of the Couacil of the All-India Mushm League at Lahore on
July 30, 1944, ‘ ;
~You say “the first condition of the exercise of the right
of self-determination is achieving . independence by the
joint action of all the parties and groups composing India.
If such joint action is unfortunately impossible then too I
must fight with the assistance of such elements as can be
bcour’ht togerher, 5 ThlS in my opinion is; as I have repeat-

“. *In its report of the proceedings of the Muslim League session of
July 1944 at Lahore, the “Dawn” in its issue” of July 31 said : “On- the
League Council authouzmg Mr. Jinnah to carry on negotilations with Mr.
Gandhi, the Qai-i-Azam ruled that-all the resolutions on the agenda relat-
ing to the C. R.:Gandhi formula could not be moved and the movers;,
accordingly, withdrew the resolutions.” Similar reports appearcd in other
papers. ) :
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edly said, putting the cart before the horse,and is generally
opposed to the policy and declaratio s of the All-India
Muslim League, and you are only holding on firmly to the
August resolution of 1942. In order to achieve the freedom
and independence of the people of India, it is essential,
in the first instance, that there should be a Hindu-Muslim
settlement.

Of course, | am thankful to you when you say that
you are pledged to use all the influence that you have with
the Congress to ratify your agreement with me, but that is
not enough in my judgment, although it will be a very
valuable help to me.

1 once more ask you please to let' me know what is
your conception of the basis for the formation of a pro-
visional interim government. - No doubt it will be subject
to agreement between the League and the Congress, but
I think in fairness you should at least give' me some rough
idea or lines of your conception, for you must have thought
it out by now, and 1 would like to know what are your
proposals or scheme for the formation of a provisional
interim government, which can give me some clear  picture
to understand it.

You have omitted to answer my question as to whao
will give effect to the findings of the commission and also
it is not clear to me what you mean by absolute majority,
when you say it means “a clear  majority over non-Muslim
elements as in Sind, Baluchistan or the Frontier Province.”
You have not even replied to my question as to who will
decide the form of the plebiscite and the franchise contemp-



lated by the formula. ; ,

The answer to the fourth point does not ecarry  any
clear idea’ when you say “all parties” means “parties
interested.” /

You say * ‘mutual agr?e’ement’ ‘means ‘agreement be-
tween contracting parties.”” Who are the contracting par-
ties once a provisional interim government is established of
your conception 7  Who will appoint the Central or joint
board of control, which will safeguard defenee, etc, and
on what principle, through what machinery and agency,

>

and subject to whose control and >rders will such a Central
or joirit board be ?

You say “The poweris to be transferced to the nation,
that is, to the provisional government.” That is all the
greater reason why I would like toknow full details of the
provisional government as contemplated - by you and of your
conception. ’

Yours sincerely,

M. ‘A. Jinnah
v
Mr, Jinnah to Gandhiji

' S September 13, 1944,
Dear Mr.  Gandhiji,

When you arrived here on the morning of September

12 to resume our talks, you were good enough to inform me

that you had not had time to attend to my letter of Septem-

ber 11, which reached you the same day at 10.30 p.mi. We

met again today without having received your reply,” and I
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ara still waiting for it. = Please, therefore let me have

reply as soon as possible with regard to the various points
mentioned in my letrer to you of September.11.

Yours sincerely,
M. A. Jinnah,

. %
- Gandhiji to Mr, Jinnah

, September 14, 1944.
Dear Qidid-i-Azam, ,

I have your letter of the 13th instant. I understood
from our talks that you were in no hurry for my answer.
[ was therefore taking the matter in a leisurely fashion, even
hoping that as our talks proceeded and as cordiality increas-
ed mutual clarification would come of itself and that we
would only have to record our final agreement. But I
understand and appreciate the other viewpoint. We should
take nothing for granted. 1 should clarify your difficulties
in understanding the Rajaji formula and you should do

“likewise regarding yours, 7e., the Muslim League Lahore

resolution of 1940.
With - reference to. the Lahore resolution as agreed
between us I shall deal with it in a separate letter. ;
Perhaps at the end of our discussion, we shall discover
that Rajaji. not only has not put the Lahore resolution out of
shape and mutilated it; but has given it substance and form.
Indeed in view of your dislike of the Rajaji formula, I
have, at any rate for the moment, put it out of my mind and
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I am now concentrating on the Lahore resolution in the hope
of finding a ground for mutual agreement.

So much for the first paragraph of your letter,

As to the second, T do hold that unless we oust the
third party we shall not be able to live at peace with one an-
other. That.dozs not mean that I may not make an effort
to find ways. and means, of establishing a living peice
between us.

You ask for my conception of the basis {or a provisional
interim government. - I would have told vou if 1 had any
scheme: in mind. 1 imagine that if we two can agree,it
would be for us to consulc the other parties. I can say this,
that any provisional governma2nt to inspire confidence at the
present - moment must represent all parties. When chat

" moment arrives I ahall have been replaced by some authorita-
tive person, though you will have me _always at your beck
and call when you have converted me, or I you, or by mutual
conversion we have become one mind functioning through .
two bodies. ; (

As to the third point, the provinional government
being the appointing authority, will give effect to the findings
of the commission. " This, I thought, was implied in my pre-
vious answer. |

Rajaji tells me that ‘absolute majority’ is used in his
formula in the same sense as it is used in ordinary legal
parlance wherever more than two groups are dealt with. I
cling to my own answer. But you will perhaps suggest a
third meaning and persuade me to accep it.

The form of the plebiscite and franchise must be left
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to be decided by the provisional interim government unless
we decide it now. [ should say it should bz by adult suffrage
of all the inhabitants of the Pakistan area.

As to fourth, “all parties” means you and I and every
one else holding views on the question at issue will, and
should, seek by peaceful persuasion to influence public opin-
ion as®is done where democracy functions wholly or in
part.

As 1o fifth, supposing that the result of the plebiscite is
in favour of partition, the provisional government will draft
the treaty and agreements as regards the administration of
matters of common interest, but the same has to be confir-
med and ratified by the governments of the two States. The
machinery required for the settlement and administration
of matters of common interest will in the first instance be
planned by the interim government, but subsequently will
be a matter for settlement between the two governments
“acting through the agencies appointed by each for that

purpose. | ‘

As to sixth, [ hope the foregoing makes superfluous
any further reply.

Yours sincerely,

M. K. Gandhi.
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Mr, Jmnah To Gandhiji

' ‘ September 14, 1944,
Dear Mr. Gandhi,

I received your letter of September 14, at 4-43 p.m. to-
day in reply to my letter of September 11 (and not of Sep-
tember 13, as you state, which seems to be a mistake), gnd I
thank you for it. g

Please let me have, as soon as you can, your promised
letter indicating'in. what way or respect the Lahore resolution
is ‘indefinite.’

With regard to the provision in the Gandhi-Rajaji
formula that “the Muslim League endorses the Indian
demand for Independence,” I asked you in my letter dated
September 10, “Does it mean the Congress demand for Inde-
pendence as formulated in the August 1942 resolution by
the - Ali-India Congress Committee in Bombay or, if not,
‘what is the significane of this term,” to this you replied by
your letter of September 11, * the Independence contempla.
ted is of the whole of India as it stands.” Hence, I again ask,
does it mean on the basis of a united India? I find that
you have not clarified this point satisfactorily.

As regards the next part of this clause, the formu
proceeds to lay down that “the Muslim League will co»op&:xai
with the Congress in the formation of the provisional mfeﬂ;%
government for the transitional period,” 1 requested youa‘

my letter of September 10 to let me know ““the bassis or j
lines by which such a government is to be set up ot wustﬁ
ted. It you have a complete and definite scheme, pleasé
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me have it,” to this you repliad by your letter of September
1T under reply, that “th2 basis for the formation of the
provisional interim government will have to be agreed to
between the League and the Congress” But that is not
meeting my request for clarification or giving me at least the
outlines of such a g vernment, and that is what I have been
asking.f':)r‘ I hope that you do appreciate my point when
am requesting you to let me have rough outlines of the pro-
posed provisional interim government according to the
formula, so that I may have some idea,

Of course, 1 can quiée understand that such a provi-
sional interim government will represent all parties and
would be of a character that will inspire confidence at the
present moment of all the parties. I can quite understand
that when the moment arrives certain things may follow,
but before we can deal with this formula in a satisfactory
manner, [ repeat again that, as it is your formula, you should
give me a rough idea of the provisional interim government
‘that you contemplate and of your conception,

- What I would like to know would be, what will be the

" powers of such a provisional interim government, how it will
‘be formed, to whom it will be responsible, and what its com-
‘position will be; etc.  You being the sponsor of this Gandhi-
Rajaji formula, should give me some rough idea and picture
of it, so that I may understand what this part of the formula
means. ,
In your letter of September 14, in reply to my letter of
eptember 11, you inform me that you would have  told me
‘T,‘you had any schéme in mind. ‘I imagine that if we two
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can agree it'would be for us to consult the other 'parties,;'
but that is just the point. Unless 1 have somz outlines or
scheme, however rough, from you, whatare we to discuss in
order to reach any agreement ? , T

 As regards the other matters which you have further
explained, [ have noted the explanation,and [ do not think
I need press you further, although some of them are pot

quite satisfactory.
Yours sincerely,

M. A. Jinnah.

VI
Gandhi To Mr, Jinnah

September 15, 1944,
. Dear Qaid-i-Azam, ‘

This is in terms of our talk of Wednesday, Sept.-13.

For the moment I have shunted the Rajaji formula
and, with your assistance, am applying my mind very serious
ly to the famous Lahore resolution of the Muslim League.

You must admit that the resolution itself makes no
reference to theﬁ two nations theory. In the course of our
discissions you have passionately pleaded. that India contains
two nations, i.e . Hindus and Mouslims, and that the latter
have their homelands in India as the former have theirs.

The more our argument progresses, the more alarming
your picture appears to me, It would be alluring if it were
true; - But my fear is growing that itis wholly unreal: 1
find no parallel in history for a body of converts and their
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descendants claiming to be a nation apart . from the parent
stock. . If India was one nation before the advent of Islam,
it must remain one in spite of the change of faith'of a very
large body of her children.

You do not claim to be a separate nation by right of -
conquest’ but by reason of acceptance of Islam. Will'the
two nations become one if the whole of India accepted Islam ?
Will *Bengalis, Oriyas, Aadhras, Tamilians, Maharashtrians,
Gujaratis, etc., cease to have their special characteristics - if all
of them became converts to Islam?

These have all be:ome one politically because they are
subject to one foreign control. They are trying today to
throw off that subjection.

You seem to have introduced a new tést of nationhood.
If I accept it, I would have to subscribe to many more claims
and face an insoluble problem.

The only real though lawful test of our nationhood
arigses out of our common political subjection.  If you and I
throw off this subjection by our combined effort we shall be
born a politically free nation out of our travail. If by then
we have not learnt to prize our freedom we may quarrel
among ourselves and, for want of a common master holding
us together in his iron grip, seek to split up into small groups
or nationalities. There will be nothing to prevent us from
descending to that level and we shall not have to go in search
of a master. There are many claimants to the throne that
never remains vacant.

With this background 1 shall present you with my
difficulty in'accepting your resolution :
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(1) Pakistan is not in the resolution. Does it bear |
the original meaning the Punjab, Afghanistan, Kashmir, Sind

and Baluchistan out of which the name was mnemomcally
formed ? If not, what isit?

(2) Is the goal of Pakistan pan-Islam?

(3) What is it that distinguishes an Indian Muslipn

from every other Indian, if not his religion? Is he diffefent
from a Turk or an Arab?

(4) What is the connotation of the word * Muslims ”
in the resolution under discussion? Does it mean the
Muslims of the India of geography or of the Pakistan to be?

(5) Is the resolution addressed to Muslims 'by way of
education, or to the inhabitants of the whole of India by
way of appeal or to the foreign ruler as an ultimatum ?

(6) Are the constituents in the two zones to con-

stitute ~ *““independent States,” an undefined number in
each zone?

(O Is the ‘demarcation to take place durmg the pen-
dency of British rule ?

(8) ¥ the answer to the last question . is in the affirma-
tive, the proposal must be atcepted first by Britain and then
imposed upon India, not evolved from within by the free
will of the people of India !1!

(9). Have you examined the 'pos‘ition and sarisﬁe&
ourself that these “independent States” will be materially
1d otherwise benefited by being split up into fragments?

(10) - Please satisfy me that these independent sovereign

ttes will not become a collection of poor States, a menace
:hemselves and to the rest of India,

3

|

-

]
£
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(11) Pray show me by facts and figures or otherwise
how independence and welfare of India as a whole can be
brought about by the acceptance of the resolution?

(12) How are Muslims under the Princes to be dis-
posed of as a result of this scheme ?

* o(13) What is your definition of * minorities *?

(14) Will you please define the ‘‘adequate, effective
and mandatory safeguards ¥ for minorities referred to in the
second part of the resolution?

(15) Do you not see that the Lahore resolution con-
tains only a bare statement of the objective and does not
give any idea as to the means to be adopted for the execu-
tion of the idea and the concrete coroﬁanes thereof ?

For instance :

(a) Arethe people in the regions falling under the
plan to have any voice in the matter of separation and, if
80, how is it to be ascertained ?

(b) What is the provision for defence and similar
matters of common concern contemplated in the Lahore
resolution ?

(c) There are many groups of Muslims who have
continuously expressed dissent from the policy of the League.
While I am prepared to accept the preponderating influence
and position of the League and have approached you for thar
very reason, is it not our joint duty to remove their doubt
and carry them with us by making them feel that they an
their supporters have not been practically disfranchised ?

(d) " Does this not lead again to placing the resoluti
of the League before the people of the zones concerned ¢
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whole foriacceptance:?

As I write this letter and imagine the working of the
resolution in practice, I see nothing but ruin for the whole
of India. Believe me, I approach youas aseeker. Though
I represent nobody but myself, I aspire to represent all the
inhabitants of India. For, I realize in my own person theif
misery and degradation which is their common lot irrespec-
tive of class, caste or creed. I know that you have acquired
a unique held on the Muslim masses. I want you to use your
inﬂuence for their total welfare, which must include the rest.

In this hastily written letter I have only given an ink-
ling of my difficulty. ‘

Yours sincerely,
M. K. Gandhi.

VI

Gandhiji to Mr, Jinnah
September 15, 1944.
% Dear Qaid-i-Azam. \

1 have yours of September 14, received at 9-40 a.m.
I woke up at 3 a.m. today to finish my promised letter on
the Lahore resolution. There is no mistake about the
date, for [ wrote in answer to your reminderof Septem-
ber 13.

Independenée does mean as envisaged in the A.L.C.C,
resolation of 1942, But it cannot be on the basis of a united
" India. If we come to a settlement it would be on the basis
of that settlement, assuming of course that it secures
general acceptance in the country. The process will be
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somewhat like this. “We reach by joint effort independence
for India as it stands. India, become free, will proceed to
demarcation, plebiscite and parrition if the péople concerned
vote for partition. - All this is implied in the Rajaji formula,

A3 to the provisional interim government, 1 am afraid
Icannot carry my answer any further than 1 have done.
Though I have no scheme for such a government, if you
have oné in connection with the Lahore resolution, which
also I presume requires an interim government, we can
discuss it.

The formula was framed by Rajaji in  good  faith. I
accepted it in equal good faith. The hope was that you
would look at it with favour. We still think it to be the
best in the circumstances. You and I have to put flesh on
it, if we can. 1 have explained the process we have to go
through. * You have no objection to it. Perhaps, you want
to know how [ would form the provisional government if I
was invited to form it.  If I was in that unenviable position
I could see all the claimants and endeavour - to satisfy them.
My co-operation will be available in that task. -

[ can give you full satisfaction about your  inquiry,
“What I would like to know would be: what will be the
powers of such a provisional interim Government, how
will it be formed, to whom will it be responsible ?”’ The

" provisional interim government will be ~ responsible to the
elected members of the present Assembly or a ‘newly elected
one. It will'have all the powers less than that of  the Com-
mander-in-Chief during the war and full pow'ers thereafter.

It will be the authority to give effect to the agreement that

f
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~ may be arrived  at between the League and the Congress

and ratified by the other parties.

‘ g Yours sincerely,

' M. K. Gandhi.
X

Mz, Jinnah to Gandhiji

' Septembet 17, 2944

Dear Mr. Gandhi, .
I have your letter of Seprember 15, and I thank %ou

forit. I uote that yau have for the moment shunted “the
Rajaji" formula and are applying your mind vev‘ry seriously
to the Lahore resolution of the Muslim League., 1Tt is my
duty to explain the Lahore resolution to you today and
p’ersuade_é you to accept it, even though you are talking to
me, as you have often made it clear, in your individual
I have successfully converted non-Muslim Indians

capacity.
als> a large body of foreigners, and

in no small number and =
if I can conver you, exercising as you do tremendous influ-

ence o‘ver Hindu India, ic will be no small assistance to me,
although we are not proceeding on the footing that you
are carrying on these talks in your representative character,
or capacity.,an‘d my difficulties remain until you are vested
with a representative status and authoricy in order to nego-
tiate and reach an agreement with you. '
" You have stated in your letter dated aeptember 11,
hat the Lahore resolution is “indefinite.”” I, therefore,
aturally asked you please to let me hnow in what way
“respect the Lahore resolution is indefinite. And now 1
ve received your letter of September 15 under reply. .
The third paragraph of your letter is not seeking
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clarification but is a disquisition and expression of vour'
views on the point whether the Mussalmans are a nation.
This matter. can hardly be discussed by means of correspon-
dence. There is a great deal of discussion and literature
on this point which is available, and itis for you to judge
finally, when you have studied this question thoroughly,
whether the Mussalmans and Hindus are not two major
pations in this sub-continent. For the moment I would
refer you to two publications, although there are many
more,—Dr. Ambedkar’s book .and “M. R. T's” Nationalism
in Conflict in India. - We maintain and hold that Muslims
and Hindus are two major nations by any definition or test
of a nation. We are a nation of a hundred million, and,
what is-more, we are a nation with our own distinctive
culture and civilization, language and literature, art and
architecture, names and nomencolature, sense of value and
proportion, legal laws and moral codes, customes and calendar,

history and traditions, aptitudes and ambitions—in short, we
have our own distinctive outlook on life and of life. By all
canons of international law we are a nation. Now. I shall
reply to your various points :—

(1) Yes, the word “Pakistan” is not mentioned in the
resolution, and it does not bear the original meaning.
The word has now become synonymous with the Lahore
resolution.

(2) This point does not arise, but still T reply that the
question is a mere bogey.

(3) This point is covered by my answe that the Mu

salmans of India are a nation. ' Asto the last part of yo
query, it is hardly relevant to the matter of clarification
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the resolution. v
{(4) Surely you know what the Word *Muslims” ‘means.

(5) This point Jdoes not arise by way of clarification of
the text of the Lahore resolution. '

(6) No. They will form units of Pakistan,

(7) As soon as the basis and the principles embodied
in the Lahore resolution are accepted, the question of
demarcation will have to be taken up immediately. .,

(8) In view of my reply to (7), yout question (8 has
been answered.

{9) Does not relate to clarification.

(10) My anawer to (9) covers this point.

(11) Does not arise out-of the clariﬁcation(of the reso-
lution. - Surely this is not asking for clarification of the
resolution.. I have in numerous speeches of mine and the
Muslim League in its resolutions have pointed out that this
is the only solution of India’s problem and the road to
achieve freedom and indepzndenceé of the peoples of India.

(12) “Muslims under the Princes” ;- The ‘Lahore reso-
lution is only confined to British India.  This question does
not arise out of the clarification of the resolution. .

(13) The definition of “‘minorities” :  You yourself
have often said “minorities” means “accepted minorities.”

(14) The adequate, effective and mandatory safeguards
for minorities, referred to in the resolution, are a matter for
negotiation and settlement with the minorities in the
respective States, viz., Pakistan and Hindustan.

(15)It does give basic principles: and when they are
accepted then the details will have to be worked out by the
contracting parties. )
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{a) Does not arise by way of clarification.

(8) Does not arise by way of clarification.

(¢} The Muslim League is the only authoritative and
representative organization of Muslim India.

(d) No ; see answer (c),

As regards.your final paragraph, before receiving clarificari-
on from me you have already passed your judgment and con~
demBed the Lahore resolution, when you say, “As I write
this letter and imagine the whole working of the resolution
in practice, | see nothing but ruin for the whole of India.”
I understand that you have made clear to me that you
represent nobody but yourself, and I am trying to persuade
you and to conver: you that thisis the road which will
lead us to the achievement of freedom and - independence
not only of the two major nations, Hindus and Muslims,
but of the rest of the peoples of India, but when you
proceed to say that you aspire to represent all the inhabi-
tants of India, [ regret 1 cannot accept that starement of
yours, ;

It is quite clear that you represent nobody else but the
Hindus, and as long as you do not realize your true position
and the realities, it is” very difficult for me to argue with
you, and it becomes still more difficult to persuade you,
and hope to convert you to the realities and the actual
conditions prevailing in India today. Iam pleading before
you in the hope of converting you, as I have done wi
many others successfully. ' ,

~As 1 have said before, youare a great man and you
exercige enormous influence over the. Hindus, particularly
the masses, and by accepting the road that I am pointing
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out to you, you are not prejudicing or barming the
interests of the Hindus or of the minorities. On
the contrary, Hindus will be the greatest gainers. [ am
convinced that true welfare not only of the Muslims but
the rest of India lies in the division of India as proposed
by the Lahore resolution. It is for you to consider wherher
it is not your policy and programme in which you have
persisted which has been the principal factor of the rdin
of whole of India” and of the misey and degradation of the
people to'which you refer and which ‘I deplore no less
than anyone else. And it is for that very reason I am
pleading before you all these days, although you insist that
youare having talks with me only in your individual cape-

city, -in the hope that you may yet revise your policy and

programme,
Yours sincerely.

M. A. Jinnah.

Gandhiji to Mr. Jinnah,
September 19, 1944.

Dear (Qatd-i-Azam, v
Many thanks for yours of 17th inst.

Iam sory to have to say that your answers, Olmttmg

1,2 and 6 do not give satisfaction.
It may be that all my questions do not arise from the
view of mere clarification of the Lahore resolution, But I

contend that they are very relevant from the srandpoint

of a seeker that I am. You cannor expect anyone to agree
to, or shoulder the burden of the claim contained in the
Lahore resolution - without; for instance, answering my

i
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question 15 (a) and 15 () which you brush aside as not
arising by way of clarification.

Dr. Ambedkar’s thesis, while it is ably written, has
carried no conviction to me. The other book mentioned
by you, I am sorry to say, I have not seen.

Why can you not accept my statement that I aspire to
represent all the sections that compose the people of India ?
Do yeau not aspire 7 Should not every Indian? That the
aspiration may never be realized is beside the point.

I am beholden to you, in spite of your opinion about
me, for having patience with me; -1 hope you will never
lose it but will persevere in your effort to convert me. I
ask you to take me . with my strong . views and even pre-
judices, if I am guilty of any.

As to your verdict on my policy and programme, we
must agree to differ. For, I am wholly unrepentant. My
purpose is, as a lover of communal unity, to place my
service at your disposal.

I hope you do not expect me to accept the Lahore
resolution without understanding its implications. If your
letter is the final word, there is little hope. Can we not
agree to differ on the question of ‘“‘two nations” and yet
solve the problem on the basis of self-determination ? - It
is this basis that has brought me to you. If the regions
holding Muslim majorities have to be separated aécording to
the Lahore resolution, the grave step of separation should be
specifically placed before and approved by the people in that

- area,
Yours sincerely,

M. K. Gandhi

-
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XI
Mr, Jinnah to Gandhiji

September 21, 1944
Dear Mr. Gandhi,

I am in receipt of your letter of September 19 and I
have already given you my answers to all your questions
relating to clarification of the Lahore resolution or any <art
of it, and I am glad that you admit when you say it may be
that “all my questions do not arise from the view of
mere clarification of the Lahore resolution,” but you parti-
cularly emphasise your points 15 fa) 15(b). k :

[ regret to say it has no relation to the context of the
resolution or any part thereof. You have brought so many
matters into our correspondence which are entirely outside
the matter requiring clarification, so I have perforce to deal
with them. Let me first deal with your Iettex of September
11.

Yousay: *“My life-mission has been Hindu-Muslim
unity which I want for its own sake but which is not to be
achieved without the foreign ruling Power being ousted,
Hence the first condition of the exercise of the right of
self-determination is achieving of Independence by the joint
action of ‘all the parties and groups composing India. If
such joint action is unfortunately impossible, then too I
must fight with the ‘assistance of such elements as can be
“brought togetner.

The gist of your letters up to date is that you are
wedded to this policy and will pursue it. In your next
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letter of September 14, while you were good enough to
furnish me with the clarification of the Gandhi-Rajaji
formula, you were pleased to observe : ‘I have, at any rate
for the moment, put it out of my mind and I am now
concéntrating on the Lahore resolution in the hope of
finding a ground for mutual agreement.”

.In your letter of September 15, you say: “Indepen-
dence 8oes mean as envisaged in the A..LC.C. resolution
of 1942.” Iris therefore clear that you are not prepared to
revise your policy and that you adhere firmly to your policy
and programme which you have persisted in and which
culminated in your demand, final policy, programme, and
the method and sanction for enforcing it by resorting to
mass civil disobedience in terms of the 8th August 1942,
resolution, and you have made it more clear again by stating
in your letter of September 19 as follows :—“As to your
verdict on my policy and programme, we must agree to
differ, for I am wholly unrepentant.”” You know that the
August 1942 resolution is inimical to the ideals and demands
of Muslim India.

Then, again, in the course of our discussion when I
asked you for clarification of the Gandhi-Rajaji formula, you
were pleased to say, by your lerter of September 15, as
follows :—*For the moment I have shunted the Rajaji
formula and with your assistance am applying my mind very
seriously to the famous Lahore resolution of the Muslim
League,” We discussed it in its various aspects,.as you told
me you were open to be persuaded and converted to our
point of view, . I discussed the resolution at great length
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with you, and explained everything you wanted to under-
stand} even though you have emphasized more than once
that you are having. these talks with me in your personal
capacity, and in your letter of September 15 you assured me
in the following words with regard to the Lahore resolution :
“ Believe me, I approach you as a seeker, though I represent
nobody but myself,” and that you were open to convxctlon :
and conversion.
You had informed me by your letter of September 11 as
f Hows: ““ltis true that 1 said an ocean separated you and
me in outlook. But that had no reference to the Lahore
resolution of the League. The Leauge resolution is indefinite.”
I naturally therefore proceeded, in reply, to ask you by my
letter of September 11 as follows:—*“You say the Lahore
resolution is indefinite. You never asked me for any clarifi-
cation or explanation of the terms of the resolution ; but you
really indicated your emphatic opposition to the very basis and
the fundamental principle embodied in it. [ would there-
fore, like to know in what way or respect the Lahore
resolution is indefinite,” and I sent you a reminder on
September 13, to which you replied by your letter of Sep-
tember’ 15, not conﬁning' yourself really to matters of
clarification, but introducing other extraneous matters, with
some of which I had already deals, in reply to this letter ¢ i
yours of September 15, by my letter of September 17 an 3
'furnished you with all the clarifications, informing you thaé«
you had introduced seversal matters which could hardly bg

discussed in - a satisfactory manner by means of corrgg

pondence,
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1 have ‘already given vyou all the clarifications you
require so far as the Lahore resolution goes and its text is
concerned. You again raise further argurnents, reasons and
grounds and continue to persist in a disquisition on the
point, amongst others, whether Muslims of India are a
natien, and then you proceed further tosay: “Can we

" not agree to differ on the question of ‘two nations’ and yet
solve the problem on the basis of self-determination 7”7

It seems to me that you are labouring under some
misconception of the real meaning of the word * self-
determination.,” - Apart from the inconsistencies and
contradictions of the various positions that you have adopted
in the course of our correspondence, as indicated above,
can you not appreciate our point of view that we claim the
right of self-determination as a nation and not as a_territorial
unit, and that we are entitled to exercise our inherent right
as a Muslim nation, which is our birth-right 2 Whereas you
are labouring under the wrong idea that “self-determination”
means only that of “ a territorial unit,” which, by the way, is
neither demarcated nor defined yet, and there is no union

. or federal constitution of India in being, functioning as a
sovereign Central government. Qurs is a2 case of
division and carving out two independent sovereign States
‘by way of settlement between two major nations, Hindus
and Muslims, and not of severance or secession from any
existing union, which is non est in India. The right of self-
%}etea'mination. which we claim, postulates that we are a
f}.at:ion, and as such it would be the self-determination of
he Muslims, and they alone are entitled to exercise that
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right. ,

I hope you will now understand that your question
15 (a) does not arise out of the Lahore resolution or of any
part thereof.  As to 15 (b), again it does not arise as a matter
of clarification, for it will be a matter for the constitution- ’
making body chosen by Pakistan to deal with and decide all
matters as'a sovereign body representing Pakistan vis-a-vis
the constitution-making body of Hindustan or: any other
party concerned. There cannot be defence & similar matters
of “ common concern,” when it is accepted that Pakistan
and Hindustan will be two separate independent sovereign
States. 1 hope I have now given all satisfactory explanations,
over and above the matter of clarification of the Lahore
resolution, in the hope of converting you as an individual

“seeker.” i
Yours sincerely;

M. A. Jinnah.
XI1I

Gandhiji to My, Jinnah

September 22, 1944
Dear Qaid-i-Azam,

Your letter . of yesterday (21st inst.) so disturbed me
that I thought I would postpone my reply till after we: had
met at the usual time. Though I made no advance at our
meeting, 1 think I see somewhat clearly what you are driving
at. The more I think about the two nations theory the
more alarming it appears to'be. The book recommended by

you gives me no help. It contains half-truths and its
conclusions or inferences are unwarranted. 1 am unable to
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accept the proposition that the Muslims of India are a nation
distinct from the rest of the inh:;bitants of India.. Mere
assertion is no proof, The consequences: of accepting such
a proposition are dangerous in the extreme.  Once the
principle is admitted there would be no limit to claims for
cutting up India into numerous divisions which would spell
India® ruin. I have therefore suggested a way out. Letit
" be a Partition as between two brothers, if a division there
must be.

‘ You seem to be averse to plebiscite. In spite of the
admitted importanice of the League, there must be clear
proof that the people affected desire partition. In my
opinion, all the people inhabiting the area ought to express
their opinion specifically on this single issue of division.
Adult suffrage is the best method, but I would accept any
other equivalent, ‘

You summarily reject the idea of common interest
between the two arms. [ can be no willing party to a
division v:/hich does not provide for the simultaneous safe-
guarding of common interest such as defence, foreign affairs
and the like. There will be no feeling of security by the
people of India without a recognition of the natural and
mutual obligacioné arising out of physical contiguity.

 Your fetter shows a wide divergénce of opinion and
outlook betwwn us. " Thus you adhere to the opmlon often
expressed by you that the August 1942 resolution is * inimical
to. the ideals and demands of Muslim India.”. There is no
proof for this sweeping statement,
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We seem to be moving in a circle. I have made a

suggestion. If we are bent on agreeing, as I hope we are, let

us call in a third party or partties to guide or even arbitrate
between us. ‘
Yours sincerely,

M. K. Gandbi ®

R

X1
Mr, Jinnah to Gandhiji 4
September 23, 1944,

Dear Mr. Gandhi, ,

I am in receipt of your letter of September 22, and
I thank you for'it. "I am sorry that you think I have sum-
marily rejected the idea of common interest between the
two arms, and now you put it somewhat differently from
15 (b), when you say there will be no feeling of security by
the people of India without a recognition of the natural
and mutual obligations. arising out of ‘physical contiguity.
My answer, already given, is that it will be for the consti-
tution-making body of Pakistan and that of Hisdustan or
any other party concerned, to deal with such matters on the
footing of their being two independent States.

I am really surprised when you say there is no proof
of what you characterize ‘as a sweeping statement of mine;
that the August 1942, resolutlon 'is inimical to the ideals
and demands of Muslim India. The resolution in its
essence is as follows : ' ‘

(a) immediate grant of complete Independence and
setting up immediately of a federal Central government on
the basis of a united, democratic Government of India with

|
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federated units or provinces, which means establishing a
Hindu raj. i

(5) that this National Government so set up will evolve
a scheme for a constituent assembly, which will be chosen
by adult franchise, which will prepare a constitution for the
Gov.ernment of India, which means that the constituent
assemMly chosen will be composed of an overwhelming majo-
rity of Hindus, nearly 75 per cent.

(c) to enforce this demand of the Congress the August
resolution decides on and sanctions a resort to mass civil
disobedience at your command and when ordered by you
as the sole dictator of the Congress.

This demand is basically and fundamentally opposed
to the ideals and demands of Muslim India of Pakistan, as
embodied in the Lahore resolution, and to enforce such
a demand by means of resort to mass civil disobedience is
inimical to the ideals and demands of Muslim India; and
if you succeed in realizing this demand, it would be a
death-blow to Muslim India, 1 see from the correspondence
and talks between youand me that you are still holding
fast to this fateful resolution.

From the very first day of our talks you made it clear
to me, and you have repeatedly said in the course of our .
correspondence and talks, that you have approéched me in
your individual capacity, and you assured me that you were
. a seeker of light and knowledge and that you seriously and
earnescly wantéd to understand the Lahore. resolution and

dwere open to conviction and conversion.  Therefore, in
‘deference to your wishes, I made every effort all these

ays and in the course of our prolonged talks and corres-
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pondence to convert you, but ﬁunfortunately, it seems, 1
have failed.. And now ' you have made new suggestions
and proposals by your letter under reply :

(1) You say : ““] have therefore suggested a way out.
Let it be a partition as between two brothers, if a division
there must be.” I really do not know what this meang, 4nd
1 would like you to elaborate this propesal and give me
some rough outlines of this new idea of yours as to how
and when the division is to take place, and in what way - it
is- different from the division envisaged by the Lahore
resolution. '

(2) Yousay : “Let us call in a third party or parties
to guide or even arbitrate between us.” May [ point out
that you have repeatedly made clear to me that you are
having these talks as an individual seeker ?  How can any
qugétion of a third party or parties to guide or arbitrate
between us arise ?

Yours sincerely, . :
M. A. Jinnah,
. XIV

Gandhiji to Mr, Jinnah,

‘ September 23, 1944,
Dear Qaid-i-Azam, ‘
Last evening’s talk hasleft a bad taste in the mouth.
Qur talks and our correspondence seem to run in parallel
lines and never touch one another. We reached the break-
ing point last evening * but, thank God, we were unwilling
to part. . We resumed  discussion and suspended it in order
to allow me to keep my time for the evening public prayer,
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In order that all possible chance of making any mistake
in a matter of this great iinportance may be réemoved, 1
would like you to give me in writing what precisely on
your part you would want mg to put my signature to.

1 adhere to my ‘suggestion that we may ‘call in some
outstde assistance to help us at this stage.
Yours sincerely,

M. K. Gandhi

’

XV

Mr. Gandhiji to Jinnah,

September 23, 1944,
Dear Mr, Gandhi,

I am in receipt of your letter of September 23, May I
refer you to my letter of today’s date which Isent to . you
in reply to yours of September 2271 have nothing new or
fresh to add, but 1 may say that it is not a case of your
being asked to put your signature as representing anybody
till you clothe yourself with representative capacity and are
vested with authority, We stand by, as 1 have already said,
the basis and fundamental principles embodied in the
Lahore resolution of March 1940. I appeal to you once
moré to revise your policy and programme, ‘as the future
of this subcontinent and the welfare of the peoplesof India
demand that you should face realities.

Yours sincerely,

M. A. Jinnah.
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Gandhiji to Mr, Jinnah
September 24, 1944.

ar Qaid-i-Azam,
1 have your two letters of September 23 in reply to
my letters of the 22nd and 23rd. F

*

With your assistance I am exploring the  possibilities
of reaching an agreement, so that the claim embodied in
the Muslim League resolution of Lahore may be reasonably
satisfied. You must therefore have no apprehensions that
the August resolution will stand in the way of our reach-
ing an agreement. That resolution dealt with the question
of India as against Britain and it cannot stand in the way

of our settlement.

I proceed on the assumption that India is not tc be
regarded as two or more nations but as one family consist-
ing of many ‘members of whom the Muslims living in the
north-west - zones, ie, Baluchistan, Sind, North-West
Frontier Province and that part of the Punjab where they
are in absolute majority over all the other elements and
in parts of Bengal and Assam where they are in absolute

majority, desire to live in separation from the rest of India.

Differing from you on the general basis, I can yet re-
commend to the Congress and the country the acceptance
of the claim  for separation contained in the Muslim
League resolution of Lahore of 1940, on my basis and on the.
following terms :
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The areas should be dematcated by a Commission
approved by the Congress and the League.. The wishes of
the inhabitants of the areas demarcated should be ascertain-
ed through the votes of the adult population of the areas
or through some equivalent method.

If the vote is in favour of separation it shall be avreed
that, these areas shall form a separate State as soon as possible
after India is free from foreign domination and can there-
fore be ‘constituted into two sovereign independent
States. : ,

There shall be a treaty of separation which should
also provide for the efficient and satisfactory administration
of foreign affairs, defence internal communications, customs,
commerce and the like, which must necessarily continue
to be matters of common interest between the contracting
parties,

The treatly shall also contain terms for safeguardmg the
rights of minorities in the two States.

Immediately on the acceptance of this agreement by the
Congress and the League the two shall decide upon a com-
mon course of action for the attainment of independence of
India, ‘

The League will however be free to remain out of any
direct action to. which the Congress may regard and in which
the League may not be willing to participate.

u

If you do not agree to these terms, could you let me know
in precise terms what you would have me to accept in terms

of the Lahore resolution and bind myself to recommend to
the Congress? If you could kindly do this, I shall' be able
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‘to see, apart from the difference in approach; what definite
terms | can agree to, In . your letter of Septémber 23, you
refer to ““ the basic and fundamental principles embodied in
the Lahore resolution ” and ask me to accept them. Surely
this is unnecessary when, as [ feel, I have accepred the
concrete consequence that should follow from such
acceptance.

Yours sincerely,

M. K.» Gandhi.

XVIiI

Mr, Jinnah To Gandhi

September 25, 1944.
Dear Mr. Gandhi,

I am in receipt of your letter of September 24, and I thank
you for it. - You have already rejected the basis and funda-
mental principles of the Lahore resolution.

You do not accept that rhe Mussalmans ‘of India are a
nation, .

You do not accept that the Mussalmans have an inherent
right of self-determination.

You do not accept that they alone are entitled to exercise
this right of self-determination.

You do not accept that  Pakistan is composed of twd
zones; North-West and North-East, comprising six provinces,
namely Sind, Baluchistan, North-West Frontier Province, the
Punjab, Bengal and Assam, subject to territorial adjustments
that may be agreed upon, as indicated in the Lahore resolu-
tion. The matter of demarcating and defining the territories
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can betaken up after the fundamentals above mentioned
are accepted, and for that purpose machinery may be set up
by agreement. :

You do not dccept the provisions embodted in the Lahore
resolution for safeguirding the minoricies, and yet in your
letter under reply you say: “With your assistance, [ am
exploring the possibilities of reaching an agreement so that the
claim embodied in the Muslim League resolution of Lahore
may be reasonably satisfied,” and proceed to say, 'You must

. therefore have no apprehensions that the  August resolution
will stand in the way of our reaching an agreemet.’’

I have already clearly -explained to you that the August
resolution, so long as it stands, is bar, for it is fundamentally
opposed to the Lahore resoultion. You then proceed to say :
~ “That resolution dealt with the question of India as against
Britain, and it cannot stand in the way of our settlement.”
I am not at present concerned with Britain, but the August
_ resolution, as 1 have already stated is against the ideals
~and demands of the Muslim League. Further, there is
* the resolution of Jagat Narayan Lal, passed by the Ali-India
. . Congress Committee in May 1942, at Allahabad, which,
_in express terms, lays down as follow :

“The . A-LC.C. is of opinion that any proposal” to
,dxsmtengrate India by giving liberty to any component
State or territorial upit to secede from the Indian Union or
Federanon will be highly detrimental to the best interests of
the people of the different States and provinces and the
country as a whole and the Congress, there-fore, cannot
. agree to any such proposal.”
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" These two resolutions, 50 long as they stand, are a com-
plete bar to any settlement on the basis of the division of
India as Pakistan and Hindustap. It is open to the Congress
to revise and modify them, but you are only speaking in your
individual capacity, and even in that capacity you are holding
fas: to the August resolation, and you have given. no indica-
tion of your attitude regardiﬁg Jagat Naravan Lal’s resolution.
1 have repeatedly made it clear after we had discussed the
Gandhi-Rajaji formula, as you maintained that, to ase your
own language, * Rajaji not énly ‘has not put the Lahore re-
solution out of shape and mutilated it but has given it
substance and from,” and proceeded to say: “ Indeed in
view of your dislike of the Rajaji formula, [ have, at any rate
for the moment, put it out of my mind and [ am now con-
centriating on the Lahore resolution in the hope of finding
a ground for mutual agreement.”

When I asked for further clarification, which you furni-
shed me by your letter of Septe'mber 15, you started by
saying: *“ I'have shunted the Rajaji formula and with your
assistance I am applying my mind very sericusly to the
famous Lahote resolution of the Muslim League,” and thence-
forward the Gandhi-Rajaji. formula was not discussed any
further, and the question of your represéntative character
and authority which J had pointed out from the very com-
mencement, therefore, did not arise, as you had given me
the task of converting you to the fundamentals of the Lahore
resolution, and ever since we discussed the Lahore resolution
only at great-length and ‘examined the pross and cons, and
finally you have rejected it. ’
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As a result of our correspondence and discussions T
find that the question of the division of India "as. Pakistan
and Hindustan is only on your lips and it does not come
froml your heart, and suddenly at the eleventh hour you’
put forward a new suggestion, consisting only of two. sen-
tences, by your letter of September 22, saying : ** 1 therefore
sgggesred a way out. ~Ler it be a partition as betweer} two
brothers, if a division there must be.” - I naturally asked you
what_ this new suggestion of yours meant, and wanted you
to give me rough outilnes of this new idea of yours as to
how and when the division is to take place and in what
way it is different from the division envisaged in-the Lahore
resolution, and now you have been good enough to give me
your amplification, in your letter of September 24 under
reply, in which you say :* Differing from you on the gzeneral
basis I can yet recommend to the Congress and "the country
the acceptance of the claim for separation. contained in the
Muslim League resolution of Lahore, 1940, on my basis |
and on the following terms.”” The terms clearly indicate
that your basis is in vital conflict with, and is opposed to,
the fundamental basis and principles of the Lahore resolu-
tion. Now let me take your main terms :

(a) “1proceed on the assumption that India is not
to be regarded as two or more nations but as one family
consisting of many members of whom the Muslims living
in the north-west zones, i.e. Baluchistan, Sind, North-West
Frontier Province and the part of Punjab where they are in
absolute majority over all the other elements and in parts
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of Bengal and Assam where they are in absolute majority,
desire to live in separation from the rest of India.”” 1f this
term were accepted and given effect to, the - present
boundaries ‘of these = provinces would be maimed and
mutilated beyond redemption and- leave us only with the
huask, and it is oppesed to the Lahore resolution.

(b). That even in those mutilated areas so defined,
the right of self-determination will not be exercised by the
Muslims but by the inhabitants of those areas so demarcared.
This again is opposed to the fundamentals of the Lahore
resolution. :

{c) That if the vote is in favour of separation they
shall be allowed to * form a separate State as soon as possible
after. India is free from foreign domination.” — Whereas
we propose that we should come to a complete settlement
of our-own‘immediately, and by our united front and efforts
do"everything in our power to secure the freedom and
independence of the peoples of India on the basis of Pakis-
tan and Hindustan. :

{d) Next vou say, ‘There shall be a treaty of separation

“which should also provide for -the -efficient and satisfactory
administration of foreign affairs; defence, internal ‘communi-
cations - customs,. commerce, and  the like, which must
“ necessarily- continue to, be matters of common interest
between the contracting parties.”  If these vital matters are
to be administered by some Central authority, you do not
indicate what sort of authority or machinery will be set up
to administer these matters, and how and to whom again
that authority will be responsible.  According to the: Lahore

DRSS T
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resolution, as I have already explained to'you, all: these
matters, which are the lifeblood of any ' Srate, cannot be
delegated to any Central authority ot government.  The
matter of security of the two States and the natural and
mutunl obligations that 'mav arise .out . of physical contiguity
will be for the constitution-making body of Pakistan and
that of Hindustan, or other party concerned, to deal with on
the fosting of their being two indepzndent States. As
regards the safeguarding of the rights of minorities, I have
alteady explained that this question of safeguarding the
minorities is fully stated in the Lahore resolutlon.

You will therefore see that the entire basis of yout new
proposal is fundamentally opposed to the Lahore resolution,
and as | have already pointed out to you, both in the “corres-
pondence and in our discussions, it is very difficult for me
to entertain proposals and negotiate and reach any agree-
ment or settlement with you as an individual, unless they
come from you in your representative capacity. That was
the same difficulty with regard to the Gandhiji-Rajaji
formula, and 1 made it clear to you at the very outset, but

the formula was discussed as you  asserted that it had met
the Lahore resolution in substance, but while you were

furnishing me with the clatification of this formula, you
shunted it and we confined ourselves to the Lahore resolu-
tion, and hence the question of your representative capacity
did not arise regarding this formula. But now you have, in
your letter of September 24, made a new proposal of your
own on yout own basis, and the same difficulties present
themselves to me as before, and it is difficult to deal with it

#
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any further unless it comes from you in your représentative
capacity.

' I cannot agree with you when you finally wind up by
saying ¢ “In your letter of September 23, you refer to
‘the basis and fundamental principles embodied in the
Lahore resolution’ and ask me to accept them. Surely this
is unnecessary when, as I feel, [ have accepted the concrete
consequence that should follow from such acceptance.”
This is obviously far from correct. Why not then accept the
fundamentals of the Lahore resolution and'proceed to settle
the details ? : ] :
k Yours sincerely,

M. A. Jinnah,
XVIII '

Gandhiji to Mr, Jinnah

September 25, 1944
Dear Qaid-i-Azam, ‘

Yesterday’s talk leads me to inflict this letter on you
which I trust you will not mind.

Qur conversations have come about as a result ‘of your
correspondence with Rajaji in July last over his formula and
your consultations with the League Working Committee
thereon, and my own. letter to you suggesting a meeting
between you and me. My proposal of yesterday is an earnest
effort to meet the essential requirements of the Lahore
" resolution. I would like you therefore to think fifty times
before throwing away an offer which has been made entirely
in the spirit of service in the cause of communal harmony.
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Do not take, ] pray, the responsibility of rejecting the offer, -
Throw it on your Council. Give me an opportunity of .
addressing them.  If they feel like rejecting it; I would like
you to advise the Council to put it before the open session
of the League. ‘If you will accept my advice and permit me
1 would attend the open session and address.

*You are too technical wlien you dismiss my proposal
for arbitrition or outside guidance over points of difference.
If I have approached you as an individual, and not in any
representative capacity, it ‘is because we believe that if 1
reach an agreement with you it will be of . material ‘use “in
the process of securing a Congress-League séttlement and
acceptance of it by the country. Is it irrelevant or inadmis-
~ sible to supplement our efforts to convince each other with
outside help, guidance, advice or even arbitration ?

Yours sincerely,

' M. K. Gandhi
. XIX
Mr, Jinnah to Gandhiji

. September 26, 1944
Dear Mr. Gandhi, Pt

I am in receipt of your letter of September 25, It
is entirely incorrect and has no foundation in fact for you
to say that our conversations have come about as a result of
my correspondénce with Rajaji in July last over his formula.
It is equally baseless to say “and your consultations with the
League Working Committee thereon.” It was entirely in
response to your letter of July 17, 1944, which 1 received
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while' 1 was at Srinagar, with a fervent request on your part
to- meet you and you ended that letter by saying : *“ Do not
disappoint me.”  In my reply, again, from Srinagar, dated
July 24 1944, 1 intimated to you thatIwould be glad to
_receive youat my house in Bombay on my return, which
would probably be about the middle of Augst, This was
long before the meeting of the Working Committee or fha;
of the Council of the All-India Muslim League, and long
before 1 reached Lahore, and when vyou arrived here and
told me that you were approaching me in your individual
capacity, I at once made it clear to you and informed you
both in our talks and by letters, that the position you had
taken up had no precedent for it, and. further that it was
not possible to negotiate and reach an agreement unless
both the parties were fully represented ; fbr it is’ one-sided
business, as it will not be binding upon any organization ‘in .
any-sense whatever, but you would as an individual only
" recommend it, if any agreement is reaehed, to the Congress
~ and the country, whereas it would be binding upon me as
- the President of the Muslim League, I cannot accept this
position. I hope you do see the wunfairness and the great
disadvantage to me, and it is so simple and elementary for
anyone to understand.

As regards-your proposal of yesterday, Whlch you have
amplified in your letter of Séptember 24, [ have already sent
you my reply.

With regard to-your suggestion to be allowed to address
the meeting of the Council, and if they feel like rejecting
your “offer” the matter should be put before open session
and should be allowed to address the open session, let me
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inform you that only a member or delegate is entitled to
participate in the deliberations of the meetings of the
Council or in the open session, respectlvely Besides it is a
most extraordinary and unprecedenred suggestlon to make.
However, I thank you for your adv1ce

. Asregards your proposal for arbltratxon and outside
guidance, I have already replied to you, and it is not merely
technically but a matter ,of substance. [ fully reciprocate
your desire of securing a Congress-League settlement.

However, I regret 1 have - failed to convince you and
convert you as I was hopeful of domg so ,

Yours sincerely,
M. A. Jinpah,
XX

Gandhiji to Mr Jmnah

3

September 26, 1944

Dear Qaid-i-Azam,
In view of my letter to you of yesterday, left to myfelf,
I would have refrained from dealing with your letter before
our meeting today. But I have deferred‘ to Rajaji’s advice
to finish the chain of correspondence. '
"1 confess | am unable to understand your persistent
refusal to appreciate the fact that the formula vpr‘esented to

~you by me in my letter of the 24¢h, as well as the formula
to you by Rajaji, gave you virtually 'what is embodied in the

Lahore resolution, providing at the same tlme what is

absolutely necessary to make ‘the ' arrangement acceptable to
the  country. You keep on saying that I should accept
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certain these which you call the basis and fundamental
principles of the Lahore resolution, while I have been
contending that- the best way for us who differ in our
apptoach to the problem is to give body to the demand as it
stands in the resolution and work it out. to our mutual
satisfaction. It is on this plan that I understand joaji’s
formula to be conceived, and it is on the same plan tBat ‘I
have tried to work it out in the course of, and a$ a result
of, our talks. T contend that either gives you the substance
of the Lahore resolution. . Unfortunately you reject both.
And I cannot acéept the Lahore resolution as you want me
to, especially when you seek to introduce into its inter-
pretation theories and claim which I cannot accept and
which I cannot ever hope to induce India to acccept.

Your constant references to my not being clothed with
representative  authority are . really irrelevant. I have
approached you so that, if you and I can agree upon a
common course of action, I may use what influence I possess
for its acceptance by the Congress and the  country. "If you
break, it cannot be because I have no representative- capacity
or because I 'have been unwilling to give you satisfaction in
regard to the claim embodied in the Lahore resolution,

Yours sincerely,
M. M. Gandhi.
XXI

Mr, Jinnah to Gandhiji

September 26, 1944.
Dear Mr. Gandhi, '

1 have received your letter of ‘September 26 and I note
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ﬂmt you have written it with = Rajaji's advice., Of course,
it is for you to follow such advice as you may choose to
do so, but Iam only concerned for the moment with you.
I note that at the last moment you have resurrected the
Gandhi-Rajaji formula, although it was shunted all this
time, and you proceed to say that this formula gives me
virtually what is embodied in the Lahore resolution. You .
further say that on the same plan you have tried to for-
mulate your latest proposals, as mentioned in your letter
of September 24, and you maintain that either gives me
the substance of the Lahore resclution. In your previous

letter you asserted that your formula gives me the “essence”
of the Lahore resolution,. I see a very close . family resemb-

lance between the two, and the substance of one or the
other is practically the same, only it is put in different
language, and ' 1 have already expressed my opinion that, in
my judgment _they neither meet the substance nor essence
of the Lahore resolution. On the contrary. both are
calculated completely to torpedo the Pakistan demand of
Muslim India. [ have mnever asked you to accept certain
theses, nor have I introduced any theories in the Lahore
resolution. Theses and theories are matters: for scholars to
indulge i .

-1 am sorry I have to repeat, but1 am compelled to do
so, that [ cannot agree with you that my references to your
not being clothed with representative authority are really
irrelevant. On the contrary, they have an important bear-
ing, as I have already explained to you more than once.
You again repeat that if T'and you ean agree upon a com-
man course of action, you may use what influence you
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possess for its acceptance by the Congress and the country.
I have already stated from the very beginning that is not
enough, for the reasons I have already given. Your repre-
sentative capacity comes into play when you are making
counter-proposals, and I cannot understand how you can
say that it is irrelevant. No responsible organization can
entertain any proposal from any individual, however{gréat
he may be, unless it is backed up with the authprity of a
recognized organization and comes from its fully accrecited
representative.  However, [ need not labour this point any
more, as I have already explained it in our previous cot-
respondence.

If abreak comes, it will be because you have not
satisfied me in regard to the essence of the claim embodied
in the Lahore resolution. It is not a question of your
being unwilling, but in fact itisso. If ‘a break comes, it
will be most unfortunate. If one does not agree with you
or differs from you, you are always right and the other
party is always wrong, and the next thing is that many are
waiting prepared, in your circle, to pillory me when the
word goes, but I must face all threats and consequences,
and I can only act according to my judgment and conscience.

Yours sincerely.
M. A. Jinnah,

g ' N
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