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It is now evident that multifarious forces and factors
bad operatdd in favour of the final choice for @ Eurc-american
type'of constitution in clear preference to a Gandhian onee In
outlining the structure of the Indian political system, the Conas-
titution of India followed the familiar pattern and merely conso-
lidated the prevailing political-administrative afrangement emer=
ging from Indian constitutional bistory. A half-hearted and
positively uneatisfactory compromise had_been achieved by incor-

which

porating some of the Gandhisn ideas and principles

were themselves nct of major significmnce within the frame-
work of the wWestern type of parliamentary government. Theoe
ideas and principles found prominent expression mostly in the .
Paxt III and Pért IV of the Indian Constitution ===~ more in the
non-justiciable, non-enforceable Directive Principles of State
Policy than in the justiciable and legally enforceable Mandamental
Hights. It hag been conciusively established that the Gandhian
concept of Rights, implying corresponding Iuties, for the purpose
of self-realizatiog and universal total upliftment of the indivi-
duals, had never influenced the making of the Part 11I, nor could
Gandhl ‘s concepts of Sarvedaya, Trusteeship and economic order,
political self=government and democratic decentralication find
their nay'into the provisiong of this Parte KNot that Gandhi and
his thoughts and idecals lacked supporters. As the procecdigs of
the Constituent Assembly have revealed, thers were & good many

members who were really inspired by Gandhian ideolozy, who fought
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tcoth and nail againast Dre Be Re Ambedkar and the other decision-
making personalities for incorporating Gandhian principles, who
suggestedlrepeatedIamenﬂments'to the Draft Constitution to;give
yxactibal shape tolﬁandhian principies and ideals, and who bitterly
lamenitzd the exclusion of hias thoughta and ideas from the final .
text of the Ccnstitufion;"élﬁhéuggﬁgggdhi was dramatically pro-
claimed ag the "architect of ﬁh@ Aaéembly" end of “India's politi-
cal destiny", leader of the péople and the father of the nation,
end since the Objectives Resolution, tabled by dawaharlal Nehru,
haa S0 faiﬁhfully reflected Géndhi‘s.constitutional philoéqphy. .
the elasaifiQQtory acheme of #he Eights and the dichotomy intro-
duced in the final stage of Constitution-making between justicia-
ble Ffundamental Rights and non-justiciable Dirsctive Frinciples
may be looked upen as a subtle device to trunsier the major Gan=
dhian concgepts like democratzc decentralisation, Sarvodaya and
cconomic order to the Part IV'cqntaining,fover—programmatic' and
imme&iéfsly unreal;sahlg'ideals. There have been significant
daviatibns in severai subgbantive spherea of freedom, namely, in.
Articles 19, 21 and 31 as they finally emerged as a result of come
promieé‘amung conflicting pulls, pressures énd intereests: The
provizions in the nen-justiciabie Part IV bear by contraat, more
difmct and immediate impact of &andhian ideas.‘ The princiﬁles
contalned in this Part can be dircctly tracea to Gandhi *s “Cons=-
tructzve Prcgramme“. and rexlect the Lest sart of Gandhian ideaa

and iaeala. Special mention may be made of social justice i}
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and removal of social and econom;e exploitation, social or&er for
the promotion of the welfare of the people, organisation of vill-
age panchayats, free and compulsory education for children, promo=-
tion of educational and economic interests of Scheduled Castes,
dcheduled Tribes and other weaker secticnas, prohibition of consump-
tion of dntoxicating drié&s% and drags; ban on cow elaughter,
promotion of cottage industries, settlement of international dise
putes by peuceful means, and similar other provisions, which were
ingpired by the Gendhian ideals. In these gphe:es, Gandhi s
concepts éxerted'influeuce~on the formation of such provisions in
. the tody of the Indian Constitution. lievertheless, here tou, one
noticeas only superficial attempts and not comprehensive efforts
at incorporating all that Gandhi stood for. For example, it has
been shown how the concept of democrauic decentralisation and
Panchayati Raj was accepted as a Directive Principle, but was re=-
iécted as the fundamental basis of the political structure based
on decentralisationvof power, with the village as the basic unit
of administration and the Pancha&at as the c¢lectoral college fo?
.electing representatives to_provinces and the centre. The inclp-
sien of Article 40 is indeed a poor attempt towards implementing

Gandbhian idess on this vital subject.

. In Lraecing and identifying the major caudes of ‘
deviation from Gandhian principles, the differences between Gandhi |
" and the Indian National Congress, eépecially the younger genera=-
tion of intellectuals and the socialists, have been noted, and it

has been shown that only a mincrity in the Congress shared Gandhi &
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convictionse. While Gandhi remained the undisputed leader and the
centre of gravity during the 1920°'s, his influence on Indian lea-
ders and statesmen graduslly declined, ané the roots of departure
lay as much in the whirlpool of political eveants and the emerging
reality of the political proceas as in the ¢lash of personalities
and ideologics. The character of the Congress had already changed,
with a new type of leadership, é new psycholozy and a new pro-
gramme. The non-Gendhian influences of leaders like CeRe Das,
Motilaliﬁehru, Subhas Chandra Doge, the impact ¢f the Congresa
Soeialist.Party. an& thg cdntradiction between profession and prac—
tice among the followers of Gandhi, .acted as very prominent }
fectors working behind the gradual decline of Gandhian influence.
One of the most significant épntributory factors has been the re-
lation between Gandhi end such architects of the Indian Constitu~-
tion as B« R. Ambedkar, %ir B, . Beu, Serdar Vallavbhaei Patel,
K.M,Munspi. apd even Jawsharlasl Nehru, Maulana 4zad, and Dre. Rajen;
dra Prasad, who unceremoniously rejected the basic tenets of

Gandhi in buillding the superstructure of the Constitution and opted
for a VWestern type of political gystem. Ambedkar‘'s antipathy to

- Gandhi had been welle=known. But one cannot so easily explain the
transformations invthe attitudes of Nehru, azad, Fatel and Prasad,
the four men who realiy decided polieyfon the floor of the Cons-
tituent Assemblye Ali of them played vital roles as Chairmen of
Imajér Commi ttees, and with fir Be ﬁg Rau, g Turopeanised intellec-

tual tralned in Buro-American constitutional precedents, as the



Constitutional Adviser. and Bs Re Ambedkar, as the Chairman of
the Drafting Committee, it was no su¥rprise that the emerging
Congtitution should represent such a wide departure from Gandh%ﬁa'
ideas. Other immediate causes, and circumstances immediately -

after Independence, had also played their part in this process of

disowning Gandhi.

Finally, on the question whether Gandhian lieas
and ideals have‘been”a‘éontinuing prooeés in the nation's life |
and the constitutional history of the countrxy during the lasi
thirty years; attention has been focussed on such coﬂcepts'ag
Sarvodaya, Panchayati Raj, Social welfére. Khadi and Cottége |
Induestry, Bducation, welfare of the Weaker sections, Prohibition,
Preveation of Cow Slaughter, Social Justice and Minority Provie.
siong, Religious and Educational Equality etce, eand it has been
seen that although the heritage and the messége have not been
' forsotten, there has been a big gap, constitutionsl amendments
notwithstanding, between the ideéls xmoclaimeé in a 'programmaticﬁ‘
Constitution and their sctusl translation into concrete governmenf\

tal implementation.
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