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while moving the resolution on '‘aims ahd thects'.
in the Constituent Assembly. Jawahaflal Nehru characterized
Gandhi as the 'leader of the people ', 'father of the nation;
'archltect of the assembly (ﬁ.

How far Gardhian Principles
were Adopted in the Making Alladi Krishnaswami Aiyar described |

of the Indian Constitution?
) Gandhi as +he 'arehitect of India's
. R §24 '
political desting' R Theqe plaudlts set the 1nitia1 tone and

the pattern of constitution—makine ln Indxa.

But, as the deliberation,of‘the.COnstitutnt Assembly

proceeded: and gained'ﬁomentum, and revealed sharp conflicts and
contradlctions in the ideas and sentlments of the members, it
bacame apparent that Gandhi's worshippers would be out numbered
‘and ogt;@gced;by\uhoseain different ideas, end Gandhl remained
only as a ceremonial object of adulation, an object of ﬁorship
and ritusl celebiation, nd it was no wonder $hat the Constitu-
tion that finally emerged was such a deviation from his ideas
and principles. : '

‘ " One of the major causes of deviationcfrom Gandhian
principles was the zulf beitween the professicns c¢f Gandhi ‘s dis-
¢iples and the approach they adopted within the Constituent

: ' ' Assenblye “The‘Congréss‘Party, not
Gandhi and the Indian . , .
National Congress: . wholly wedded to the Gandhian princi-

ples, made little efforts to build up a constitution based upon |
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thems There had been differences between Gandhi and the Congress

on many issues.

Few of the youn@er ‘generation of 1nt911ectuals,
'whether they were Hiaaus. mnslima or Earels. accepted Gandhi's
pbiloaephy ef life. They gave o qualified allegiance to his '
geonomic views. Mast of them were rq+ienalista and many of them 5
were iqclinéd 0 socialisme The wealthy men who contributed
lavishly to COngress’funés'were eguaily far. from his oldywqud
outlooke Only a minority in Conzress, insignificant in its
numbergy shared Gandhi'e Qaciflsm, the deepesat of his convictlons.:
Congress had mhndbed to draw up from ti me to time, by majority %
decigions, an agreed conatructlve programme, which was a eompro- ‘
mige between Gandhiam ahd an advanced liberal view of social
‘reform, dbut thig waé ﬁecondary'%o its reai‘purpose; It wastirst
of all and all the +tine a'nationalist'party henf on libverating

India from foreign rule. Most of the time, the Congress tried

t0 dbey Gandhi but it had never accepted the prineiple of dicta-
torshipes In fagt, Gandhi had several times beén defeated over 5
big-issués. and séme of hig chief ideas he had never succeeded in s
imposing onm it at all, notably his hostility to industrial deve- |
lopment. His mystical viéw'of nan;violence, hisvphilosophy behind?
rop~ce-operation, his doctrine of the purity of means appealed i
only to a minofity 3). To qudte Nehzru: "always there hasg been |
thaf inner counflict within him aund in our pgtional pelitice,

between Gandbi .as a national leader and Gazidhl as a uman with a
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proghetic nessagse, which‘was not confined to Indie- but was for ;
hqmaﬁify and the world .,.;“(4) '
" 80 long as his celleaguea in the field of poli—
tics were able 0 remain convanced of the practleability of his
policy, they contznued to support ite But when other problems
and concrete situations arose in which Gandhi etill believed his
non-violent technzque,wgs relevent but in which he offered only
generaligzations, they went their own way anrd rejected both his

J
_ 5
general policy and its universal ethic .

Ganéhi was pre=¢ecupied with hia activities in
South Africa upto the secdnd'aecade of the precsent Qentury. Therei
fore, tvill that time, he could not associate himeselfl directly |
with the Indian struggle for freedoa, althqugh he képt up a

tenuous relatienship with the Congress Organization.

It was at Amritqar'xn 1919 that Gandhi became
a live forece in the CQngregs. ' I muet rezard ny perticipation
in Congress proceedings at Amritgﬁr as my real entrance into the

Congress politics', said Gandhi. .

In 1520, finally, Gandhi assumed politvical
leadership; upto then he hed almost mockingly imsisted om decla- '
‘ring himcelfy, & profegsional political expert only in certain I
subsiaiary jobs 1like collecting money end draftinb resolutxons,

but now the Congregs gave him g mandate to revise the vhole’ :

organization from setting up party cells in +the villages to
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redefining the functions of the grand committees. TFor he was now 5
truly the "only one available" for the polltical job of anch?ggng

the 1ndependence movement in the spirit of the Indian nasces

At the gpécial eéésion in Calcuffa, in Feptember
1920. his yrobram e of nsn-co-oycra+1on was approved by the
'Gongresa. In the same year, st the'ﬂagpur session, he eame Qut
victorious. Older Congresa leaders, curious about the mew perso- .
nality, asked themsel#es aha each other, 'who is this man -who
speaks with quch a tone of authority and when did he come?
Congress luminaries like Pal, Malaviya and Jinnah, s%%%warts like

C. Re Das and Lajpat Ral were virtually oven-p0wered .

The Congrems before Gandhi 's entry was, accor-
dinb to Lala Lsgjpat Rai, neither inspired by the people wor devi=
sed or planned by them. It was a.movement rot from withine It
lacked the essentiale of g populer movement. Its lecaders were
not in touch with the ﬁasses. It was not éffective. and éncoura- ;
ged 'opportunism? and ’tradiﬁg'.iﬁ the name of patriotisme It
demanded conceésions aend not liberty. It wag not based on aacri-
fices It was ratﬁér a digstinguished group of intellec%uaia, which{
included meny able, wealthy and influential men, but without amy .
‘mass fdllowing, foi they never knew how toltpuch_the heart of the ;
multitude(g). The pre-~Gandhli Cougress was virtually a place X
where memhers. mostly from middle-class society, used to assemble

and indulge in endless discussions.

Gandhi aroused the emotions of the multitude,
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hip message reached every nook and corner of the seven lakh ville
ages in India and captivated the hearts of the peasants who cons-
titute the real India. Gandhi's leadership gave the Congress a
dynemism and drive it had never known before and the Constitution
of f@aO,,which may be aptiy termed ‘'the Gandhian Constitution’',
revolutionzed the orcanisation. Instead of remeining a 'three
days wonder'y it becamg an orgénisation humming with activity
threughout thé year (1?) Gandhi realised-that no nation had risen

without sufiering; he broke the country's quietism before long

- and the people found that if they wanted to be free, they must

sirike the blow themselvess They cheerfully agreed and marched

-fbrward, 4 new era started. Gandhl remained for a long period

as the solelspokesman and leader of the Congre=s, rivalled and

digputed by none. This new era gave the nation a new concept of

~ leadership, saw the emergénce 6 @ new type of nationallism and a

new paycholcgy to. -the masses.

Therefére, itﬂis to a large extent true that

Congress ideology after the First World ¥War was mainly a creation

of Gandhi. In 1920-22, he led the non-co~operation movement and
1t was he who suspendsd i1t; in 1930-34 he led the Civil Disobe-

dience movement, eonferredf@itnﬂthe Viceroy, represenited the
Congress at the Rourd Tabie Conference, and suspended the movemente
In 194C, again, he conducted the Individﬁal satyagfaha. and in
Auguat 1942; the 411 India Congress Committee formally requested
him to teke the lead and guide the natlon. - Yet it is too much to
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(11) . :
s Or that the

say that the Congresa was.a ‘one man show'
Congregs ideolqu was ldeatical with the Gandhian principlese
On the contrary, there were aignificant differences between
Gandhi ahd the Congreaa, revealed in various Congress mcetings

since 1924.  The Congress wag never a body of his 'yes men'e It

was too vast and\heterogeneoﬁs- Though Gandhi was 1ts centre of -

gravitys there were other thought currents which influenced its
development(12). '

on the 18th of mﬂrch, 1919, the repressive
Rowlatt Act was paaseds 7The Amritsar tragedy was the signal
. for the birth of the non—co-dperation-movement. Thie waa vigo~
rously challenged by several sections of the dbngress. . The
apposition came from Bengal in two forma: in the form of the
Swarajya Party, and in the form of renewed activities of the

anarchists. A section of the wembere of the Congress Farty re-

garded the freedom movement under Gandhi as negation-of democracy

and ‘reversion to an autocracy of the oriental type dominated by

prﬁeétly influences.(an? morked especlally for the benefit of
13

profiteexing banias' .

The swarejya Tevolt rdpresented an important
phase in the internal struggletbf the Congress. The official
Congreas under the leadership-cf Gandhi stood as a block of
tpno=-changers”. The Swarajists gained streﬁgth and prestige
gradually till the death.of Co R; Das with which the party

collapsed.
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Other oppositions of lesser significance came in the
form of the Responalivist Party; headed by Jayakar and Kelkar in
1925 and the Independent Party, headed by Lala Lajpat Hal and

: (14)
Malaviya in 1926 .

In the Abmedabad session, (1921) Gandhi was appointed
the sole executive authority of the Céngresq(153 But he had a
bad time quring the 4.1.C.C. meeting (1922) in Delhi. On Indi-
vidual Civil Disobedience he faced a vote of censure(163 <Iﬁ the
Gaya Congress (1922) there was serious conflict, on the issue of
"COuncgl Entr&'. betweoen thosé that faised politics to a spiri-
tual level and those.tﬁat worked politics on the intellectual
and the material plane. That the leader (Gandhi) of the former
group was not present in‘flesh and‘blood made no difference(173
Ultimately Gandbi had %o surrender at the All Parties Conference
in Bombay (1924) to C. R. Dus and Botilal Nehru on the question
of 'Council Fntry' and the lifting of the boycott(18). in the
aame year, Gandhi wept opénly in a meeting of the A.I.C.C.
because TO out of 148 members who votéd believed in political
:'murders - a ¢lear indication of the fact that their non-violence
'was oyly skindeep. However, at the December 1924 meeting in
Belgeﬁm, Ganahi‘was eieetédf?reaident in 2 cordiel atmoaphere.
But during the mid-twenties, Gandhi wished not to lead the Con=
greés anymore.‘kept in the background and allowed the Swara]
| Farty under the leadership of Das and Motilal %o fill the pice-
ture, wurried himeclf in kig ashrem at Sabarmati, for 'Construc—

tive Work 'y the propegzation of khadi, the preaching of non-
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viclence, communal unity and socialvrefbrmg Neither the British |
Government nor the Indian parties took those innocent activities
seriously; %he? tended tc regard “the saint of sabarmati® as 2

‘ 19, ,

apent force .

A§ain, Gandhi tock an active part in the Gauhati
Congr@qs (1926)(2 f But in the Lahore Congress (1929) he was. not'
-able to ecarry the House with him(g13 and immediately after that, '
the first meeting of the A.1.C.Ce. for the year 1930 was held for |
the principsl purpese of appointing the Wdrkiﬁg Committee for the'
new yeaf. There was 3 split over the procedure adopted by the ’
President (supported by}Gahdhi),in el@ctingzmembers and as'a .
-resuit. e Sriniana Iyengar anﬂ Mr. Subbasg Chandra'Eose'ahnounﬁ
ced the formation of a new party in the Congreqs camp called
"The Congress Democratice Part "<223 Gundhl termed himself a

‘spent bullet ‘.

It was only with the dramatic 'salt' satyawraha
in the spring of 1930 that Gandhi once again became a dominant® '
factor in natlonal politice. He was autheriqed by the VWorking
Commitiee to conduet Civil Disohedience at his discretion(232
Salt satyagraha and Dandi marqh of 18 March 1930, made him the
.hero of'thevmdvement. The wbiking Cémmittee rgcofdéd its appre=
ciation of the iead given éy Ganghi (then arrested) and resolved
to‘carry on the étruggie with redoubled vigour. ' Gandhi was
lappointed the sole repreéentative of the Indian National COngress}
at the_Réﬁnd Table Conferences His aspeech at the Conference

(1931) was a token of his deéep love and attachment for the
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Congress. He exhorted them to find a little corner for the frail |
man, sixty two years gone, and, the organiéation that he repre-
sented. He said “you distrust that organization though you may
seemingly truest me. Do not for one moment differentiate me from
the organization of which I am but a drop in the oceans. I am no
areater'tban the organization %o which I belong. 1 am infinitelyu
Bmaller thar that organlzation .{.’(21) The Delbhi session of the
Congress in April 1932 conpratulated the nation on its splendid |
reaponae to Gandhi 's call and exvressed complete faith in his

leadership.

- Then came the nétOrious Communal Award of
Rameay lcDonald. Gaandhi undsrwent a fast which onded with the
VAll Parties Conference in‘Bomhay then at Poona.

In 1933 Gandhi suspended mase Civil ﬁisobedicnce

and allowed only Individual Civil Dlsobedience(gsz Gandhi 's
decision wag not palatable to many Congrese leaderse Subhas )
Bose and Vibhalbbai Patel denounced ite They_wrote *the latest
act of BMahatma Gandhi in eugpendlng Civil Disbbedience is a
confession of fallure. We are of the opinion that the Mahatua
as a political leader has failed. The timé has now come for a
'-radical'reorganizatian of thé Congress on new principles with a
new method for which a ﬁew leader is essential, as it is unfair
t0 expect the Mahatma to work a rro@ramme not consistent with
his 1ife longzs princlplé"‘2?> To many Congressmeun, the suspen-

sion of the movement in favour of the Harijian work, came &3 a




shock. They resgarded the removal of untouchability as subsidiary

(27)

to the Main struggle in which tens of thousands had suffered o |

Gondhl 'a activities and utterances gave rise
to the rumour that he intended 40 leave the Congress al%ogether.‘
He confirmed 1% amnd gave reasons in a long statement, dated,

Wardha September 17, 1934 In this statement, among other rea-

sons, he pointéd out his fundamcntal difference with the Congreas:

Socialist Group, some of whose ideas were distaesteful to him, and’

his diffgrencea with the Congress én many policy_matters and
iﬁealsia 2 In the anruel session of the Conzgress in Bombay in
October 26, Gandbi wanted the creed to be changed to "truthful
and non-violent® methode in plece of "peaceful and legitimate"
methods but the 4.T.C.C. did not accept it. Finally in October
- 28 Gandbhi sgevered his'official connection with the Gongress(zg){
| After the sessiocn oF the Congress:.in Bombay,
though he chose to ceame to be a formal mamber, Gandbi remalned

as a consultant, and guide to the Conzress.

The spirit that prevailed in the Lucknow

asession (1936) could be judzed from the omisaion of any resolu=-

_ tion on the Constructive Programmé. dJawaharlal Nehru 's presiden-

tial address gave the lmpreasion of a support for communisme
BNehxru, with hisvthree lieutenants in his side, formed a solid
vloe, and Gandhi with bis ten members in the Vorking Committee

{30
formed another .

However, Nehxu, in bis concluding address,



- admitted candidly that they had differed from Gandhi in the past
and would probably différ from him in the future about many
thingss It was right that each ome of them should act up to his
convictionse. But it was Nehru'é firm belief that'the‘bdnda that
held them together were stron zer and more vital than +the aiffer—
encese. Nehru pointed out that the pledge of independence that
-they took together still zemained t0 be redeemed and they were i
waliting again for Gandhi te guide them with his w1se councel(31)

Gandhi in the penumbra of retirement was RO
less a force than Gandhi in the lime lighte The younger folks
were 1mpat1ent over the slow progress of the ideas rooted in
non-violence. It qu‘in‘ths midsf of conflict between vib;ence j
andvnon-violencg and subdued resentment against the Coungress minis}
ters for their slow progress that the Haripura sessibn of the

Congress met in February 1938, under the presidericy of Subhas

Qhandra Bose,

| In 1939, at the Tripuri session of the Conggess.j
the»biggest ever drama was stageds The issue was the Congrééé "
. Presidential election. Gandhi openly opppsed'§ﬁpha§a§§@gﬁfsdﬁha%§,
- Chandra Bose was slected, Gandbi came out with thé historic A
statement that the defeat of Subhas's ‘rival': was‘ his
defeat. Those who had voted for Subhésh Chandra Bose, camz out
w’th a fresh voting of confidence 1n Gandh1 and Gandhi's leadere
'ships - That created an awkward smtuatlon. with;n a week it
looked ag though the tables were turned. Because of Gandhi ‘s

-.reaction‘t0wérds-8ubhash Bose 's electiony, most of the members o:
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the Congrose Working Committee resigned.  3Hose found himsélf igo=- :
lated and had to resizn from the presidentship of the Congresm. |
The ﬁramg‘finally ended in Zome resign;p' from the Congrees and
forming & new party, the Forward Z:'::BJ.m:('S‘2 .

In 1940 at Ramghar, cimultaneously with the
Congress session was held the anﬁi Compromise Conference. It was |
Subhas Loze 'm beiiaf that what had distraesed and hewiiﬁered thé. |
Indian masses duripg those eventful yeara waas the fact that whilé ‘
giroug reasclutions were passed and statenments wore insued by the
members of toe ﬁbrking Cbmmittae, other remarks were slmul tane-
ously made and atatamenﬁs iwsued by Gandki or by the top léador..
which had croated a totally differont luyression on the average
mind. The result had been that the British Government had ceased :
to take the Gongregs pepriously and had formed the impression that
however much the Congressmen might talk, they would not ultimately |

come out openly. As aﬁqh; Hose Telt the necd of a determined
and wideapread effortiﬁja,

During the second world war, on the issue
of co—eyerﬁtion with the British, ¢andbi’s intention did not findé
favour. He was sorry ¢ find himself slone in thinking that
‘shatever support was to be given to the Britlsh, should be given
unconditionally. Jawahar&al'Eehrn'e.reaelution.-wae supported, |
which intended to take thise aw the opporiuna moment for India's
;ndepandence. Gandhi ‘e non-viclonee was not wholly 1liked by the

§orking Comzittee.
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At Wardhe, the Congress parted from Gandhi. In Delhi,
@ fortanight eariier, Gandhi drafted a resolution of his own which
ﬁaa‘raylaeed.by ong that wos paaae@(343 The A.I.C.Co mecting at
Poona, held at the eéd of July 1240, ratified by ninety five
?btéa to foxty seven the remolution pasced by the Working Commie
%fae atvnelhi. The yesolution explained how, thle the Congrema
munt continue to adhare atrictly}to the principle of non-violence?
in the struggle for independence, Lt was unable in the preaént
clrcumstances to declaye that the principle should be extended to ”
India ' national defence. Gandhl was mot even present in Foona
ﬁbig time to tender his advice. Frosident 4zad, as the spokes- |
man of the Congreas, adnitted that non-violence wae of secondsry |
importance to the Congresa. In the interest of winning freedonm, !
it might surrender non-violence. Gandhl might have to propagate
the mesmase of non-violence to the world, but the Congrecs had to
connider ite position am the representative of the ILndian natién..
It was n political orzganisation pledged %0 win the political |
independence of the country. It was not an institution for |
organising the world pence. Agad said honeatly that they could
not £0 as far ag Mahatma Gandhil wanted them to go. The Congress 3
adunltted that 1t wap a womkness on lite pﬁft. It kad aleo to |
recognige the hard fact of Mahatma Gondhi’r meparation from the
Congrea=z. The Uongress had to bear it brayely(Esz In it eager—
ness $o reach & settlement with the Britieh Government, the |

Congresn organization went to the length of parting ways with its
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, cherxshed and well=loved 1eader °

But it'was quite clear that the Congress leaders

after their brief defeetion had resumed their allegiance o

Gandhis Back to Remghar was the note of Agad's opening speech i‘

at the 4.I.C.C. meeting in Bomba? (1940); The time had come to |
take the "next stepf. ??he offer Great Britain had made sesceels :
pot worth looking at” said Azad. “These events made ua decide: to
azain request Mabatme Gandhi to assume the écﬁivé_leadership of
the Congrass. I am glad to inform you that ﬁe}has agreed to do
this ...:;"(3?) 8 year had already passed after the out break g
of the ware Every effort had been made to avoid conflict with 5
British}during her distress. Even Gandhi's leadership was for-
'saken.' It only remained for the prodigal son to return to the
father after~wastin#<higytalenta-empty.handed. repentant, t:uat-
ful and importunate 363 -TheHWDrking COmmittee at Bardoli in |
December 1941 exyressed*tﬁat "the Congress was compelled in ofderi
to defend the honouy and elementary righté of the.people and
integrity of the naiicnaliﬁt mﬁv@meyt. 40 request Gandhi‘t? )
guidelthe Congresa in the action,that.should be taken ......99 !
But Gandhi foumnd it imp@aeible t0 lead the counirye He atood

for comyleﬁe non=participation in war under all circumetances, In;
a letter tb Precalident Aza& he 1ro*e: "In the course of diqcu381on,
i dlscovered that I had committea a grave error in the interpre- i
tation of the Bonmbay resolution. I kad interpreted it t0 mean '
that ﬁhe£Cengraés was to\refase‘bartici@atian in the present or

all wars on the ground principally of non-violence. I found to |
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ny astonishment that most members differed from my interpreta-—
tion and held that the oyposition need not be on the ground of
non=-violence." The Working Committec relicved him of the ree-

| (40)
ponsibility 1laigd upon him by the IDembay Resolution .

The A.Ie¢C. C. met at Bombay in 1942, passed the
Quit India resolution. ‘and considering that sueh a qtruggle must

~ inevitably Be under the 1eader9hip of Gandhi, again requested

him t% t?Re the lead and guide the nation in the steps to be
41

taken .

On September 2, 1946, Nehru and his colleaguea |

took chargé of the interim governmente For Gandhi, it was a day

of great significance. 1In the eaxrly hours of the morning he sat |

down t0 draft a note for Nehru as to the duty of the members of
the new government in this supreme houre At the appointed hour
the minis%er?*arrived-ét the Dhangi Colony to receive his
42
blessinga ' .
Again, on the cuestion of partition, it

secened that the coﬁgress waa more wifh the Viceroy than with

Gandhie The Congress Working Committee had pracficaliy aééided

tc concede Pakiqtan. The very idea of v1vigection of India mede
Gandhi shudder. But in that he was left alone. Tven “ardar
Patel and Jawaharlal Nehru thought that Gandhi 's réading of tho
political eituation was wrong. and peace was sure o roturn 1if

partition was ggreed upon. uandhi's view was completely
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different. He therefere cautioned that he might not be alive to
witness the result. but 1f the apprehended evil overtook India
and her indepenéence was imperilled, "let posterity knéw what
agony this old soul went through thinking of it. Let it not be
e2id that Gandhi was party to India's Viviqection"(4?) A few ;
weeks later he was lementiung, "who listens to me today? I'am
being told to retire %o the Hemalayas +es Nobody really wants to |
follow nmy advice seoee Neither the people nor those in power have
- any use for me“(4??

The attainmenf of Independence further widene& i
the gulf. CGandhi waa couscious that the Swaraj] that was cominb
muast be far removed from the Swaraj of his dreams. His vislonary.
idealistic solutions of practicai‘proﬁlems were not very helpful .
%0 men who had to grapple with the realities. InAimportant _
matters he was still usually consulted, ﬁut not alwajs; his ad- !
vice was liétened ¥o with respect, but not always followed. !
Already, his advice\toira;ect wholly the Cabinet Mission 's
constitutional plan had been overruled. Before Indepeﬁdence.
the Congress leaders had to accept many of the Gahdhianrsuggea—
tions and iaeas,‘beqause_fhey were unable to put fbrwarﬁ eifher i
an alternative plan of action, or an élternative 1eader3hip.'3ut;;
in the post—Independence arxa, they rejected or side=tracked many :
of the Gandhian ideas as too lofty, mediaeval and 1mpractica1.
¥ith the formulation of tye 1nter;m:government. the real direce=

_tion of Congress policy was passing from him to Nehru and Patel
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and he, as though by a natural instinct, was drifting away from
‘the seamts of power, in order to devote himeelf %o direct service
of the peoples The remaining fifteen monthe of his life were
politieally ineffeetual <though morally that was the crown of his |
career. The politician gave way to the saint(452 :

Gahﬁhi did not resoice over the way India had _
won her Indeyendenée. it was the annihilation of his principlea ;
of truth and non—violence. He refused to give a meseage for the
people on that historie day of the transﬁgr Qf power. He.said
"tkére is no megsage at all, if it is baa; let it be so". Thirty
two years of work, Gandkl sbated, have come to ‘'an inglorious
end'e Independence brom@ht sadness to the architect of Indepey-
dences The 'father of theAnabicn' was disappointed with his
countxye Moﬁntbattén tbld the Royal Eméire gociety on 6 October @
1948, that thenpeoyle paid hiﬁ homage'ahd rejected his teééhinga.é
'They helé‘hié person holy and desecrated his personalitye They
"élorlfied the shell and trampled the essence. They beliéved in
him but not in his prlnclples(46? On his seventy elghth birth- ;
day (October 2, 1947) he asked the congratulators ' would it not
be more appropriste to send condolences. There is'nothing but
an anguish in my heart eevee ﬁoday mine is a*lqhe veicge I have
lost all deqire'to live long, let alone 125 years e....'(4?) The |
COngﬁ»as Party had accepted Gandhi’q 1edderqhip as an expedient 5
way %o political freedom. 4s the time finally came, his politicar
. anaOﬂzates left bim and went thedir own way . (4?)

i
i
I

The'diﬁtreesing developments inside the Congress |
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after Independence ard the moral degradation of the men in the
Congrese agonised Gan&hi; he ga#e»a serious thought to the future -
of the Congress. Gandhi found his voice sunk iﬁ the wilderneass.
The Congress having come into the POWG?LShOwed slzgns of giving

his constructive programme the go-by(493— On receipt of 2 compla=~ |
in%t frbm Shriman Harayan Agarwal that in the Constitution that

was being framed, there was no mention of gram pgnchayat. Gandhi
gaid "we muet recognige the fact thét the social order of our
dreans can not come through the Uongress of ipday. N%gg?y knows

what shape the Constitution will ultimately take sest

In the Draft Constitution of the Conzgress which .
 be sketched in the last days (29 January) of his life, Gandhi !
believed that the Congreas,‘as a.propaganda vehicle and parlia-

mentary machine, had outlived its use. India had still to attain;
accial, moral and cconomic indepeéndence in tefms of India's aevenf
hundred thousand viilages, as distinguisked from cities and
townse The strugglie for the ascendancy of civil over milifary o
power was bound to take place in india's progress towardp-itq
democratic goale The Congress must be kept ocut of unheal thy
competition with the politicel parties and ¢ommunal bodieg. Eor .
these and other similar reasons, Gandhi suggested the Ali India ‘

Congress Comalttes to resolve t0 disband the existing Congress

erzanization and flower into a Lok Sevak Sangh » He then
listed the proposed rules and method of organization for the new 5

agsociation. The aext day (30 Janwary), Gaundhi was no mores His
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unfinished revolution remained unfinished- Thig plan of Gandhi
wag not accepted by the A.I.C. C. believing that the Congress
could neither forego its politmcal role nor become so decentra-

1i z€0s
11

- It was not before 1917 that-c. He Dag came to
the forefront of Nationalist politics. in that year he was invie..
ted to premide over the Bengal Prﬁvincial Conference held in -
Calcutta. In course of only

Other thoughi-currents E
within the Congress: eight years (1917-25), he rose to
(1) Ce R. Das. g
‘ all-India fame by virtue of h;s
ardent sincérity. In 1920,'at a special mession of the Congress
held in Calcutta under the'presidéncy of Lala Lajpat Rai, Gandhi |
gave his famous programme of nou—co-operatién with the govermment.
Das aought some changes in it. but in vain. He. héwever. had thei
'support of Psl. Malaviya, Jlnnah and Mrae Besant. Three months |
later, at the Nagpur 33331on, he, however, accepted Gandhi’s ;
lead(saz ‘ . a g

, With the suépenaion 6f the non-co-éperation move-i-
ment at the instadce of Gandhl following the Cbauri Chaura inci=- :
dént. the whole country went into deapondency. At this critical
hourerms endeavoured to give a new crientat;on_to Indiah polie-
tics through his Council Intry programme, if.ce., "non=co-operation
from within the.council."' He hoﬁever, net w;tb vehement oppomi~'

tion from Gandhl and the “no changers“. CeReDas pr2eided over
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“the Ga&a seaaion of the Congress. A section of the Congréss led
by C. Rajagepalachari oppéséd;tﬁe Council Entry pro;lamme. His
motion being lost, Das resigned the presidentship and formed the
dwarajya Farty in collaboration with Motilal Nehru, the Ali '
brothers, Ajmal Khan, Vithalbhi Patel and others. The Congress
-waa thus divided between no~changers and pra-chanaers(séz Inspité
of the bitter eritlclsm launched by the “Ko changers", the
Jalpaiguri conference wag organiged by the Swarajists in 13923,
‘Through the efforts of the Swarajists, Azad was eléctea, Presi- |
deat of the Congress special gsession at belhi, where the pro- I

gramme of Council ZIntry was approY%gj The programne @as later

confirmed at the Cocanada session . .

Das was a'realist. His non-violence was diff- .
" prent from its Gandbimn prototype. - Hence, on 27-June, 1924, at
the éhmedebaa-mecting of the A. I.C Ce when~Gandhi moved the reso-
lution candemning the murder of Mr. Parn@st Day by Gopi Nath
Saha,unas hotly opposed it(??) . ; ' ' ‘
Motilal Nehru was another founder-leader of the
Swaraj Party and a whole time asmsociatec of C.R.Das till the |
| latter's death in 1925. Motilel could.
(ii) Motilal Nehru « '
: nver adjust himself wholly with the
Gandhian ideals and teehﬁiques, Once he spokevbluntly that
"eeso bis (Gandhi) hobbies Go not interestwme beyond a certain |
pointtes Gandhi too could‘not persuade himself that these polie-

tieal intellectuals were c¢lose to him, or that his intercata
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were theiws o . “ IR

At first, Motllal Nehru was dead avainst the
idea of non-violent reqistanee wlth its law—breaking and Jall-'
goinge Jawaharlal's enthu51asm for Qatyagraha with its imprieon-
nent poasib:llty”was totally incomp;ehenslble %o the fathér(s??.

Gandhl was a saint in sﬁeuguise of politician,:

- ?ﬁt Des and Hotilal Nehru were patriotic statesmen, pure and
‘agimple. While Gandhi introduced into human politics the strongest
religious impntua of the last two thousand years, Hotilal Nehru
said, ‘religion has been degrad@ﬂ and pelitices has sunk into the

nire, complete divnrce of‘ano from the other is the only remedy's

(58)
Gandhi was an idealist, in his owhi words ' ?sg§actical id@?liot'
but Das and liotilal were patriotlc realists. To Motilal Neh“u.

"pure idealism has no place in Folltics and is bat a hapgy dream
“which must sooner or later end in a rude awakuning. Howsevar high—
pitcbed the ideal may be, and hlgher the better, th actual work

| ta be done in fhe pnrsuit of that ideal must be guided solely by
prqetical ccnqiderations"-é .. Both Dis and Motlial believed in
swift,acticn,' They'had no'patienée with slow-moving devices like
Gandhi‘s.éonstructive progranme., - They could_enxhusiasticallyvtake;
" up non-co-operation or Civil Disohedience because thers was swift f
and hreathless activity in them, hét when non-co—-operation was
gugpended, the*r'wqy Jay not in. Gcnsﬁructive Progr“mée but in .
Council Entry. where they could beard the Brltlsh lion in his

(61)
den.. . . To quote Gandhi, ‘'their method is not my method. I am
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trying to work: from bottom upward..... to an onlooker it is
exasperatingly slow work. They are working from top down wa?gzs
a proceas much more difficult and complicated than the former!' .

thelr
The difference of outlock was most glaring in/

respective attitudestowards non-~violence and non-co=-operations
Moti%gl)spoke of hig faith in ‘*truthk, fearlessmeas and non-vio~
ilence , which had little place for the doetrines of ‘change of

- heart of enemy' or 'non-embarassment ¢f enemy. !

. _ ‘ by
A Subhas Chandra Bose had been deeply disturbed/
- grave developments at home, KHe returned tc India in 1921, and
| etraizht went to Gandhi for
(i1i) Subhas Chandra Pose .
| guidance whe, perceiving the
pasgion for India's freedom that consumed Subhas, directed him
+0 C. R. Das who had been at that time the uncrowned king of

. Bengal.

| Ganahi’s salt satyagraha movement (1930)
found Subhas in the_th;ck'of the fizht, and the government
arrested him and lodsed him in jail. Wwhen the satyagraha move=
ment was called off in March-1931upon the conclusion of the
Gandhi~-Irwin Pact, Subbas Bose raised his voice in protest
‘against the Pact and.the suspension of the movement, especially
_When-pa%p%ots iike Bhagat singh and hia asszoclates had not been

R - (64)
- saved from the galleows =~ . -

Gandhi had known him well enough in 1929 at
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Lahore when Subbas Bose sfageé a8 walkout and formed a new party,
‘the éongrese Democratic Fartye. ‘Agaiu, one of the reaéons behind
Gandhi's formal yetirement from the Congress in 1934 was hié
knowledge of Bose's rivalry of the first magnituse. In 1933
Boue, with Vithalbhai Patel, had issued & manifesto asserting
~ that Gandhi had failed and that fresh leadership was requirede |
In 1934 he expanded this thesis into a book, 'The Indian Struégfé
In connection with the Congreee Presidential
election in 1939, Eose entered into headlong clash with Gandhi.
In faect, this episode (whick has,alréady been narrated-note-32)
was the turning»goint.df his career. Soon after the Presiden-
tial election, the members of the Congress Workiﬁg Committee
resigned and the Congress met at Tripurl under the shadow of a
~crigig within the Party, aa‘well as internationaily.’ Wwith pro-
' phetic foresizht Subhas warned that an imperialist war would
breek out in Europe within six monthg, demanded that the Congress
should deliver a six months® ultimatum to Britéiﬁ'and in the
event of its rejection, é'cquntiy-wide struggle for ‘'poorna |
swaraj"should be launched, taking fuli advéntage of Britain's
entanglement in the war. His warning end'advice:'however. went
unheeded, and what was wqrsé.'the_fbllowe?a of Gandhi sought to
curteil his power as Comzress President. Fe resigned his preai-
dentship, formed the Forward Bl?gsﬁnd ultimately severed all re-

N

lations with the Congreas Party - .

As alréady narrated,,in 1940, with the Congress .
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@ession (Ramghar), a parallel-Anti Compromise Conference was held
under the presidency of Subhas Boge at a place called Kisan
Hagar. This aessioh foroughly opposed Gandhi 's policy, plead?g. )'

direct struggle and condemned spirning and Constructive Prorammess.

They repr»sented two diametrically opposite fore
ces. Gaadhi wag moved by instinct, Yubhas Bose was guided by
reasone DBogse felt -that there was a deplorable lack of clarity
"-in the plan which Gandbi had fomulated and thet he himself did
not have clesr idea of the succaséiva stages of the campaign
which would bring India to0 her cherished goal of‘freedom{
Subhas ‘s was a life of servide and sufferdng buﬁ'it was 1n accor-
.dance with the views and econvictions of C. E. Das who again
differeﬁ with Gendhi on the main points of Gandhl's programée ).

Gandhi was a moralist, Bose was an Indian
nationalzst firet and an Inalnn retionaliass$ last. He had little
faith in non-violence aud in the doctrine of purlty of means. To
bim, “Gandhism bad baen found wahting, because 1t was wedded to
ncn~v101ence ....."(69) Ganahi's spirituallsm had no attraction
for Bose. ". Ascetzcs and yogies", he:said. "have held eeeces
honoured place in sociefy, but it is not their lead that we shall
" have to follow if we are to create a new India, ‘at once free,
‘happy and great 0. Although Bese was a deeply religious man,
he was totally égainsf mixing religion with politics. He often
eriticised Gandhi for playing the dual ;nle of a polit%%?%

leader and world-teacher with a new ‘doctrine to preach .
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Bose regarded Gandhi *s haﬁit_af pgtting all his cards |
eﬁ the table, his opposition to the poliey of social boycott of
golitical opponanta; his hope of a change of heart on the part
of the British Government etc., as some of the defects im bis |

leadership .

~ On economic issuee also,’ Bose and Gendhi diffeved radi-
cally.” Yose Geplored the ideas'that"maﬁernisatian is-had,large_'

scale production is an evml, wants should not be: increased and
73,
standard of living should not be raised' . 1In his opinion,

"jf India is to éttéin and maintain har;freeaom‘an& gTrow &8s a
modern state, she must‘have not only a sociélist'arﬁer but also -
maéern arms and maﬁérn industriese ee. the‘state.will have to
“'he a peoples' state and gtréng centraliged stat@“(7?) Boge wan- -

. (75)
ted the Congresa to 'adopt a radical economic programme®

including abolidion of lend lordism, extension of co=-operative
movement, a comprehensive scheme of industrial develapment under '

(76)
tate ownership and state control .+ Thus Subhas's place had

o

“moﬁ bezr in tbe ivery towsr of a dreamer or 1dealist but 1n the
hard 4"ac'i;s; of li@e - ﬁhat beset the path ona fightere Ag auch,:
while acknowledginv the indisputable position of Candhi in the |
Indian movement, Boge was irreconcilably oppoaed to his dogma

. of non-violenee. charka and cottage industries. economy, iaola-
tioniem from foreigmn influenee and, above all, to ais refbrmism.

(77)
trusteeship theory and class collaboration .



Dre Be Re fmbedkar wés;ii%e-iopg opponent of Gandhi and
the Indian Nationsl Congresa. But'inspite of his opposition to
| | ' the Comgress, which he Tegarded as
Gandhi and the architects '
of the Indian Constitutions dominated by caste Hiudus, he was
(1) Be ke Ambedkar _ :
neminated by the Congress to the
Csnstituent Agaenblye. He was the Chairwan of the Drafting
”ammitte° to frame thé Constitution of India and Ellﬂtv the
Pill sac¢essfully. winning encomimm from,all(7?>
The accumulated bitterness against Hindus that rankled
for centuries in millions of Harigan Broasts found expression in
Ambedkar's Blmalayqn hatred. He preferred B ifzmh Raj to Hindu
“Raj (793 In vecognition of his claim @s & lsader of the Depressed
Classes, Ambédkar was neminated as a delegate ¥ the three Round
 Tab1e Conferences in London ($93Q—33).1,Bef9re.pr§ceeﬂing for the
.'Round Table Conference Gandhl arranved a meating with Ambedkar to.
kaow hig demands. Ambedhar fra(kly tola Fandhi that the Gongress'
dia nothing for the upliftment of the untwuePQb]@a, beyond givingi»
formal recognition B0 thig problem, that the Congress waa not
sincere about its profesgiens.&jﬁb asked: ”why'sheuid the Cone~
'gressmen pppége our movement aaﬁ;dub me a tragitor?™ The 1nterviaﬁ
ended inm a grim étmééphege?(é%g gsounded the béginn; zs of a war

between Gandhi &nd fmbedkar .

KEis demand for separate electorates for the untouchable:
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was opposed by Gandhi at the meoting of the Minorities Committee
of the Second Round Table Conference (Fovember 1931), as Gandhi
felt that it would permanenfly divide the Hindu soclety. The
Commuhal Award, announced om 17 August 1932 conceded separate
electorates for the unteuchables.- ¢andhi wentegn fast unto death.
Ambedkar ealie& the fast ' a political gtunt'( 13 on 24 Septem-
ber, the Poons Pact was éz sned which pr@vidﬁd for reservation of
seats for the untouchablee im the ¢ eneral convtlﬁuanuies(ﬁpj

Their uﬁeasy relationship reached itg height
in London during the conierences. Ambedkar_in a sztatement said:
“the labatwa has been ciaiming that Gongress stands for the
Depressed Classes, more than I oxr my colleagues can doe. To thet
cléim I can only say that it is one of the false claima which
| irregponsible people keey on naking ,..6563) |

fbout the Tole that Gandhi played during the
Hound Téble Couference, smbedkar lamented that the Cdngress chose .
mﬁ. &aﬁdhi as its representative.. In‘h#s epinion, a worse pereonE
could not havé begen choaen to guide India's destiny,_for. as a )
. unifying force, he wag'a failur@‘aéf Ambédkar alleged t%at it
was Gandhi 's habit t0 trest. the whole non-Congress delegation .
with contempt. He insulted them wh@never an occasion furnished
“him with an excuse Ly egenly telling them that they did not count,
and that he alone, as the\delegat@ of the Congreas, represented
the couantrye It was Ambedkar's Qelief that Gandhkl had many

- platitudes to utter but no views or guggastidns;of_construetive
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character to offer(843

Ambedkar, in his book ‘what Gandhi and the Con-
gresa have done to:the‘6ntouchablesf,»brcught forward sérious
charges - that Gandki and the Céagress opposed, inech by inch, |
uptqlthe very last hément, everyone of thelr demands for politi- |
cal asafezuardse Gandhi was neither earnest, honést and sincere
nor a friend of any of unﬁouchabies. Thaf Ganﬁhism constituted
the doom of the untguchables,_because it wag éimply anofherxform
of sanatanism which was the aneient namé for militant orthodox
Hinduism(852

Gahdhi admired his.rival's learning, respected
the great powers of his brein and mind, and yet showeé 1ittle
aympathy with his.pblicy. Ambedkar'egknewledgeﬁ the great pOwera?
of Gandhi and his humanitarian services t0 the untouchables, but
believed that méhatmas like‘fleéting-phantoms, raised dust, but
raised no 1evelq Gandhi thoughtrhimself t0 be the natural guar-
diap of the gntpuchables whereas Ambediar coné%ggfed bimself to

be the natural leader of the Depressed Classes o

Their relation hzd never hecome nermal. Even in |
1946, Ganﬂhi, in a letter to Sardar Patel about Darmjan seats in
the Assemblies, wrote "....., thb maln thing is about Dre
Ambedkars I asece risk in ccm1n¢ to any aort of. understandlng

‘Dre Ambedkar, as Chairman of the Drafting
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Conmi ttee preduced the Draft Constitution whkich did nct embody the
Gandhian ideals of a states Dre imbedkar believed that Gandhian
scheme:was not practicgble at Fhat moment and would ensure continued
oppression of the Harijans by the upperﬁcaste communities. As-such he
had suggested'a centralized Parliamentary.sysyem. . Shri T, Yrakasanm
attributéd.this lépae te Dr. Ambedkar's non-participation in the
Gandsian movement for independence a2nd hie antagoniem towarda Gandhian
idéas;(gs)
A particular\case in point was - the subject matter‘ef
Article;40 of the Indian Constitution whick did not find a place in
his braft Congtitutione when the Draft was pubiisheds the absence
was noticed and a criticism wag levelled that"tﬁe new Constitution
shnﬁld have ueen draftéd cn the ancient liindu model, and thet, instead
of incorporating westernu théorieé. tﬁe new _Constitution should have
been raised and btuilt upon viilage panchayats. while introducing the‘,
mofion on the Yraft Consiitution on 4 November 19408, Ambed&ar felt
gratified that the Draft - had rightly discarded *!;he',villagey(?g)'l‘his'
atti%u§e of ﬂr; Ambedkaé towards village communities in partiéular and
Gandhi 's ideas in general was Nehenently eritieised by almost all the
memters participating in the discussicn (for detailed dis;ussicn please
see Ghaﬁtér VII)e Yoreover, the ﬁemorandum, whikh he submitted to the
Advisory Committee of the Constituént Assembly;ﬁdid not incorporate.
any such provision which could be treated as bearing a clear impact

e (g0}
oxr mark of hanahlge.ldeas.
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In 1916, %aulana Azad woee interned by the British
Governmente Agter nezarly four years when he ceme out, he took
his place immediately among the leaders of the Indian National

‘ Congress. Gver since, he had been
(I1) Maulana Abtul Kalam ;
Azad . . holding a prominent pesition in the
highest Congress executive, and
looked upon, inspite of his youthful yeare, as one of the ‘elders’
of the Congress, whose advice both in’?fward %0 ‘the communal and
mincrity questions was highly valueaa(S')
Azad was twice elected President of the Indian HNational

Congress the first time in 1923, and the second time in 1940. He
continued as the President of the Congrees +$1ill 1546« BHe led the
negotiations with the DLritish Cabinet Mission in 1946. In the
Constisuent Asscmbly, Eie role was primarily that of a hero of the
. freedom movement. o' was a member of Ffour comuittece, Steering,

hdvieory, Zitates and Union Counstitutione.

To iMaulsna Azad, Congress wag rrimarily a political
organizatione He often differed with Gandhi and his followcrs on
nany 1s8s3cse During‘the Second wordd war, Gandhi's idea of unene
embarrasament of enemies was not agreeable %o kime Ib a letter do
Nehru he wrote: "if our present gtand is such that it embarrasses

her sese we are not responsible for

( i?; it lies witk the imprudent
923

vanity of the Britisgh Government”.

For Azad, non-violence wasz a matter of policy,

not of creed. His view was that the Indians hed the right %o
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. take the sword if they had no other alte?ﬁati?&.ﬁ He declarsd '
dpenly that the Indian National Gongress was not a pagifist‘crga- i
nization but one for achieving India’s fréeﬂom(933: Under his ‘
preeidency,ithe A,I.G.G.“ét Poona pzried ways with Gandbi and
left him aione.f Pregident Azad observed, M eeees the Congress is
a political organization pledged t0 win the politlcal indepen-
dence of the countrye 1t is not an institutian for organizﬁﬂg;§
thé world peacee Honestly, we cannot go as far as tiahatna Gandhi
'wénts ug to govféi:w(94)' | , | - ' -
Azad had, ‘on earlier occasions, différed from

,Gandai on some points. buu never before. had ?heir differences
been 80 complcta-' The igsue was.ncn-v1olent.movement, which g
Azad did not favaur ﬁuriﬁg'wsrbtime,‘and»on 5 Jui&,'1942; Gandhl
sent him a leﬁéer*ta the effect that Agad’sfstﬁnd was sv differ-
ent from his that they could not work tog ether. ‘If Congress wanéh
ted Gandhi to lead the movement. Azad must reqign from the pre-‘ :
szdentbhxg and also withdraw from the iorking Lommzttee(‘f) )

In the debates of the Conqtltuena &sqambly, toc,
Azad was not found to have championed any ideal, the: ruallsatlcn, :

‘of'which was the dream of Gandhi. On the contrary, he GFOEG to

acqulesce in Nehru's iaﬁas and nishes. o _
_ - Another very impertant figure in the Constltuent
-Assembly was K. Mo lMunshi who was u:member of a éight major commi-
- : o H‘tA g:lﬂules. Stéefiag, Advisocry, Union
(111) K. m. %unshi 3
~9ubaects. Prov1noial Constitution, Union

A constltutlon. States and Draf*lng. ie participated in the debatesf
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off and on, and enriched the House, with his valuable suggestions.’

Munshi 's relation with Gandhi can be ascertained
frcm a letter from him to the latier, dated 22 May 19419"casce sincef
I came to you im 1930 you have been more to me than a political
leader, you have been to the whole of our famlly a zather. you
" have been a bescon For the lazt ten years lighting me on the path
of the Ii%tle spirituality that I'can lay claim to%..o."(gs)Their
very cordial rxlatlon hai been re*leeteq.throuvh their series of
correspondences 9specially in 1934(9?) On the proposed 91v11
Disobedience Gandhi wrote to fiunshi "ee... I have set my eyes on
YOU eeeee I do not know whe else would go (to jail), I do not
'feel like inslstins on anybody's going ....."(98) When Gandhi
proposed o loave the Congress, Hunshi wrote "e... the moment your
-supreme authority is gone, the Congress will meet a terrible
f&te"(993
But Munshi could not remain- sincere to Gandhi's
ceucept of non-violeneef-'ﬁs fe1t that non-violence could not be
-éractiée& for the immééiaté solution of the problems conuected
wi.th nafional défencé‘1o? since Gandhi gxpressed his opinion to
the effect that those who favoured violent resistance ( by way
of self defence) must get ‘out of. the Congress, Munshi finally
resigned from the Congress in July. 1941(103? The note on Funda-

(102) "
mental Rights submitted by Hunshi to the Pandamental Rights



2ub Committee, d4id not contain any specific mention of Gandhian
jdeals. On the contrary, he was keen on the Furo=American sys-
temse In the Constituent Assembly Munshl posed the guestion:
"why should the Assembly turn ite back on a hundred year-old
tradition of pafliamentmry government in In&ia“?"103) ¥unshi did
not want to write into the Constitution s clause prohibiting
military conscription. He believed th??oi?y guch prohibition
would be very dangerous in time of waxr
Gandhi loved Nehru as a son and Nehru loved
Gandki as a father. Nehru never hid the deep difference between
. _ his cutlook and Gandhi ‘z. He spoke and.
(Iv) Jawabarlal Nehru
: wrote abvout it fregquently. Gandhi

welcomed the fravknesse. Thelr affectien for one another did not
depend on agreement(105? 4Eéhru recognizgd toat Gandhl had
straightened their backs and stiffencd théir apines, congratu-
lated Gandhi during salt qatyagraha for the success of nNON=vioe=
lence(1o?) Gendhi hsiled the A.I.C.0. resolumon3 electing Nehru
as the Gungfééa helmgzap for the year 1929«3C 3 he wished
‘that Nehru might long remain the 35wel.af Imdia“QS). He decla~
red "esess danaharlal will be my successor e... when I am gone
he will speak my lansuzge ‘..y.“(109)Ba3 instances are not rare

when Nebru did not speak his langusge.

The eharp clash with Gandhi, the Zirst of a
series during the next two decades, took place when HNehru moved
a resoluticn on the political objective of the Madras “ession

(1927 )s The Congress declared its goal of the Indian poople to
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be complete national independences Though it did not alter the
party's ofiicial creed wﬁich, under Gandhi‘'s influence in 1920,
had Eéén defined merely as éwaraj (self rule), Nehru's formula-
tion reflected the ramblings of discontent among the impatient
nationalist youthe A similar propossl had been raised at every
Gongresa session from 1921—25, but Gandhi’q firm opposition had
vthwarted its sponsers.~ At thzs Gandhi Waq very much disturbed
vand what pained hinm most was the tone of Nehru’s speecnee. hisg
surge 4o radicali sm, and his apparent abaandoument of non-violence.

It was ae 1if a son had gone astray.

‘The sense of-an’imminent break ﬁaine@-&anahilin
1928, He wrote "esoe I smee quite clearly'that you must carﬁy on
open'warfare agéinst mne énd my views. The difierences between
you and me appoar to be so vast and{?gbfadioal that there seems
0 be no meﬂcing 5round between usg” o« The gap‘widened, rea= .
ching its ﬂlimax at the Calcutta session of the Congress in Decem-
ber 1928. 3peaking as a Chaupion of the,peausnts and urban wor=
kers, Nehru called for basic economic and sccial changes. He
eriticised the theory of trusteeship and differed with Gandhi om
the question of violénce. FKehra Judged the‘iésue on practical
groundse He thomght thatl..;‘ifAthe Congress came t0 the conciu- }
s@on that methods of viblence would rid.them of slavery, then he
" had no doubt that'it<would'adopt'them. le considered ends of

(111)
-prior vzlue ‘w

Gandhi 'z fasts were not understandable to Nehru.
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On May 8, 1933; when Givil Digobedience was at ita lowest ebb,
.Gandhi began a twenti-one dqy—fast for- aelx—yurifleatzon . Nehru%:
mind rebelled at the master's strange tactics(1123 Nehru did not
like seerecy in pdlitical tactices Gandhi's ‘'inner voicef_was.
vague $0 him. Gandhl emphasized the ‘constructive activifies' of
the Congress. notably spinning. the removal of untouchability and .
' communal u n1ty. while Hehru did not even mention them in bhig
programme(11J3 Nehru*was~hurt and angry'wben GCandpi termed the
earthquake in Bihar as a puniskmeut for the sin of uutouchability;
This mystical outlook widened s%ill more the intellectuals gap
between theme Whemy in April 1934, Nehru learnt of Gandhi's deci=’
sion to terminate all forme oF Civil Disobedienca primarily be=- I
cause a valued companion of long &+ana1ng was..found reluctant to
pe:fcrm uhe ”ull prigon task, he was appalled, and sald that '
".;..c the whoxe statement frightened ms and apprcased me tremen-
dously see A vagt dlstance ggemed o separate him (Gandhi) from
e eoses B bovd that I had valaed very &rwat¢y had suapyed“<11%3

In the pucknow 83e8810mn, Nehru pleaded communisa and formed & hloc
of nin dwn(1152 Iu a lettcre to hegru, dated October 0, 1539,
Gandhl wrote that differences in cgflook between thea were be-
coming morﬂ'maikéa.~ He ”elt tbat Rehxa shbuld take full charge

and lead the Countrw. leav&nr him (Gandhi) free to voice his

(118) |
0PinioNe . In “the A I.C.b. mwet;ag of 1940, hahru,(alggg with .
11
others, defied Gandhi on the crucial issue of v1olence .( ag?
1

- on the queotlon of partition, Gandhi ‘found himself all alone

Though Nehru was not actively involved in the
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‘ debates of the Comstituent Assembly, his role was very important -
because it wag he who dominated the early proceedings with his
Objective Reselution which defined the principles which constitute
the granite foundation of the Constitution. Moreover, Nehru was
chairman of three important committees = States, Union Powers and

" Union Constitution - from the repdrts of whioh the Draft was pre=- i

pared by Ambedkar end hlis cclleaguese.

, The Congress Experts Committee which was set up
'by the COngressAWerking'qumixtee with-Nehru as ite Chaiiman, set
India on the road to. the present Constitution. Discarding the
Gandhian plan as conservative and undemocratic, the Committee
proposed a liberal democratic, parliamentary system of government
with a federation. Nehru envisaged a centralised administration.
He iiked the new Comstitution to place the‘graafeqt emphasis on
state activities: such as planrning, industrial davelopmentsreliefl
of unemployment, natlonalisatlen of key industries ete, In ;
course of a long exchange of letters between Gandhi and Nehré120)l
in Qctober 1945, Gaudhi stressed the need for Ascentraliged poli-
$ical institutions. He voieed his resoclve to stand by the sys-
teﬁ of goverameny GHV1saged in Hind Swarﬂ§321) Bat the Congress
?arty and many of the Inaian leadera were couching thoelir demands
for independence in verms of a pariiam@ntary democracy, and many
had ﬁartieipqted in the modified forma of repre«enLetzve govern=
ment which were introduced in Britigsh Inﬂia‘1223 fccording to

Nehru, the Congress had ‘never considered' the Gandhian view of



=G5

aoc?ety (as exemplified in Rind Swaraj), ‘much less adopted
- {123)
it! . There was no mention either of panchaJat or 0f indirect

government in the Objective Resolution moved by Nehru.

In fact there was fundamental aivergénce of views
regarding methods and aéproacbes between Ganéhi on the one'hana
and Nehru and meny others on the other. To hoth.eandhi and Nehru,
the aim was the same, that is, common good, minimizing'the aocial
and econonmic -diffexrences amocnig the people; but while Gandhi
believed that the means should be truéteesﬁip, decentralization,
etc., Nehru and many others, on the other hand, beiieved\that the '
means should be "socialism", central planning and a “modern®
'econoﬁy with considerable emphasis on industrialization. KNehru
belisved thgt Gandhian schemes were very difficult to woxk out in
practice and any consideration of them would be divorced from

realitye.

It was in the field of ecomomic idsology that the
differencea hetween Gandhi and Nehxru were more'hérkei. 'Few of

ugy I think' wro%e Nehru, ‘accepted Gandhi's old ideas about

n (124)
machinery and modern eivilizatlon.* To Gandhl modern c%vili—
- | ‘ , . (125)
gation was a diseage and machinery represented a great asin. _But¥

Fehru had ne conflict with machinery provided that machinery is
used prinarilz égf absorblng labour and not for creating fresh
1 .
unemployment.
Both of them aimed at the amelioration of peasantry,

but when Gandhi’s programme for achieving +<this -qnd was a
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Programme of qpinning wheel and villa%e industries of
swadeshi and satyagrgha, of(fgg?teeahip, and change of
heart on the part of Zamindars, Nehru 's programme was a

programme of rent reduct¢on, debt cancellatlon and abolition of

(131)
land lordism.

Nehru had made his views clcar throughout the
thirties and expressed them even more plainly to Be He. Bsu in
Novembver 1945, when he said ' I shbuld also like the new constitu-
tion to lay the greatest emphasis on State activitiee. such as
planning industrial development, relief of unemploymenu nationa=-
ligation of key industrles, atc. ! (132) How far °‘Nehru aske?133 .
'will this sort of progress fit in with a purely village soclety?

Therefdre, in oxrder to quell internal disturban-
ces, to maintain law and order, and to implement a programme of

state planniung, it was necermsary to establish a centraliged poli-

tical structure, and not a decentralized economy of Candhi's
dream. Accordingly, in a letter to Gandhi on 9 October 1948,
Nehru enguiraed how the politiéal and economic érOgress of India
could be made to "fit in with a purely village society.“(134) ;
Nehiu rejectied msltogether Gandhi 's views on
industrialism. He belleved in gsclence, technglog sy large—-scale
production, and higher standards of livingf139) Gandhi's views as
formulated in the Hind Swara] scemed to him utterly wrong and

harmful doctrine, and impossible of achievenment.
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Nehru believed that industrialization was inevitable
but its evile must be opposed. He thought that if industries
were soclaliged, they would be free frOm/evils of capitalism;
whereas Gandhi believed that the evils were inherent in indug-
trialism. No amount of gocialization could eradicate.them. Oue
of the reasons why Gandhi had reqervations about scientific
socliallsm, which Nehfu repeatedly avowed, waa that he believed in
the ideal of economic simplicity whereas the advocates of gocia-

liom were supporters of large scale production.

In the Second Plan, Nehru insisted that more impor-
tance should be given to industry. Soon aftexr the Third Flan was
launched the election manifesto of the Congress for Thirdvgenﬁral
Elections held in 1962 was issueds 1t approvingly referred to the
Induatrial Policy Reqolutzon of 1956 which had laid down that. in
view of the accepted policy of sociallzation. the public sector
would increasingly expand and play a dominant role for accelera-‘

ting the industrﬁélization of the country.

Nehru considercd that in a countryry with arrested eco=-
nomic growth,planning was very essential. He believed, only
through planned econocmic progress, Soclo-economic revolution could

be achieved.

Nehrma was influenced by all the modern trends and
movements which had inspired the intelligentia of modern India.
He sought to combine liberaliam with egalitarisnism, democracy and

individual 1iberty with socialism and_ planninge. He acknowledged
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himsélf t0 be a socialist, and was attracted to Marxism though

 d1d not give his sbsolute allegiance to 1t.

After Independence,the firet major pronouncement
of the Comzress on eéonomic matters was contained in its election
manifesto for the First General Elections of 1951-52. This mani=
festo made it clear that the progress of the'country would in-

volve planning of diverse aspects of national life and activity.

in Jaﬁuary 1955. when fhe First Ylan was in
‘operafion, the Congress at its historic Avedi Session declared
that, in order to realige the objectives as laid down in Article
I of the Congress Constitution, ‘as algo those stated in the.
iPreamble and Direciive ?riuciples of State Folicy ¢f the Indian
Constitution, “plaauning should take place with a view to the
establisﬁment of a socialist pattern of society. HNehru was.

AY

- primarily reasponsible for the avadi_Resolutien.

Therefore, the policy which Nehru followed at this

stage was not one of rizid socialism, but was none the less a
policy which laid zreat stress on oconomic planning. Economic
‘planning was dear t0 - Nehrii 's heart and.the example of planning
in Soviet hHussia had enthused him greatl§336)

'Eﬁer since Néhru attended the Brussels: Confe-
rence of Down troddenm people of Africa and Asia in 1926, and his
visit of the Soviet Union, the establishment of socialism, in the.

scientific senss in India hae been his desire and that too,much
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againgt the wishes of Gandbie. The whole country was then sur—
charged with socialist slégang. The platf@?m ¢f the Indian
National Congress wag also utiliged to volce the urges of the
newly emerging sogialist forcea. Nehru advocated socialism in
‘the sc;entific economic aense"137)as 'the only key %o the solu-.
tioﬁ of the world's problems and of Inaia's Problems's In this
session,Gandbi’ spoke of Swadeshi and left socialism to Hehru.

At the Féizpur Congress (December 1936), the same iervoarmwas

notliceable. Gandhl was not a believer in scientific socialiam.

His firm conviction was that nothlng enduring could be built on

. (138)
violence. Gandhi bad all the praiseg for socialism 1f i¥ did
not involve violence. ‘Gandiian soc%al§§m was based on State's
(13
ethics rather than on any programne’ At one stage, Nehru's

views on socialism led to all sorts of fumours and Gandhi in an
article in Harijan enﬁitle& “&ré we Rivalg?" had to state that
"] can not think of myse;f as a rival of Jawabhaxlal or him to

ME eose'

| Candhi stood for villege industries and decen-
traliged production. He feared that if the state mcnopoligzed all
the meane of producitions then that would only lead 10 concentration
c0f power énd the eatablishment ol the Gictgtorship of a party or
8 bureauc;acyf140) In fact, Gandhi would have 1ikéed.. Indla to be
a land of only self-=sufficient, self«ccntaiqu villagea.x‘ﬁe nae
against industrialization on a mass seale and against the inevi-

table emphasis of an industrial civilization on urbanigations

s
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Nehru, unlike Gandhi, had no doubt in his mind that big
machines and large-scalé industrialization had come %o stay. "It
fe true, I think", wrote Nehru in September 1939, "that there are
ceriain inherent dangers in*big industry and the big machine. Thare
is a tendency'to concentrate power ..... But I can not conceive of
the wérlé eees (oing -awpy with big machine. Even if this wes
pos=ible, this wonld result in lowering Erﬁd%?:%gn ¢tremendously and
in thus reducing stgndards 0£ life greatly.”
Kehru had no desire to mix religion with politics.
Gandhi's faith was in truth, Nehru's faith was in socialisme “For
a hungry man," Rehfu gaid in 1947, "truth has little meaning; he
waﬁts fopd, and India is a'hungry, starving counfrg ...“(142}
_ Hehru 's viewe found support I{rom iarge section of the
Assembly memberss The architects of free-lndia's Constitution
' favoured modern methods aund techniques
Ve Gandbli and others
sharing Nehru's for tackling problems they were gonfronted
'Viewgf with than thome of Gandhian means and
methods. Nehru, Patel, Az2d and Prasad were the heroes in the
Constituént Assembly. This oligarchy was fouﬁd to have always
shared Nehra's views and favoured a'eentralized constitution. It

was reasonably clear, that the issembly leadership was not conteme
plating a Gandhian Constitution. In the debate on the Obhjectives

kesolution, members spoke of democracy, socialism eic., but there
was no criticism of the omkission of panchayati raj.
In view of their long experience with representative

government, the bulk o¢f +the Assembly members favoured a parlia=



mentary constitution. K¢ M. Munshi asked: "why should the
Agsenmbly turnhits back on a hundredeyear-old tradition of pariia-
mentary government in India?(143) Sir Alladi Krighnaswemi Ayyar
also expressed gimilar viewé344)

To Nehru, Patel end other Congress leaders,the
eritical question in 1947-49 was how to repaif the danmage ihrlic?
ted by the partition, and how éo hold together the countéy. They
d4id not think Ganﬁhi's village~based economy could generéte |
enough resourcesﬂto'end poverty, and make-up the backlog of
last centuries. They felt that a strong central government an&
a highly'industrialized geconomy were essentinl fto ssfeguard

naticnal independence and to rid the country of powerty and backe

wardnesss.

"Two men" sayse Michael Breecher, “raled Indie during
the critical trangit?onwgeriod'from 1947 t0 1950 Jawaharial Nehru
- and Vallabhabal PatelIQJThe guumvirg ol the néw’India, matually
co-dperated throﬁghout the proceedings of the Assembly in thra-
ghing out the present Conatitution. Eétel, Pragad and Azad were
alsq commnitted only to effective government. Patel believed thaf‘
aecurity was the first.reqnirement of any progressive countrye.
Seth Govind Das expre&sed that, "we ahould:adopt all that the
modern world had to Zive us:to fulfil our necds, as also all the
inventions of the ﬁodern gcience. We need not have contempt for |
things Eauropesan or Americaéf46) when Nehru indicated that India
needed a centralized constitution te protect herself from fo:eign’

agsression and to egtablish stability and unity necessary to the
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social revolution, the Assembly readily agreed with him. Meny
members of the Assembly felt that if the ecopomic problems of the
country were to be sélveé, ] centraiizeé political demoefacy had
0 be set up. With Nehru,they alsc felt that a purely decentra=-
lized village-based society could neither byring about rapid'in&us-’
trialigzation nor provide the political framewdrk for undertaking
a poliey of planning by the staée without which the eécnomic PYOo~
Blems of India could not be solved. 9hri Shankarrao Deo qtated:
"Eeople expect, alas Qgrhaps wrangl vy what they do not deserve.

They expect that the Gonm%itdtion which has beeu made by the
apostlésvof the‘gréatlﬁartyr will breath hig hréath, E@t should
#e'not be rational and must not he moved by sentiment. Reason ‘
demands that we must be raaliétie. There is no scope in this N

(147) _ N
world of stern reality for building a Utopial Yhri Handkishore'

|
Das expressed that Gandhiji throughout his life laid repeated |
emphasis on decentralization of powers but our Constitution had
proceeded on the reverse line, namely, over-centraligation. Our
“leaders thought rightly that without 2 strong centre thia infant
demccracy would bg in dasnzer of belng éestroyeﬁ by disintegrating
forces from all sides. He (Shri Des) said, "we can not afford the?
luxuzry of over—decedtr&lizat?%za?imply in order to satiefy mere

slogans and catchwords e.cee”

Therefore, the archltects atood for strong cen~
tral bovernment and favcured indus%r&allz&tion and state planning
and ultimately the realists who rafugaduta recognige the spinning-

wheel as the symbol of modern Indla woR. .
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The Kaira Satyagraha (1918) was the occasion which

brought Gandhi and Patel together. It wag the beginnin*12§)

| Sardar Patel's publie life e He
(Vi) Sardar Vsllavbhai

Patel.  earned the nick name of being Gan-
dhi's 'yes' man. He did not mind that, and even he(f%ggnted it
‘ _ 1
as a compliment. Gandhi's word had been law %o him e Patel

| - (151)
was accustomed to subordinate his judgement o that of Gandhi .

: He belonged to Gandhi's inaer circlé and was very dear to him. In
fact, he owed his entire pglitical existénce to Gandhi. ‘If wasg
‘Gandhl who made him a member of the Congress Working Committee.
- Again, it waz becguge of Gandhi that he became President of the
Congress in 1931.(152) | | |
ALl these facts, nevertheleas, could not hide their
differences, especially in the later periqd. On every occasion
when Congress failed to follow Gandbi's léad, Sardar had been
found to take the side bf his opganenﬁs.- Patel issued a state-
ment accepting Gandhi's decision v leave the Congrees in 1934.
Besideg, partition furitber widened the gulf. Gandhi opposed the
plan in the Working Committes mecting. But Nehra and Fatel had
at least shaken theméelves free from Gandhi's leaﬁing strings
and were theilr own masters. 1t was they who were gniding  the \
Working Committee and Patel assured the Viceroy that Gandhi would
loyally abide by anj decision the wbrking Committee might taélsBB |
Gandhi lamented to finé himself all alone. Even the Sardar and.
Jawaharlal thought that his reading of the political situation

was wrong and peace was sure to return if partition was agreed
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(154) . o
upon . After Independence, it bhurt Gandhi deeply that even
Patel followed a policy which was quite contrary to everything
for which he himself stoocd. Gaﬁﬂhi's faét of 12 January,‘1948,
was in a sense directed ageinst the attitude of Patel. Patel
complained'tﬁat Gandhi was fasting.without any Jjustification and
that there was no real reason for such a fast. In view of the
fast when Patel‘was requested by Agad to poatpen@'hié Yisit to
'Bombay. Patel shouted back “what is the use of my sfaying,&anahi;
is not prepared to listen %0 me ee..s I have no use for him 53?5)
when Gandhi was assasginated, men like Jéya Prakash.ﬁarayén.
Prafﬁlla Chandra Ghosh openly accused Pétel tellling thal hé ccql& |
not escape the responsibility for this aasagginatioé15?)

' The cleavage between Nehru and Fatel which had
come into the cﬁen in 1947, wae evident ;ong before the coming of
Independence,egpecially oﬂ the issue of soeialism. By the early :
thirtees Nehru had emerged as the leéder of the ‘Left’ and the
protector of the Congress Jocialists. Fatel was hostile from the
outset, énd useé}his-influence o thwart all efforta to eammiti
the Congregs to a socialist programme; insyite of that, Rehru
had prim%cy of place in the affections of Gaﬁdhi. On three
occagions = 1926, 1937 and ﬁéhﬁ, Eatal'had been persuaded to
withdraw his candidacy fﬁr Congress President in favour of Nehru.:
Nehru had been designatedlbg Gandhi as hls political éuccessﬁr,
desﬁite Patel 's seniérity\1i73 Gandhi played a very im Qrtanti
rolevduring the most crucial stage of thei? conflict‘15 3 Though
Gandhi-had satisfied the pride of his favourite son by acknowled= "

ging Nehru's right as Prime Minister to dismiss any member of the ?



- ®@108=

cabinet, he was ‘Bapu’' or father to both Nehru and Patel, and in
this capacity he; on the last day of hié life (30 January, 1948)
extracted from Patel a pledge that he would never break with
Hehru(1593

in the Constituent Assembly Sardar Patel played
- a vital role as Chairman of three important commiitees « Funda-
- mental Rights, Provincial Constituticns and HMimorities. hile
neither Nehruw nor Patel held the centré of the stage in the Assem=-
bly, both were involved in ail basie‘deciaions in the party caucus.
It was inconceivable that snything ¢f mors than technical impor—
tance could be incorpordted without their ayproval(1603 Patel,
though net a member of the Congress Experts Committec, attended
many committee meetings and influenced the fate of the present
Constitution congiderably. He was committed only to effective
government, and the Comstituent Assembly watched their (Nehru and

Patel) m&tual co=operation throughout the proceedings of the

(161) - =
Agsembly y in thrashing out the present Constitution.
Prasad first met Gandbi in Chamy?rgn)in 1917
162)
during the struggle for the indigo share=croppers o He was

= entlrely the creation of Gandhi.
(vir) Dr. Rajendra Prasad .
Turing Gandhi ‘s Alfe time, Prasad

rarely tridd to judge things on hi? OWliy . he uqed to show unqua-
1

63)
1ified Taith and loyalty in Gandhi « Prasad was a devout

belisvey in pure non-violence; among ail of Gandhi ‘s lending (164)
. ' 164
political disciples, he was. the most spiritually akin to Gandhi .
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. 4in the Gayz Céngreaa. Prasad, with othera.‘opyqéea,c.
Re Dag and defeated his pfayosal‘1653 After Gandhi 's withdrawal
from active politics, in the Bombay session ¢f the Congress in
Octabei 1934. Prasad spokesman for Gandhi and ﬁhe rightwing=

: piusided. An attempt by the eaciallsta to znt“oduce a radical
econonic programme wag soundly ﬁefeated - with Gandh1's full |
backing(166z Praqad wag bonéress ?resident three %1mes. in 1°34,

11939 and 1948,

tven Prasad defied Gamdhi in November 1947. He allowed

kimself %o be persuaded by Nehru and Patel, and became . the Con=
Zress fresident~though Gandhi did not like ié1673 |

. Prasad was'the Pregident of the Conétituténf Assembly.
Beaides, he was Chairman of two ccémitteés; Rules and Steerihg.
Fe was one of the four chiefs (Nehru, Patel, Azad and Prasad
involved in declslon»making in the Aasembly. He involved himseif
least in thé debates of the Asqembly, hut on one occasion. the
guggestion of having 'village republlcs' as the basis of the wholel
cgnstitution being rejected by the Draftiné &omm;ttee. Pragad .
pointed out this omission in ay 19430, (dggfiy twéAénd half months
after the publication of the Draft Gohatitﬁtion)- He expreased,
in a letter to B. No Hau, his opinion that ke liked the Constie
fution to begin wiﬁh the village and-go up to the centre.. . The.
village has been and will' ever cenﬁinué t¢ be our unit in the
country: He strongly advocated the idea of‘utilising the adult
franchise only for the village panchayats and making the villagé _'
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panchayats the electoral college for eleciing representatives to
the provinces and the cent?e“(168? Prasad, therefore, suggested
that neceasary articles should be redrafted to put the whole thing
. in right yerépective. Firmly, but kindly, Rau rejected Prgsad's
suggestidn.

Besides=, in the Constituentlﬂssembly. e was not se:n
40 have beéome active to incorporate any Gandhlan ideal within
.fﬁe Gonstitutionq On the conirary, in his conclading speech in
the Asgembly on 26 November 1949, he expressed his plessure and
satiefaction at the newly emerged Constitution 15?) He considered
that it was not his purpose %o appraise the value of ‘the work that
the Assembly had done or the merifg or demerits of the Ganétitu-‘
tion which it had framed. He wasg content to leave that to others
and te posterity(1703 Moreover, he wasg spfficiently slad to mee
the incargoratidnAof soze c¢f the idesals of Gandhi ir the chapter
on Directive Principles of State Polilcye He stated: “eeecee il a
world torn with conflicts, in a werld which, even after devasta-
tion of two world wars, is still depending on srmaments, %o estabe=
lisk peace and geodwill, we zre destined.to'play a great part, if
we prove twe o the teathings of the Father of the Nation and

. (171)
sive effect to these directive principles im our ConstituticoNeee.”®

Be Ne Rou was appointed &s the Constitutional

Adviser to the Constituent Assembly in July 1946. He mugt be

Placed among those important in the

VIII) Bengal Harshing
( ! ggau g- Iraming of the Indien Constitution.
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As Constitutional Adviser, Rau's advice was heard in the Assembly's
inner councils, although he waé not an &ssembly membere A legalist.
an eminent advocate and judge, a situdent of constitutional history.;
and an able draftsman, one of the more Europeanized intellectuals
in the Assembly, Eau iooked 0 Turo-smerican constituticonal pre-
cedent perhapq even more than other Assembly members foxr the de-

(172)
viceg to be used in Inaia‘s Constitutien o

He constructed a framework of Constitution based
ehtirely on Buro=-American models by suggesting a Parliamentary
system of Government with a ceﬁtraiiﬁed'federation, incgrporating
Fﬁndamental Rights and Directive Principles of State Policy ete.
'He rejected the Gandhian plan ana @id not incorporate any of his~

principleé.

B. No Rau politely rejected a request from Rajen~
dra Frassd sugagesting change in the Draft Comstitution to incor-
porate village panchayatse Rau, in his reply, sald that the
Agssembly had already decided on direct election of lewer houses
both af the.centre and in the provinces, aud thaty, he waé doubt-
ful if the vote could be reverseds He also protested that to write
- intc the Coustitution all the details of local goverpment would
mgke it impoasibly long and unduly delay its comp;ealon.(173)

) o wheh the Fundemental Rights Sub=Commititee met for
the first time on 27 February 1947, it had before it a draft list
01 rights prepared amoeng ¢thers by Ee lle FRaue Rau's draft rights
were in additlﬂn'tO the ewtenaive rassages on rizhts in his "Conse

(174)
titutional Precedents” ¢ whick were collections of g series of
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pamphlets which he prepared for the use of members of ‘the Consti~-
tuent Assembly. The provisioans contained in these documents,
which subsequently influenced the present Constitution, were taken
from foreign constitutions and were not at all affected by

Gandhi 's ideas.
v

Other forces and factors coneratinzg towards a devietion from
Gandhian ideals = -

(1) Impact of the Congrees Yocialist Party -

 The Congress Zocialist Party, a faction within
the Congress, was created in the Spring of 1934 by a group of left
nationalists headeq by Jaya Prakash Narayan. In order to orzganige
~the socialist forces, as also to sirzengthen the nationalist mo ve=.
ment, and to give it a rgvolutionary, rather_than a constitutional’
¢haracter, they formed thia party(175?

Both Nehru and Subhag Chandra Dose wglcomed the
foxmation of this Partye In his presidenvial address at the
Haripura Congress in 1938, Bose said that though he was not a
member of that Party, he was in agreement with its generél prin-
ciplesy, and he felt that it was desirvable for the leftiast elements
$o be consolidated into ané partycj?sz

Nehru acted ag the Congress Socialist Party's

godfather and continued to give it his blessing, though he never
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associated himself officielly with this group. His influence
among them was great. His clear enunciatién of socialist‘iaeas
in ‘'whither India‘ wag a model for many of them. Politically he
was_fheir main hope $0 ‘capture’ the Congress ma?hine. He had
come to their defence iﬁ August‘1934 with a blunt attack on the
olﬂ guarde* contemptuous attitude o sociaslism. At the Bombay
segeion of the Congress a few months later, the Congress ﬁocialzst
Party controlled one third of the delegates to the A.I1.C.Co Only »I
Gandhi's 0ppoqéf10n at that time grevented a change in +he party's
economic and social prog ramme « HMoreover, in 1930, when Nehru
W1s_clactod Congresg‘Preéiaent, heuapchnted thrae prcminent Soti=
Eress voc:allsts - Jaya Pzahasb Earaydn, ﬁa:endra ﬁeva and achyut.

Patwardhan to the Warxlna COquttee.

Both Bose and Nehru believed in eéonomie planning.
Bose visualiged the emergence of a laft partyuwhich would advnoate:
planning by the state for the reor?ani tion of the agricultural
and inaustrial life of the country . glmllarly, ﬁehru held
the view thqt in a country of arrested economic development. such
ag Indla, planning was esmential(179? |

.Referring tc this group in the Longress, Gandhi
saié ¢ Wif theyvgain ascendancy in the Congressy as they well
may, I can not remain in the Comgress. For, %o be in active
cppOGition should be_unthinkable"(1803 Iﬁ fact, the activities
¢f this party wére rartly respenéible fox hie severing all
‘chysical cohnecticn' with the Congress in 1934. #hile citing |

reasona in favour of his degision, G%Péhl, in kis atatement of
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September 1934, said that he had fundamental differences with the
Congreas Socialist Party on the programme published in their |
authorised pamphlets(183)
. In 1938, Jaya ?rékash Narayan, Seéretary of the

A1l India Congress Socialist Party, addressing a meeting at Patna,
sald that Gandhi's ideas were too old and should be replaced by |
new ones(18?) |

_ But they did not seek 4o convert the Congress
to socialism for they knew that that was not possible, in the
circumstances then prevailing; they only wantedltq make the
Congress a truly anti-imperialist body. Jaya Prakash Rarayan
admitted that it was not their purpose tovconvert.the whole Con-
gress into a full fledged socialist party. All that they-spusht
6 do was to change the content and policy of that orgaﬁization.
80 that it would truly represent the masses having the object of
emancipating them both from the foreign pPowery end the native sys-

(183)
tem of exploitation .

|
4

The Gongress SOQialist Party had no faith in
the Conetituent Assembly that was set up in terms of the Cabinet
Mission Plane They oprosed the resoluticn of the Congress Wbrkingi
Committee,'passed in Jénuary 1946,‘1n which faith in non-viclence
was reaffirmed.. It said that the Comgress leaders had abandoned
the path of revolution for that of constitutionalism, and that =
it was because of this that they had decided to participate in
the Coﬁstifuent'Assembly(18f) However, they had changed their
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attitude laters

| Therefore, the activities and thinking of this
Congress socialist Group and Socialist group outside the Congress
- influenced eoneiﬁerabiy the task of constitution-mekinge Further,
they published, from timetto time, thelr proﬂrammes regarding the'
future gacio-economic pgttern of’In@ia drawing inepiratione from |
the western concept of gocialliom and stete planring: Thig inte-
lectual atmbsphere prevalent at the time of framing the constitu~
tion, found considerable exgressicn in the resolution regarding

| Aims and Objects of the Uonstitution moved by Nehrue . Under such
circumsitances, they weleomed the Draft Constitution, deviating
from Gandhisn ideas, but incorporating many of their cherished

provisicna borrowed from Western constitutions.

Indians had becn assoeiatea with local eelf-govern-
ment since 1861, and from the 1909 Govermment of India Act through .
thase of 1919 and 1935, Indians came to
(II) Other reasoms
: play an increasing role in both the exe-
cutive and legislativé’sides’cf_Prﬁvincial and central government.
Along with this an inereasing number of electorztes were éisc
having experience of the parliamentary processs Based on the j
experience and know1¢d§e gained by Indians in the pariiamentary
form of government y there wes more or less universal demand.
for such a form of government in the new sonatitation' )
Gandhi knew that his message had failed to get

home. He lamented ® seoe I do not know how many swear by non-
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violence or the Chazka or, believing in decentralizatiom, regard

the village as the nucleus. I know, on the contrary, that many

would have India eoes 3 strﬂng centre and build the wbole etruc~

(187)

ture :ound ign e

Furthermére. many ihfluential and pe%erful members

of the Constituent Assembly head become intellectually comuitted

to a liberal democratic tradition of Euro-American type, through

their train¢ng and education. They had been relentless critics

of Gandhian~principles.

Equally, the COn Zress 'a long-standing affinity

with the Irish nationalist novement made the example of congtie

tutional spcialism_exprgssed in the Irish 'Diregtive Principles_A

6f Social Polieyz,ag?pecially attractive té a wide yrange of
18 _ ‘ ‘ .

Assembly members .

Another reason was that the lawyer members of the

Assembly, (who were many) were keen on having e practicable and

workable (from legal point of view) Constitution, They wanted

that the Gcnstituticn, sinee it was to be interpreted by the

judiciary, must not be vague or based on platitudes or utoplan

ideals.’

In thqt case, it may lead te arbitrary yowera of the .

execu tive.

deviation were the eircumstances under which the Conatitution was

framede.

- Put the immediate reasons responsible for the

Thé'interim government, fé¢e§ with problems like famine,

|
1
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procurement and.pfoper distribution of food grains, compelléd the
founding fathers not to think in temms of decentralized ‘village
republics's The partition of the cauntry, communal riots, inte~
gration of Princely States, Pakistan - inspired invasion in Kaahmir
forced them %o tbink in terms of a centralized eonstitution to
hrins stability and unity in the eauntry. The constitatianal
experts folt that the socio-economlc x@valution can only be achie-
ved- b;y a central authoxity thraue;h planmnga for economic develop~
: ment and by develbping modexn méthads of‘eultiVation, transport
and communlcation heavy and light 1ndus£ri€so electric power and
all other aspects of ecanomy on modern llnes(1§9).

' Therefore, the fcunaing fathers regardeﬂ the
Gandhian COnstitution as aifficul+ to work out in practice. Nahru
believed, 'any consideration of these questlons must keep present
‘factsy, forces and the human material we have today in view, other-
wise it will be divorced from reality'(19 2 The whole system of
indiredt election was found %o be undemocratic and politically
dangerous. .Ip was felt that hlghly aecentralized.admznistfatiqn
may not be condusive to the defence of our newly won- independence.
Iﬁ-Nehru's Judgement, 'the scope of the ceutre, even though limi-
ted,y inev1tably STowsy because 1t cannot exiat otherw1se' 1912 To
Sardar Pate¢, “.... the first requirement of any progressive
country is internal and external securlty cos® (192} Direct elec-
ticn, they realised, was ‘the p;llar to social revnlution and the

members so elected will have wider contact with the people. The
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system of direct election will cut across groups and Ffactions,
based on casﬁe; creed, iansuage and.religion, existing in our
villégea. The‘sys?em'of election as}envisagea by CGandhi, it was
felt, wouia make %he village a whiﬁkkml,of gsocial and economic |
developmente The idealistic appeal to the spirit of service and |
’rejection‘of sordid paymeét for publie work, the members felt, -
would Igavefpublic affairs, as in the mediseval times, in the .
hands of the leisured people and‘ﬁheir hirelings or with priestg.
e

The cumulative effect of all'these,vthefefore; was
‘the emergence of the present Constituticn of India not on the’ ;
lines chalked out by Gandhi,vbut'in unceyremoni- |
qmﬁong;gsiun !
' “_u""{ ‘ oug rejection of his basic idems and principless
The Foregoing aecouut esﬁabilshes beyond any shadow of doubt, |
that the roots of such substantive repudiation of ‘Gondhian ideas .
lay as bagilcally in the céurse of political events and the emer;
Zing reality of the political process as in the cleavage of per-
L aonaiities énd ideologies. 'The ideological coﬁsensus whiqh was
based on compromise and accommodation found its #nétitutional
realizaﬁion in é predominently &hglc-Aﬁerican model of politieal
_s&stem 1ptersperaed.§ith a aprinkling of-Géndhién‘ideals in Part §
- III and Part IV of the Conatitution. This was, not surprising, :
*because,although it was Gandhi,'more thaﬁ'anybody elsey who, withi
his charismatic but dynamic and constructive leadership, had

given the freedom movement & direction and a purpose, and had
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really initiated the process of modernigation of a tradition-

bound, atatio suciety he had, during the lgat few yeara of hig

1ife. beeome totally eatranged from the mainstream of In&ian

political life and_ideas represented by tbe emerging politicalm
elite. of the country. |
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